
  
  

     
    

       

         

          

        

       
        

        
        

          
           

         

        
       

          
            

        
          

 

  

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE MONDAY P.M. FHW A 55-72
July 10, 1972 (202) 426 0648

The F edera l Highway Adm in is tra t ion 's Bureau of Motor

C a r r ie r Safety working in full coordination with the Posta l S erv ice , is

moving to extend its safety regu la tory ju risd ict ion to include m otor

c a r r ie r veh ic les under contract with the United States Pos ta l Serv ice .

Medium and heavy com m erc ia l veh ic les and their d r ive rs
w il l be subject to the Motor C a r r ie r Safety Regulations, but BMCS
D irec to r R obert A . Kaye has proposed an adm in istrative exemption
from the regulations for c a r r ie r s and d r iv e rs engaged exc lus ive ly in 
transporting m ail by means of light weight m otor veh ic les (10, 000
lbs. g ross weight or less ) , upon assurances from the Posta l Serv ice
that it w i l l inquire into the safety compliance of these sm a lle r veh ic les .

"W ith m ore and m ore m a il contractors using heavy equipment
(trac to r s e m i t ra i le r combinations) essen tia lly identical to the equipment
used by long haul common and contract c a r r ie r s of genera l com m odities, "
said D irec to r Kaye, "the actual and potential safety hazards bear a marked
s im ila r i ty to the prob lem s posed by fo r h ir e c a r r ie r s genera lly . Con
sequently, it is fe lt that such c a r r ie r s should be under the Bureau's
jurisd iction . "
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He added: "C on tract m ail c a r r ie r s tend to fa ll into two
b a sic ca te g o r ie s . One group, com p rised of large con cern s utilizing
fleets of heavy line haul veh icles to tra v erse long distances , cannot
be expected to have a relationsh ip with the P osta l S erv ice which would
a llow a high leve l o f su rveillan ce over their safety of operation . This
is the group in which we are in terested in applying the M otor C a rrier
Safety R egulations. The other group is com p rised of a large number
o f ow n er op era tors who p erfo rm a loca l s e rv ic e , using sm all veh icles
that a re sp ecia lly adapted for transporting m ail, and with which the
P osta l S erv ice can assu re an acceptab le leve l of com pliance with
Safety R egulations.

A N otice of P rop osed Rule Making is being published in the
F edera l R eg ister .

59625
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY A . M .
J u l y 1 9 , 1 9 7 2

FHWA 57 72
(202) 426 0648

The assignm ent o f new R egional F ed era l Highway A dm in istrators

fo r five o f the F ed era l Highway A dm in istration 's nine reg ion s was

announced today by A cting F ed era l Highway A dm in istrator

Ralph R. B a rte lsm e y e r .

They are :

W illiam H. White fo r R egion 1 with headquarters at D elm ar, N. Y. ,
rep lacing G erald D. L ove , who was tra n s fe rred to another region .
M r. White had been serv in g as Deputy R egional Highway A dm in istrator
fo r R egion 4, Atlanta, Ga. States in R egion 1 include New Y ork ,
C onnecticut, New H am pshire, Rhode Island, M aine, New J e rse y ,
V erm ont, M assach usetts, and P uerto R ico .

W illiam O. Cornelia fo r R egion 3, B a ltim ore , Md. , succeeding
August S ch o fe r ,^^v^o^eltTreHT M r. Cornelia had been R egional E ngineer
fo r FH W A's E astern F edera l Highway P ro je c ts O ffice , A rlington , Va. ,
States in R egion 3 include M aryland, D elaw are, Pennsylvania, V irgin ia ,
W est V irg in ia , along with the D istr ict o f Colum bia.
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G erald D. Love for R egion 5, H om ewood, Illin ois . M r. Love
had been R egional F ed era l Highway Adm ini strator fo r the A lbany, N. Y. , Region.
He su cceed s F red B. Farrell, who re tired . States in R egion 5 include
Illin o is , Indiana, M ichigan, M innesota, O hio,and W isconsin .

Frank E. Hawley fo r R egion 9, San F ra n c isco , C aliforn ia ,
succeeding Sheridan E. F arin , who retired . M r. Hawley had been
Deputy R egional A dm in istrator for the San F ra n c isco R egion . States in
R egion 9 include C aliforn ia , A rizon a , Nevada and Hawaii.

Louis E. L ybecker for R egion 10, P ortland , O regon , to su cceed
Ralph M. P h illip s , who retired . M r. L ybecker had been Deputy R egional
A dm in istrator fo r the P ortland R egion . States in R egion 10 include
O regon , A laska , Idaho and W ashington.

A ll of the new assignm ents becam e effective as o f July 2.

In announcing the changes, A cting A dm in istrator B arte lsm eyer
said:

"W hile the retirem en t of such outstanding R egional A dm in istrators
as M r. S ch ofer, M r. F a rre ll , M r. Farin and M r. P h illips is indeed a 
great loss to the F edera l Highway A dm inistration , they have certa in ly
m erited their w e ll ea rn ed retirem en ts , and they have our best w ishes for
the future. Undoubtedly, their w ise counsel w ill be sought often by the
FHWA in the tim es ahead.

"A t the sam e tim e, FHWA is quite fortunate to have such capable
s u c ce s s o r s availab le , who w ill a ssu re the n ecessa ry continuity of operation s. "
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY A.M. FHW A 59 72
July 25, 1972 (202) 426 0648

The Department of Transporta tion 's F edera l Highway

Adm in istra tion has awarded 12 fe llowsh ip grants worth $4, 000 each

fo r advanced study in the fie ld of highway safety fo r the academ ic

year 1972 73, Acting Federa l Highway Adm in is tra tor R. R. B a rte lsm eyer

announced today.

Authorized by the 1966 Highway Safety Act, the fe llowships a re being
adm in istered by FH W A 's National Highway Institute in cooperation with
the O ff ice of Highway Safety. The fe llowsh ip p rogram is designed to prov ide
a year of spec ia lized study to em ployees of State or loca l jurisd ictions
who a re concerned with implementing highway safety program s.

A panel appointed by National Highway Institute D irec to r
Em m ett H. K a r r e r , representing the highway safety interests of government
and the academ ic community, se lected the 12 recip ients on the basis of their
qualifications and the needs of the ir employing organizations. A l l recip ients
of grants have agreed to return to, or begin s e rv ic e in, their respect ive
organizations for a per iod of not less than three years a fter their year of
graduate study. Courses to be studied w i l l be p r im a r i ly oriented toward
highway and street design; tra f f ic engineering, including tra ff ic control
procedures and dev ices , safety prob lem s and other princ ip les of highway
and s tree t operations.

m ore

- -

- -

-

-



   

            
          

 

            
   

             
    

          
     

          
        

          
     

         
     

          
     

         
       

           
     

          
      

          
       

  

2

The 12 r e c ip ie n ts a re :

D aniel W. B arn ett p re se n t ly em p loy ed by the C ity o f L os A n g e le s ,
C a lifo rn ia , D epartm en t of T r a f f ic ; w ill attend the U n iv ers ity o f C a liforn ia
at B e rk e le y .

M ild re d E. C ox p re se n t ly em p loy ed by the C ity o f D a lla s , T ex a s ;
w ill attend N orth w estern U n iv ers ity .

G ary L. F ox to be em p lo y e d by the K ansas State H ighw ay C o m m iss io n ;
■will attend K ansas State U n iv ers ity .

R o b e r t K r itz e r p re se n t ly em p loyed by the O hio D epartm ent of
H ighw ays; w ill attend O hio State U n iv ers ity .

T h om a s L a n ca ste r p re se n tly em p loy ed by the O reg on State Highway
D iv is io n ; w ill attend the U n iv e rs ity o f C a lifo rn ia at B e rk e le y .

H arvey M athias p re se n t ly e m p loy ed by the South C aro lin a State
H ighw ay D epartm en t; w ill attend C le m so n U n iv ers ity .

R ich a rd P e te r s o n p re se n t ly em p loy ed by the N ebraska D epartm ent
o f R oa d s ; w ill attend T ex as A& M .

R ich a rd P o tte r p re se n tly e m p loy ed by the T ex as H ighw ay D epartm ent;
w ill attend the U n iv e rs ity o f T e x a s .

T h om as R agland p re se n t ly em p loy ed by the T en n e sse e D epartm ent
o f H ighw ays; w ill attend the U n iv e rs ity o f T e n n e sse e .

D onald R a m se y p re se n t ly e m p loy ed by the C ity o f Spokane, W ashington ,
T r a f f ic D epartm ent; w ill attend N orth w estern U n iv ers ity .

R ic a r d o Sanchez p re se n t ly e m p loy ed by the N ew M e x ico State
H ighw ay D epartm ent; w ill attend O hio State U n iv ers ity .

R o b e rt F . Stevens p re se n t ly e m p loy ed by the V erm on t D epartm ent
o f H ighw ays; w ill attend the U n iv ers ity o f V erm on t.

# # # 59649
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION

F E D IR A L H IGH W AY ADM INISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY A.M. ™ W A 62-72
July 26, 1972 <202> 426 0648

The Departm ent of T ransporta tion 's F ed era l H ighway Adm in istra tion

is strongly urging State highway departm ents to expedite the m ovem ent

of thousands o f m ob ile home units to prov ide housing fo r v ic tim s of

the recen t H urricane Agnes, S ecre ta ry of T ransportation John A . Volpe

said today.

The storm s which fo llow ed H urricane Agnes le ft hom eless some
18,000 fam ilie s along the E astern Seaboard, and one of the principal
re c o v e ry steps being taken is the transportation to the stricken areas of
thousands o f m ob ile homes.

"T h is em ergency housing is being provided by the Departm ent of
Housing and Urban D evelopm ent, and some 100 m anufacturers in 35 States
are involved , " said S ecre ta ry Volpe. "T h e Departm ent of Housing and
Urban Developm ent requested the cooperation of the F ed era l Highway
A dm in istra tion because highways must be used to m ove the units, a ll of
which are overw idth (12 fee t) and overlength (50 to 65 fee t). N atu ra lly ,
this cooperation was im m ed ia te ly forthcom ing. "
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B ecause of their s ize , m obile hom es m ust be towed to their
sites by p ro fess ion a l d river  s, and their m ovem ent is regulated by
State highway departm ents. Special perm its often are requ ired , and
som e States re s tr ic t m ovem ents to certa in days or hours of the week.

S ecreta ry Volpe said that A cting F edera l Highway A dm in istrator
R. R. B arte lsm eyer has w ritten to State highway o ffic ia ls in all of the 35
States involved requesting their cooperation .

In part, M r. B arte lsm eyer w rote:

"I do recom m en d strongly you give the e ffort your p erson al support,
with one overrid in g ob jective t o get the moDile nome units quicKly
and sa fe ly to their destinations. "

# # # 59785

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

Washington, D.C. 20590

Official Business

PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE, $300

POSTAGE AND FEES PAID
FEDERAL H IG H W A Y

AD M IN ISTRATIO N
DOT 512

FIRST CLASS

- -

- -



 

   
 

        

            

           

    

            
            
            

        

          
            

   

         
           

           
  

         
             

     

         
                

       

  

   
  

  
 

Sr*ns o*

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION | NEWS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

Georgia highway officials recently hiked into the massive, almost

impenetrable woods of rural Spalding County to make certain that a 124

foot giant loblolly pine tree would continue to soar in solitary majesty

in the years to come.

The huge tree has a 75 foot crown spread with a circumference of
14.8 feet and a diameter of four feet, eight inches. It is at least 100 
years old. The largest tree in Georgia, it is the second largest member
of its species in the world (the largest stands in Alabama).

According to one official, the tree and its neighbors probably
escaped being cut for lumber over the years because they are simply too
big for the sawmill.

Local citizens and the county commissioners became concerned when
they learned that the proposed relocation of State Route 16, between 1-75
and Griffin, Georgia, would penetrate the forest and, they feared, destroy
the historic tree.

Highway officials, upon being made aware of citizens* concern, were
fair?y certain the highway route would miss the tree, but decided to trek
into che forest to check personalty .

Joined by forestry and conservation officials, they visited the
site of the tree. They found it on the banks of a creek, guarded by one
of the local residents a large black snake.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR SUNDAY RELEASE
July 30, 1972

FHWÀ 58 72
(202) 426 0648
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A f t e r a b r i e f i n s p e c t i o n , i t was d eterm in ed t h a t t h e new road
w i l l b y p a ss t h e t r e e and i t s n e ig h b o r s in t h e l a r g e l y v i r g i n s ta n d s o f
p in e s by s e v e r a l hundred y a r d s .

R e a s s u r e d , t h e highw ay and c o n s e r v a t i o n o f f i c i a l s l e f t t h e g ia n t
t r e e t o r e i g n o v e r i t s v a s t domain f o r p erh aps a n o th e r c e n t u r y .

Once a g a i n , t h i s i s g r a t i f y i n g a s s u r a n c e t h a t highw ay e n g in e e r s
a r e v i t a l l y co n cern ed w i t h p r e s e r v i n g , r e s t o r i n g and m a in t a in in g t h e e n v i
r o n m e n t, A c t i n g F e d e r a l Highway A d m in is tr a to r R. R. B a r te ls m e y e r s a i d .

G e o r g ia highw ay o f f i c i a l s a r e t o be commended f o r t h e i r e f f o r t s in p r e
s e r v i n g t h i s m a j e s t i c t r e e .

NOTE TO EDITORS: P h o to s o f t r e e a v a i l a b l e upon r e q u e s t . Phone
( 202) 426 0648.

59648
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IST R A T IO N
W ASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY A.M. FHWA 62 72
August 9, 1972 (202) 426 0648

The F ed era l Highway A d m in istra tion 's Bureau of M otor

C a rr ie r Safety has p rop osed changes in the M otor C a rr ie r Safety

Regulations coverin g the qualifications of d r iv ers o f com m erc ia l

interstate trucks and buses.

A m endm ents under con sideration would:

■* P rov id e for a graduated sca le o f p eriod s of d isqualification
fo r d r iv e rs who a re con victed of certa in seriou s crim in a l offen ses .

P erm it a d riv er who is con v icted o f a disqualifying offense
to apply fo r , and r e ce iv e , a hearing which can lead to m itigation or
reduction of the d isqualifica tion .

Expand the ca teg ories of physica l d isqu alifica tion fa ctors for
w hich a w aiver m ay be issued .

Under existing ru les , a d riv er who is con v icted o f a seriou s
crim in a l offense while driving is d isqualified from operating a com m erica l
m otor veh icle in interstate or fore ign co m m e rce for three years.
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Disqualification results from conviction or fo r fe itu re of bond or
co lla te ra l a fte r Decem ber 31, 1970, on any of the fo llow ing cr im ina l
offenses:

(1) A felony involving the use of a veh ic le by that d r iv e r ;

(2) a cr im e involving the manufacturing, knowing transportation,
knowing possession, sale, or habitual use of amphetamines, a narcotic
drug, a formulation of an amphetamine, or a der iva t ive of a narcotic drug

(3) operating a veh ic le while under the influence of alcohol, an 
amphetamine, a narcotic drug, a form ulation of an amphetamine, or
a der iva tive of a narcotix: drug; or

(4) leaving the scene of an accident i f the accident resulted in
personal injury or death.

"H o w e v e r , " said BMCS D irec to r Robert A. Kaye, "exper ience
has indicated that it may be in the public in terest to d ifferen tia te between
f i r s t and second time offenders and d r iv e rs who are repeated ly convicted
of serious cr im ina l misconduct while driv ing. "

Under the proposal, the th ree yea r period of d isqualification would
be rep laced by a graduated scale. A d r iv e r convicted of a disqualifying
offense fo r the f i r s t tim e would be disqualified for 90 days; the second
offense would impose a one year period of disqualification; and a third
offense would disqualify him fo r three years . As is now the case,
convictions for offenses committed be fore January 1, 1971, would not be 
considered in determ ining whether a d r iv e r is disqualified or for how long
the disqualification lasts.

Under the present regulations, there is no appeal from the th re e
year period of disqualification. Under the new BMCS proposal, a d r iv e r
who is convicted of an offense which would d isqualify him fo r a period of
one year or m ore would be a llowed to apply fo r a hearing which could
lead to reduction or m itigation of the d isqualification.

D r iv e r qualification rules which became e ffec t ive in January, 1971,
introduced a number of m ed ica l qualification c r ite r ia which requ ire case
by case determ ination of whether com m erc ia l truck and bus d r iv e rs are
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p h y s ic a l ly q u a lif ied to d r iv e . In stead of c a te g o r ic a l ly prec lu d in g d r iv e r s
a f f l ic te d with c e r ta in m e d ic a l conditions f r o m d riv in g , they p rov id e that
a d r iv e r who is so a f f l ic te d is d isq u a l i f ie d only i f h is condition r e n d e r s
h im lik e ly to be an u n sa fe d r iv e r .

The e x is t in g r u le s a l s o p ro v id e for the gran tin g of a w a iv er to a
d r iv e r who would o th erw ise be d isq u a l i f ie d fo r l o s s of an e x tre m ity or
d is a b i l i ty in u sin g it. " T h i s p ro c e d u re has w orked w ell, " s a id D ire c to r
K ay e , "an d the B u r e a u i s c o n s id e r in g extending the p r iv i le g e of applying
fo r a w a iv e r to d r iv e r s who a r e m e d ic a l ly d isq u a l i f ie d on other gro u n d s .
We do not p r o p o se to b road en the w a iv er p r o c e d u r e to app ly to a l l types
of m e d ic a l d i sq u a l i f ic a t io n s . T h ere a r e , in our view , so m e types of 
m e d ic a l conditions that should d isq u a l i fy a p e r s o n a f f l ic te d with them
r e g a r d l e s s of h is indiv idual c i r c u m s ta n c e s . F o r e x a m p le , a p e r s o n who
la c k s ad eq u ate b in o c u la r v is io n should not be p e rm it te d to o p e ra te a
c o m m e r c ia l m o to r v eh ic le . The s a m e is tru e in the c a s e of an indiv idual
who s u f f e r s f ro m a m e d ic a l ly d ia g n o se d c a s e of a lc o h o l i sm . "

The B u r e a u has se t O ctober 13, 1972, a s the deadline for re c e iv in g
d a ta , v iew s or a r g u m e n ts on the p r o p o s a l f r o m in te r e s te d p e r s o n s .
W ritten c o m m e n ts , in tr ip lica te , should be sen t to the B u r e a u of M otor
C a r r i e r Sa fe ty , F e d e r a l Highway A d m in is tr a t io n , D ep a rtm en t of T r a n s
p o rta t io n , 400 Seventh S tr e e t , S. W. , W ashington, D. C. 20590.
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* M t e s o *

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

The U.S. Department of Transportation's Federal Highway Adminis

tration (FHWA) today announced the issuance of a Notice of Proposed

Rulemaking to amend FHWA regulations relating to increases in tolls

on Interstate Highway bridges.

The new rules would implement legislative authority on bridge
tolls granted the FHWA by the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973. Two
major changes to the FHWA Bridge Toll Procedural Rules would be 
involved:

Proprietors of federally regulated toll bridges would be
required to give the Federal Highway Administrator 90 days
advance written notice of a proposed toll increase, setting forth
both the current rates and proposed increases.

Bridge proprietors would be required to place in escrow the
incremental revenues generated in any disputed rate increase, subject 
to procedures approved by the Federal Highway Administrator, until
the Administrator could make a determination as to the reasonableness and
justification for such increases.

The purpose of the first rule would be to allow the Federal
Highway Administrator an opportunity to investigate any proposed bridge
toll increase before it becomes effective.

The second rule would allow the Federal Highway Administrator to
safeguard monies derived from implemented toll increases so that,
should a disputed rate increase be rejected, such monies would be
returned to toll payers.

Inquiries and comments on the proposed regulations should be 
submitted to the Federal Highway Administration, Room 4226, Washington, 
D.C. 20590, Docket Number 75 6, Notice 1, on or before the close of
business October 31, 1975.

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY 
August 12, 1975

FHWA 74-75 
(202) 426-0677
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Comments should be submitted in triplicate and refer to the
docket and notice numbers (75 6, Notice 1). All written communications
received by October 31, 1975, will be considered before action is
taken on the proposal and will be available for examination in
the docket at the above address both before and after that date.
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION NEWS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

W ASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE SUNDAY FHWA 64 72
August 13, 1972 (202 426 0677)

The Department of Transportation's Federal Highway Admin
istration announced today that highway construction costs in the

second quarter of 1972 decreased 1.3 percent below the previous

quarter, to 133.7 percent of the 1967 average.

Trends in highway construction costs are measured by an index

of average contract prices compiled by the Administration from reports
of Federal-aid highway construction contracts awarded by State highway

departments.
The decrease of 1.3 percent follows a 1.5 percent increase

for the previous quarter. The composite price index for the second

quarter of 1972 is 0.3 percent above that for the second quarter of

1971.

(more)
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2
The quarterly price Index during the past 2 years and the percentage change

from the preceding quarter in each case have been as follows:

3rd quarter, 1970 .
4th quarter, 1970 .
1st quarter, 1971 .
2nd quarter, 1971 .
3rd quarter, 1971 .
4th quarter, 1971 .
1st quarter, 1972 .
2nd quarter, 1972 .

Price Percentage
Index Change
134.0 +10.4
130.2 2.8
124.1 4.7
133.4 + 7.5
135.5 + 1.6
133.5 1.5
135.5 + 1.5
133.7 1.3

The price levels of the component items of the index in the second quarter of
1972, the previous quarter, and the same quarter a year ago, and the corresponding
percentage changes, are shown in the following table.

Price Index
1967*100

Percentage change
this quarter from

Second First Second First Second
quarter

1972
quarter

1972
quarter

1971
quarter

1972
quarter

1971
Excavation ..............
Surfacing:

127.5 132.4 132.5 3.7 3.8

Portland cement concrete 146.2 137.2 126.9 + 6.6 +15.2
Bituminous concrete . . 140.0 132.0 133.3 + 6.1 + 5.0

Composite surfacing 143.2 134.7 130.0 + 6.4 +10.2
Structures:
Reinforcing steel . . . 134.8 141.3 137.5 4.6 1.9
Structural steel . . . . 125.7 145.0 148.6 13.3 15.4
Structural concrete . . 135.5 136.8 131.5 0.9 + 3.0

Composite structures . 132.5 140.0 137.6 5.4 3.7
Composite price index . . 133.7 135.5 133.4 1.3 + 0.3

The U.S. average contract unit prices for the index items during the first
and second quarters of 1972 are:

Unit 1st Qtr. 1972 2nd Qtr. 1972
Excavation Cu. Yd. $ .72 $ .69
PCC surface Sq. Yd. 6.07 6.47
Bit. cone. surf. Ton 8.53 9.05
Str. reinf. Lb. .185 .176
Str. steel Lb. .358 .310
Str. concrete Cu. Yd. 96.16 95.26
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

The Federal Highway Administration of the U.S. Department of

Transportation said today it has developed a handy reference table

(attached) for persons considering getting into carpooling and

saving money. The annual cost of driving alone a distance of 10 to

25 miles to work is $646 for operators of subcompact cars to

$1,868 for standard size cars.

"The automobile represents the single largest user of petroleum
products; consequently, it is a major factor in the energy problem.
Any solution to the energy situation as well as the problems of urban
congestion and air pollution, must include reduced use of the automobiles,
especially driver-only occupancy. Every driver should seriously consider
joining his company's "Double Up" carpool campaign or start a ride sharing
plan on his or her own," FHWA Administrator Norbert T. Tiemann said.

By sharing a car with one person, an employee can save up to 50 percent
in transportation costs. With five persons per car, employees save up
to 80 percent, an annual after-tax saving of $281 to $1,390, depending
on the size of the car, carpool, and distance traveled.

Additional employee benefits include: less driving, reliable trans­
portation, a guaranteed comfortable seat, the option of selecting riders,
acceptable door to door travel times, saved energy resources, reduced
air pollution, and reduced congestion in parking facilities and on
highways.

Carpools carry more than 20 million commuters each day, more than
twice as many as buses and fixed rail systems combined. Big American
corporations, such as the Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company,
Texas Instruments, Inc., Hallmark Cards, Aerospace Corporation,
Jantzen, Inc., Government Employees Insurance Co. (GEIC0), and the

W ASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE THURSDAY
August 14, 1975

FHWA 75 75
(202) 426-0677
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Boeing Company, have discovered that volunteer carpool programs 
increase auto occupancy between 10 and 35 percent. This kind of 
reduction in an entire urban area can dramatically reduce rush
hour congestion. During the height of the 1973-74 energy crisis,
Los Angeles reported a seven percent reduction in rush hour traffic 
from the preceding year, eliminating 40 percent of the city's
normal traffic delays.

Nationwide, 50 million automobiles used for commuting each
working day have had an average occupancy rate in the rush hour of 
1.4 persons. However, 75 percent of the automobiles involved in the
commuter working day carry only one person the driver.

Simply "doubling-up" in commuting automobiles (raising the occupancy
rate to 2.0 persons per car) would save more than 500,000 barrels of 
oil daily and remove 15 million cars from the road.

Raising the occupancy rate to 3.2 persons per car would save more
than one million barrels daily.

Carpooling is an immediately available way to improve transpor
tation productivity and reduce costs. Each two percent increase in
auto occupancy nationally at rush hour would save about $1 billion
annually in operating costs and capital expenditures. With about
eight percent of the country's work force now using buses and fixed 
rail to commute to work, each two percent increase in ride sharing 
is equivalent to a 20 percent increase in mass transit use.

# # #
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CARPOOL AND SAVE MONEY
SEE HOW MUCH CAR EXPENSE YOU CAN SAVE

•IN ONE YEAR BY CARPOOLING

HOME

TO

W ORK

IT E M

SUB CO M PA CT 1

(PINTO, DATSUN,
VEGA, VW, COLT)

CO M PACT

(NOVA, DART,
MAVERICK, PACER)

STANDARD
(MATADOR, CUTLASS,

LTD,CAPRICE)

CO ST OF DRIVING TO W O RK ALONE
GASOLINE AND OIL $128 $176 $23 4
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 97 109 130
PARKING 145 145 145

10 INSURANCE 166 176 189
DEPRECIATION 110 143 2 50

M ILES TOTAL $646 $749 $94 8
SAYING S PER PERSON IN A:

2 PERSON CARPOOL $281 $332 $ 4 2 7
3 PERSON CARPOOL 361 427 5 5 3
4 PERSON CARPOOL 402 4 74 617
5 PERSON CARPOOL 425 502 654

CO ST OF DR IV IN G TO W ORK ALONE
GASOLINE AND OIL $193 $264 $35 2
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 145 164 195
PARKING 145 145 145

15
INSURANCE 166 176 189
DEPRECIATION 166 215 374

M ILE S TOTAL $815 $96 4 $1.255
SAVING S PER PERSON IN A:

2 PERSON CARPOOL $366 $43 8 $581
3 PERSON CARPOOL 473 569 758
4 PERSON CARPOOL 528 635 847
5 PERSON CARPOOL 559 6 74 8 99

CO ST OF DRIVING TO W O RK ALONE
GASOLINE AND OIL $ 2 5 7 $ 3 5 2 $ 4 6 8
M AINTENANCE AND REPAIR 193 218 2 6 0
PARKING 145 145 145
INSURANCE 166 176 189

2 0
M U E S

DEPRECIATION 221 2 8 6 4 9 9
TOTAL $ 9 8 2 $1.177 $1.561

S A V IN G S P E R P E R S O N i n A :
2 PERSON CARPOOL $ 4 4 9 $ 5 4 5 $ 7 3 4
3 PERSON CARPOOL 5 8 5 712 9 6 3
4 PERSON CARPOOL 6 5 4 7 96 1,077
5 PERSON CARPOOL 6 9 3 8 4 5 1.145

CO ST OF DRIVING TO W ORK ALONE
GASOLINE AND OIL $321 $ 4 4 0 $ 5 8 5
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 241 2 7 3 3 2 5
PARKING 145 145 145

2 5 INSURANCE 166 176 189
DEPRECIATION 2 7 6 3 5 8 6 2 4

M IL E S TOTAL $1.149 $1 .392 $1.868
■ S A VIN G S PER PERSON IN A:

2 PERSON CARPOOL $ 5 3 3 $ 6 5 2 $ 8 8 7
3 PERSON CARPOOL 6 9 7 8 5 4 1,167
4 PERSON CARPOOL 778 9 5 5 1,307
5 PERSON CARPOOL 8 2 8 1.016 1 ,390

-
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION NEWS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

The U.S. Department of Transportation's Federal Highway Adminis

tration has issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking providing a

3-year period for compliance with minimum age and physical requirements 

for drivers of trucks carrying flammable and combustible liquids, in

certain intrastate operations.

Combustible liquids with a flash point between 100°F and 200°F

will be subject to the placarding requirements of the Federal Hazardous

Materials Regulations effective January 1, 1976, thus making the trans­

portation of combustible liquids also subject to the Federal Motor

Carrier Safety Regulations.

Presently, drivers transporting such liquids in tank trucks in
intrastate commerce for an interstate carrier are not subject to the
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulations.

Consequently, for the first time,drivers of commercial vehicles
transporting these combustible liquids must be qualified under the Federal
Motor Carrier Safety Regulations.

BMCS Director Robert A. Kaye said, "the purpose of this proposed
amendment is to afford those drivers who are under 21 years of age,
and were legally licensed to transport combustible liquids without 
adherence to the minimum age and physical requirements of the FMCSR,
to continue driving until they reach the age of 21. Also, those drivers
who are not able to meet the minimum physical requirement will have
3 years to seek employment in other activities."

Interested persons are invited to submit their views to the Director,
Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety, Federal Highway Administration,
U.S. Department of Transportation, Washington, D.C. 20590, in triplicate,
on or before the close of business September 1, 1975.

FOR RELEASE FRIDAY
August 15, 1975

FHWA 76 75
(202) 426-0677
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
W ASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE FRIDAY A.M. FHWA 60
August 18, 1972 (202) 426 0648

The Department of Transportation 's Federa l Highway-

Adm inistration today disclosed that during 1972 it expects to process

approxim ately 950 final environmental impact type statements relating

to highway construction.

"Th is is a far grea ter number than any other individual agency of
the Federal Governm ent," said Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe,
"and it indicates the commitment the Department of Transportation has 
made to meeting President Nixon's mandate to take every step possible
to protect the environment. "

Under Federa l law, each State highway department is required to
consider the social and economic effects of new highways and their impact
on the environment, along with considering a ll reasonable alternatives to
the proposed highway im provem ents, including no highway at a ll. A
statement assessing the environmental impact of each project is made
available for public rev iew and comment. A fte r final review by Assistant
Secretary for Environment and Urban Systems John E. Hirten it is
submitted by the Federa l Highway Adm inistration to the Presiden t's Council
on Environm ental Quality. In addition, the law also provides that the
Secretary of Transportation can approve a project which requ ires the use of

m ore- -
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p u b licly ow n ed land from a park, re crea tion a rea , w ild life and w ater
fow l refu ge, or h is tor ic site o f national, State or lo ca l s ign ifican ce
only when (a) there is no feasib le and prudent alternative and (b) if a ll
p oss ib le planning is done to m in im ize any p oss ib le harm .

"T h ese have been very effective p roced u res fo r protecting the
environm ent, " said S ecretary V olpe, "but in a re la tiv e ly m inor num ber
of in stan ces, lo ca l co n tro v e rs ie s over highway routings or design have
led to litigation . "

Since 1966, 84 law suits to halt con stru ction of F ed era l a id highway
p ro je c ts on so c ia l or environm ental grounds have been filed in courts
throughout the Nation, S ecreta ry Volpe said.

T w en ty fou r of the ca ses have been c lo se d , and 60 rem ain open
at the presen t tim e.

The C ourts have issu ed injunctions in 16 of the law su its, halting
con stru ction on highway p ro je c ts , while they have denied injunctions in 30
other ca se s .

U. S. D istr ict C ourts have d ism issed 35 suits, and ruled in favor
of the plaintiffs on seven o cca s io n s .

Of the ca ses d ism issed by D is tr ic t C ourts, 29 have been appealed
with the appellate courts upholding 12 of the d ecis ion s and rev ers in g seven .
Ten of the appeals a re still pending.

A cting F ed era l Highway A dm in istrator R. R. B arte lsm eyer said
that w here injunctions have been granted, highway con stru ction has been
substantially delayed in a num ber of instances, including Interstate System
p ro je c ts .

"H ow ever, as these figu res indicate, I think our re co r d ov era ll
has been quite good, " he said. "T he F edera l Highway A dm in istration is
tota lly com m ited to p reserv in g the environm ent. "

M r. B arte lsm eyer added that m ost State highway departm ents
re a lize that environm ental con sideration s are a lon g term issu e , and as
a resu lt "m ost States have p laced this m atter in its p rop er p ersp ective
and are w orking hard to im prove their position and involvem ent in it. "

# # # 59861
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION I NEWS

SrÄTK <*

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

The F ederal Highway A d m in is tra tio n s Bureau o f M otor C a rr ie r

S a fe ty , working in c o o p e r a t io n w ith the N ation a l C on feren ce o f S ta te

T ra n sp orta tion S p e c ia l i s t s , has developed a Recommended P rocedu re fo r

S a fe ty Lane Type P re T rip In s p e c t io n o f Commercial M otor V e h ic le s „

The New procedu re was developed as p a rt o f a con tin u in g c o o p e r a t iv e

F e d e ra l S ta te e f f o r t to improve the q u a lity c o n tr o l o f th is type o f

s a fe ty in s p e c t io n , and is intended to p ro v id e motor c a r r ie r s w ith a s a fe ,

s e q u e n t ia l, and tim e sa v in g in s p e c t io n p roced u re .

bMCS D ire c to r R obert A. Kaye s a id : We b e l ie v e th at com petent

p r e t r ip in s p e c t io n s need not be e x p en s iv e . With minimal p r a c t ic a l

in s e r v ic e t r a in in g , a p p re n t ice s , m ech an ics h e lp ers or o th er n o n s k il le d

em ployees can be taught to perform sy stem a tic in s p e c t io n s , fr e e in g s k i l l e d

m echanics to perform r e p a i r s .

C op ies o f a pamphlet d e s c r ib in g the p roced u re may be ob ta in ed from

the Bureau o f Motor C a rr ie r S a fe ty , F edera l Highway A d m in istra tion , D epart

ment o f T ra n sp o rta tio n , W ashington, D. C. 20590.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE SATURDAY A.M.
August 19, 1972

FHWA 56 72
(202 42 6 06 7 7 )
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y

I NEW S
A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE SUNDAY F H W A 65 72
A u gu s t 20 , 1972 (2 0 2 ) 4 2 6 0 6 4 8

What can a c ity do when many of its streets are badly

congested and many of its in tersections have high accident rates

and it doesn 't have the money or the know how to make the 

necessary im provem ents?

It can do what hundreds of c it ies la rge and sm all i n
a l l parts of the country have done: turn to the TOPICS program of
the Department of Transporta tion 's Federa l Highway Adm in istration .
Designed to help cities of 5, 000 population and up to em ploy tra ff ic
engineering techniques to make their streets sa fer and m ore effic ien t,
TO PIC S is an acronym for T ra f f ic Operations P ro g ra m to Increase
Capacity and Safety.

Financed out of the Federa l Highway Trust Fund, the p rogram
was established by Congress in the F ed e ra l A id Highway A c t of 1968
on a 50 50 matching basis with the States to enable the use of F ed e ra l
aid funds to im prove the tra ff ic flow on city stree t grids at re la t iv e ly
modest cost.

"T h is program , which can increase the capacity of city
streets by up to 25 percent, as w e ll as making them much sa fer ,
is proving exceptionally worthwhile, " said Secre ta ry of Transportation
John A . Volpe. " I t ' i s an e ffec t ive tool in carry ing out P res iden t
N ixon 's des ire to help our urban areas solve their transportation problem s.
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During the four years that TOPICS has been in ex isten ce , '
$279. 6 m illion in F ed era l funds has been obligated to finance p ro je cts
estim ated to cost $515.3 m illion . A pp rox im ately 1,440 construction
p ro je c ts have been authorized with TOPICS funds, with at least one in
every State, the D is tr ict o f Colum bia and P uerto R ico . Of this total,
approx im ately 275 p ro je c ts have so far been com pleted in 42 States and
the D istr ict of C olum bia.

O ver the fo u r y e a r span, the fis ca l obligations have in crea sed as
fo llow s: 1969, $500 ,000 ; 1970, $12.5 m illion ; 1971, $49.2 m illion ;
1972, $217. 4 m illion .

Im provem ents that can be financed under the TOPICS p rogram
include channelization , signalization , strip ing , signing, installation of
rev ers ib le lanes, con tro l system s, upgrading of highway lighting, turning
lanes at in tersection s , p rov is ion s fo r bus turnouts, con stru ction o f p e d e s
trian or highway grade separations at com p lex in tersection s , and
parking re s tr ic tio n s .

"As is evident, " said Acting Federal Highway Administrator
R. R. Bartelsmeyer, "the TOPICS program has been growing steadily
and rapidly as more and more cities have become aware of it, and are
making use of it. This is a program of modest financial scope that can
provide immediate and invaluable assistance to large and small cities
alike, and we urge all communities to take advantage of it. "

There is no lim it other than the F edera l funds available
on the num ber of TOPICS p ro je cts that can be underway nationwide
at any given tim e.

# # #

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
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TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y

I NEWS
A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE SUNDAY FHW A 63 72
August 20, 1972 (202) 426 0648

When Interstate Route 470 was being constructed as a bypass of

the Wheeling, W est V irg in ia , m etropolitan area, town offic ia ls of

the suburban v il la ge of Bethlehem, W est V irg in ia , w ere faced with

a serious re loca tion problem .

And the innovative way they solved it may become a method of
provid ing rep lacem ent housing for other communities where new public
works pro jec ts are being considered.

"T h is is m ost im portan t," said Secre ta ry of Transportation
John A. Volpe, "and in line with P res id en t N ixon 's po licy that sa tis factory
rep lacem ent housing be made ava ilab le before anyone has to move from
his home because of a highway or other public works project. "

The routing of 1 470 through Bethlehem requ ired the relocation of
approx im ate ly 90 households but there w ere few rep lacem ent houses or
housing sites ava ilab le within the v i l la ge lim its . This led to the d is
turbing poss ib il ity that the d isplaced fam ilies would have to re locate
outside of the v il lage .
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F o r a com m u n ity the s ize o f B eth leh em population 2 ,461
this cou ld re p re s e n t a s e r io u s e r o s io n of the tax b a se , and the c o s t
o f the co m m u n ity 's bonded indebtedness fo r w ater and se w e r s y s te m s
m ight have to be re d is tr ib u te d am ong the rem ain in g re s id e n ts .

The M a yor o f B eth leh em and other v i l la ge o f f i c ia ls went to w ork .
They d e te rm in e d that a lo c a l r e s id e n t , who owned 86 a c r e s o f u n deve loped
land in the v il la g e , w ould be w illing to s e l l it fo r d eve lop m en t of a
housing su bd iv is ion under two con d it ion s : the lots had to be so ld at c o s t ,
and the f i r s t c h o ic e fo r the sites w ould go to fa m il ie s d isp la ce d by the
highway p r o je c t .

Next, the v il la ge o f f i c ia ls re a ch e d an a g re e m e n t with a nationa lly
known h ou sem ov in g f ir m , to d eve lop the new su b d iv is ion w h ich was
nam ed W ildw ood A c r e s . The h ou sem ov in g f ir m was given e x c lu s iv e
rights to m ove dw ellings f r o m the highway r ig h t o f w a y into W ild w ood
A c r e s .

The m ov in g f i r m p ro v id e d c o s t es t im a te s fo r p r o p e r t y ow n ers
who w e re being d isp la ce d by the new highway, and those d e s ir in g to
have their hom es m o v e d to W ildw ood A c r e s w e re g iven a c h o ice : they
cou ld co n tra c t s im p ly fo r m oving their h om es to a new foundation and
lo t in the su bd iv is ion , or they cou ld co n tr a c t fo r a c o m p le te "tu rn k ey "
m o v e , in w hich the p r o p e r ty would be put in c o m p le te r e a d in e ss for
o ccu p a n cy .

The M a y o r o f B eth leh em d is c lo s e d that o f the 64 dw ellin gs m o v e d
f r o m the highway r ig h t o f w a y , 47 w e re r e e s ta b l is h e d in the new
W ild w ood A c r e s , 13 w e re m o v e d to other re s id e n t ia l su b d iv is ion a r e a s
inside the v i l la g e , and only four d w ellin gs w e r e m o v e d to new lo ca t io n s
outside of B eth leh em . N ineteen o f the houses m o v e d by the m ov in g f i r m
to W ildw ood A c r e s w e r e m o v e d fo r sp ecu la tiv e p u r p o s e s , and in addition ,
four new houses have been built th ere .

In addition to insuring that m o st o f the re s id e n ts a f fe c te d by the
highway co n s tru c t io n w ould continue to live th e re , the v il la ge r e c e iv e d
a bonus f r o m the d eve lop m en t o f the new su bd iv is ion . The d e v e lo p e r
donated 46 a c r e s o f the tr a c t , unsuitable fo r use as build ing lo ts , to
the v il la ge fo r r e c r e a t io n a l u se , and v il la ge o f f i c ia ls s u c c e s s fu l ly
negotia ted with the highway c o n tr a c to r to p la ce one m il l io n ya rd s of
exca v a t ion to im p ro v e the p h y s ica l c h a r a c t e r is t i c s o f the site . An
ap p lica t ion fo r a loan has been p r o c e s s e d with the U. S. B ureau of
O utdoor R e c r e a t io n to obtain additional funds with w hich to furth er d eve lop
the r e c r e a t io n a rea .
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The W est V irg in ia D epartm ent o f Highways co o p e ra te d and
fo s t e r e d the o v e r a l l venture by delaying c le a r a n c e and con stru ct ion
a c t iv it ie s in o r d e r to fa c il ita te the r e lo c a t io n of the dw ellin gs .

"N o one lik es to m ove b e ca u s e of a highway or any other public
w o rk s p r o je c t , " co m m e n te d A ctin g F e d e ra l Highway A d m in is tra to r
R . R. B a r t e l s m e y e r , "but unfortunately this is s o m e t im e s n e c e s s a r y
fo r the g r e a te r good of a ll . When it is n e c e s s a r y , the F e d e ra l Highway
A d m in is tra t io n has as its o b je c t iv e the m o s t co n s id e ra te and humane
trea tm en t p o s s ib le fo r those who m ust m o v e . One of the m o st co m p e ll in g
needs is the a v a ila b i l i ty of c o m p a ra b le d ecent, safe and san itary (DSS) 
re p la c e m e n t housing. What was a c c o m p l is h e d in B eth lehem , W est Virginia,
w as indeed an innovative a p p ro a ch in p rov id in g r e p la ce m e n t housing
one w hich hop e fu lly w il l be o f substantia l benefit not on ly to those
d ir e c t ly a f fe c te d , but to the en tire highway co n s tru ct io n industry as
w e ll . "

# # #
59879

N O TE TO EDITORS: Photos a v a ila b le upon requ est . Phone (202)
4 2 6 0 644 .
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY

| NEWS
ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE MONDAY A.M. FHWA 66 72
August 21, 1972 (202) 426 0677

Entries are being received for the fifth annual contest sponsored

by the U.S. Department of Transportation to give public recognition to

actions taken to preserve or improve the highway environment. The dead

line for entries is September 30, 1972.

"The building of attractive highways that harmonize with the environ
ment is consistent with the emphasis President Nixon is placing on improving
the quality of American life," Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe said.

The competition, open to local government agencies, civic organiza
tions, and business enterprises, offers awards for excellence in 10 different
categories. In addition to the first prize winner in each classification,
second and third place awards will be presented. Winners will be selected
by a panel of outstanding environmental experts to be appointed by Secretary
Volpe.

Administered by the Department of Transportation's Federal Highway
Administration, the contest each year attracts entries from all sections
of the United States. Acting Federal Highway Administrator R.R. Bartelsmeyer
said submissions in the annual competition demonstrate that highways and
their environment can be made compatible so that highways not only protect
but enhance the areas through which they pass.

A modern highway must be aesthetically pleasing as well as utilitar
ian and functional," said Mr. Bartelsmeyer. "Extra effort and additional
program!" lnV°1Ved but these efforts and costs now are routine in the highway

more

- -

- -

— — 
-

­

­

­

-



  

  

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

       

      

      

     
    

      
      

   

     
     

     

    
        

     
    

        
 

       

     
 

    

         
          
     
     

  

  
   

 

  
 

 

    

2

Subject I

Subject II

Subject III

Subject IV

Subject V

Subject VI

Subject VII

Subject VIII 

Subject IX

Subject X

The list of categories open to contestants follows:

Outstanding section of highway in its rural environment

Outstanding section of highway in its urban environment

Outstanding bridge, overpass, tunnel approach, interchange
structures, or other highway structural feature

Outstanding safety rest areas with sanitary and other
facilities of benefit to highway users, and may include
information centers or sign plazas

Outstanding example of highway-oriented private enter
prises which preserve or enhance the environment, such
as hotels, motels and offices or industrial buildings

Outstanding example of multiple use of highway right-of- 
way in urban or rural areas (parks, schools, parking lots,
recreation and camping facilities, and parks or buildings 
under or over highways, etc.)

Outstanding example of the preservation of wildlife or
natural areas

Outstanding example of the preservation of historic sites

Outstanding example of landscape treatment along roadsides 
and interchanges

Outstanding example of motorist service station

Contestants must submit colored photographs 8 x 10 inches or larger
which must be accompanied by a descriptive text. Detailed information on
entry requirements may be obtained from the Office of Environmental Policy,
Scenic Enhancement Division, Federal Highway Administration, U.S. Department
of Transportation, Washington, D.C. 20590.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

Washington, D.C. 20590

Official Business

POSTAGE AND FEES PAID
FEDERAL HIGHWAY

ADMINISTRATION
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y

I NEWS
A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE THURSDAY A.M. FHWA 61 72
August 24, 1972 (202) 426 0648

M ore than 500 lives would be saved annually and nearly

4, 000 motor veh ic le tra in collisions prevented if at least 3, 000

railroad highway grade crossing protection installations w ere made

annually fo r the next 10 years. This would be nearly three times the

current rate of installation, and the cost would be about $75 m illion

a year.

This is one of the conclusions in the second part of a landmark
report on railroad highway grade crossing safety submitted to Congress
today by the Department of Transportation. The firs t part which
identified the problem w en t to Congress last Novem ber.

"Th is report dram atically demonstrates the need for substantially
increasing the number of railroad highway grade cross ing protection
installations during the next decade", said Secretary of Transportation
John A. Volpe, "while at the same time continuing with present on going
program s for elim inating grade crossings by building grade separation
structures and relocating and consolidating railroads and highways,
particu larly under the Federa l a id highway program .

m ore
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"Such action would be con sisten t with P residen t N ixon 's
determ ination to make a ll form s of transportation substantially
sa fer fo r the u ser . "

P ro tectiv e installations recom m en ded in the rep ort are flashing
red light signals and autom atic gates, which a re operated e le ctro n ica lly
by the ra ilroa d signal system .

In transm itting the rep ort, S ecre ta ry V olpe said, "Safety at r a ilr o a d
highway grade cro s s in g s has long been a m atter o f public con cern . The
high severity of grade cro ss in g accid en ts m akes it a c r it ic a l safety issu e .
A m ong all transportation a cc id en ts , those at grade cro ss in g s rate second
in sev erity only to aviation a ccid en ts . The ratio of p erson s k illed in grade
cro ss in g a ccid en ts to the num ber of grade cro ss in g accidents is over 40
tim es the s im ila r ratio fo r a ll m otor veh icle accid en ts . "

"A s a resu lt o f our an a lysis , we have concluded that the suggested
lev e l o f funds concentrated on grade cro s s in g p rotection and com plem ented
by existing p rogra m s for elim inating cro s s in g s at c r it ic a l loca tion s o ff,
as w ell as on, the F ed era l a id highway sy stem s, would constitute a 
m ileston e in the attack on the safety p rob lem at grade cro s s in g s . "

The rep ort is the produ ct of n early two yea rs of intensive study
ca rr ie d out jo in tly by the staffs o f the F ed era l Highway and R ailroad
A dm in istration s, with a ssis ta n ce fro m the National Highway T ra ffic Safety
A dm in istration , the A m erica n A ssoc ia tion of State Highway O ffic ia ls ,
the A ssocia tion o f A m erica n R a ilroa d s , the A m erica n Short Line R ailroad
A ssoc ia tion , and all o f the State highway departm ents.

The rep ort indicates that the N ation 's 223, 000 public ra ilroad h igh w ay
grade cro ss in g s are the site of 12, 000 v e h ic le tra in co llis io n s annually,
resu lting in about 1, 500 deaths and 7, 000 in ju ries .

It further em ph asizes that since 60 p ercen t o f the v e h ic le tra in
co llis io n s now occu r at cro s s in g s not loca ted on the F ed era l a id highway
sy stem s, a sign ificant reduction in grade cro ss in g accidents w ill requ ire
attention to those cro ss in g s off the F ed era l a id sy stem s, and active
coop era tion o f State and lo ca l authorities.

In addition to dealing exten sively with the public grade cro ss in g
p rob lem , the rep ort gives attention s p e c ifica lly to private grade cro s s in g s ,
to the sp ecia l p rob lem s of grade cro ss in g s along h igh speed ra il c o r r id o r s ,
and to the p rob lem s crea ted by ra ilroa d s in urban a re a s , including those
at grade cro s s in g s and those of pedestrian safety. It a lso cites a sp ecia l
study now being conducted on the nationwide need for ra ilroa d re loca tion
in urban a rea s .
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fe DEPARTMENT OF
f TRANSPORTATION I NEWS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE THURSDAY A.M.
August 24, 1972

FHWA 67-72 
(202-426-0677)

Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe announced today that $1.802

billion in Federal and State funds were obligated through June 30, 1972,

for development highways and local access roads in the 13 State Appalachia

Region. The Federal share was $983 million.

As of the end of June, 1,484 miles of highways and access roads were
completed or under construction, an increase of 74 miles since the March 31,
1972 quarterly report. Of the total, 791 miles were completed and 693 miles
were under construction. Engineering and right of way acquisition were
underway on 626 miles. Design had been approved or hearings held on 
68 miles.

The Appalachian Development Highway System was authorized by Congress
in 1965 as part of the Appalachian Regional Development Act.

As shown in table 1, a total of 675 miles or 26 percent of the 2,581
miles of highways being considered for construction were improved and 
serving traffic. Of this, 494 miles were completed to Appalachian standards,
while 181 miles were improved under stage construction. An additional 17
miles were completed but not yet open to traffic for a total of 692 miles
completed and/or open to traffic. At the end of June a total of 557 miles
were in construction status with contracts underway on 457 miles. Preliminary
engineering and right of way acquisitions were underway or completed on 535
miles. Designs had been approved for 48 miles and the design hearing stage 
completed on an additional 20 miles. Centerline location had been approved
on 311 miles, the location hearing stage completed for an additional 96 miles,
and route location studies and preparations for location hearings were under
way for 449 miles. Work had not yet been started on the remaining 54 miles.

Table 2 shows that of the 587 miles of local access roads approved as
of June 30, 310 miles were improved and serving traffic, including 280
completed and 30 miles under stage construction. There were 136 miles in 
construction status with active contracts on 111 miles. Preliminary engineering
studies and right of way acquisitions were underway or completed for 91 miles.
Centerline locations were approved or hearings held for 27 miles and location
studies underway or completed on 37 miles. No work has started on 16 miles.

(more)

- -

- -

- -

— 

-

­



    
       

      
         

              
              

          
      

       
  

         
       

          
       

         
        

      
        

      
        

        
      

        
    

2

The Appalachian Regional Development Act and subsequent amendments 
including the 1971 Act amendment now authorizes a total of $2,090 billion 
for the construction of 2,700 miles of development highways and 1,600 miles 
of local access roads. This provides for yearly authorizations of $175
million for each of the fiscal years of 1971 and 1972; $180 million for each
of the fiscal years of 1973 and 1974; $185 million for each of the fiscal
years 1975 through 1977; and $180 million for fiscal year 1978. Partici
pating States include Alabama, Georgia, Kentucky, Maryland, Mississippi,
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Virginia, and West Virginia.

This work is being done by the Appalachian States through the
Appalachian Regional Commission and in cooperation with the Federal Highway 
Administration. The Commission consists of Governors of the 13 States and
a Federal Cochairman appointed by the President. Its primary purpose is to
conduct a coordinated attack on the region's most severe economic problems,
one of which has long been transportation. The Appalachian development
highway system has been designed to furnish improved access throughout 
Appalachia to open it up more fully to trade and commerce.

The traditional partnership arrangement between the Federal Highway 
Administration and the State highway departments, under which all Federal-
aid highway programs are carried out, is also employed in the Appalachian 
highway program. The highways are designed in accordance with standards
developed by the various States through the American Association of State
Highway Officials, and approved by the Federal Highway Administration.

­



  APPALACHIAN FUNDS OBLIGATED

DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAYS LOCAL ACCESS ROADS TOTAL
STATE

TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL
COST FUNDS COST FUNDS COST FUNDS

Alabama $21,484,789 $114,275,605 $21,l481{,789 $114,275,605
Georgia $37,^76,562 $20,170,321 3,785,487 1,710,835 141,262,0149 21,881,156
Kentucky 272,198,3^7 169,285,289 2,871,239 1,8114,302 275,069,586 171,099,591

Maryland 9k,0hk,29h 148,902,386 1,981,921 1,1514,985 96,026,215 50,057,371
Mississippi 9,674,511 6,0314,171 9,6714,5>1 6,0314,171
New York 269,756,603 118,028,266 987,017 573,1408 270,7143,620 118,601,6714

North Carolina 101,159,213 54,090,881 2,573,810 1,1438,200 103,733,023 55,529,081
Ohio 96,837,322 53,575,760 5,699,967 2,186,0142 102,537,289 55,761,802
Pennsylvania 215,325,237 105,470,697 12,133,767 5,819,7114 227,1459,0014 111,290,1411

South Carolina 12,638,344 8,826,818 12,638,31414 8,826,818
Tennessee 105,923,897 65,921,100 6,874,828 14,812,378 112,798,725 70,733,1478
Virginia 85,377,838 50,352,384 4,313,522 2,710,000 89,691,360 53,062,3814

West Virginia ^32,637,258 241,630,278 6,068,374 14,016,2145 1438,705,632 2145,6146,523

Total 1,710,736,571 927,427,362 91,087,576 55,372,703 I,801,82l4,ll47 982,800,065
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OP TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

APPALACHIAN HIGHWAY PROGRAM
IMPROVEMENT STATUS OP APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM MILEAGE

AS OF JUNE 30, 1972

STATE

IMPROVED
TO APPALACHIAN

STANDARDS

UNDER CONSTRUCTION
PS & E PREPARATION AND/OR ROW

AOOIITSTTTOW TTNT1TERWAY
FINAL

CONSTHUC-
TION

UNDERWAY

STAGE CONSTRUCTION 1/
NO CONTRACT
UNDERWAY

CONTRACT
UNDERWAY

OR COMPIETED

OPEN TO 
TRAFFIC

NOT
OPEN TO
TRAFFIC

CON
CURRENT
PS & E

AND ROW

ROW
ACQUI
SITION
ONLY

PREPARA
TION

OF PS & E
ONLY

DESIGN
APPROVED

DESIGN
HEARING

AFFORDED
OR HELD

SERVING
TRAFFIC

NOT
SERVING
TRAFFIC

SERVING
TRAFFIC

NOT
SERVING
TRAFFIC

Alabama
Georgia ll*.2 . 9.8 5-2 _ 2O.3Kentucky 87.5 1.2 61.8 26.1* 6.1* 6.7 68.5 30.1* 18.1 1.7 2.3
Maryland . « 15.7 _ 25.7 ll*.2Mississippi
New York 76.1* 19 5 8.7 21.6 33.1 36.6

North Carolina 51.3 20.5 l*.3 _ . IO.3 I9.OOhio 63-3 28.2 . . 11.3 _ 65.O 0.5Pennsylvania 3/ 72.9 5.3 33.8 1*2.5 12.8 1*5.2 12.2
South Carolina .
Tennessee 31*.5 5.0 1*5.0 22.2 29.6 2l*.6Virginia 83.9 17.7 18.7 12.1 17 .1

West Virginia 10.1* 10.7 106.3 61.1 56.1 5.2
Total 1*91+.1* 17.2 292.8 91.1* 8.7 89.7 7l*.1 298.2 1*2.5 19** «5 1*7.1* 19*7

Percent to
Total Under 19 1 11 l* 3 3 12 2 7Consideration

DESIGNATED MILEAGE

LOCATION
APPROVED

LOCATION
HEARING
AFFORDED
OR HELD

ROUTE
LOCATION
STUDIES
UNDERWAY

ROUTE
LOCATION
WORK NOT
STARTED

PARTICI
PATING
MILEAGE

2/

TOTAL
APPALACHIAN
DEVELOPMENT
MILEAGE

36.2

1.7
1*8.1
6.3

81*.l*

27.6
1.0

35 7

11.6

13.6

0.3
l l* .0

7.9
22 . 1*

26.5

26.8

26.0

10.9

30.1
22.7

126.5

102.2
3.1

100.8

1.3

11.0

11*76

27.5

85.7
1*20.5

81.6

222.1

19l*.6
197.6
l*6i*.2

326.1
176.0

1*12.£

96.3 1*1*9.1 51*.l* 2,581.2

88.0
585.2

81*.6

251*.3

196.1*
292.lt
508.0

336.6
200.9

1*22.7

2,969.1

17

1/ Stage construction provides for construction which may provide substantial improvement in traffic service, but where construction tounderway.
2/ From which not to exceed 2,700 miles is to be designated for construction under the Appalachian program.
3/ Data based on March 31 reports and 1972 Appalachian! Development Highway Cost Estimate.

provide for final completion to full standards is not yet
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

APPALACHIAN HIGHWAY PROGRAM
IMPROVEMENT STATUS OF LOCAL ACCESS ROAD MILEAGE

AS OF JUNE 30, 1972

TABLE 2

WORK UNDERWAY

IMPROVED TO ROUTE ROUTE
APPALACHIAN UNDER CONSTRUCTION 1/ ENGI STUDIES LOCA TOTALSTATE STANDARDS NEER DESIGN LOCATION UNDER TOTAL TIONS

UNDER
CON

MILEAGEAND OPEN
TO TRAFFIC SERVING TOTAL

ING
AND APPROVED APPROVED WAY

OR
UNDER
WAY

NOT
STARTEDTRAFFIC TRACT ROW COM

PLETED

Alabama 115.7 8.5 11.8 20.3 27.8 2/ 5 8 18.2 72.1 187.8
Georgia 2.0 9 7 9 7 7.0 16.7 18.7
Kentucky 2.1 3.1 3.1 0.1 1.5 1».7 6.8

Maryland 3.3 « 0.5 0.5 1.3 • • 1.8 • 5.1
Mississippi 38.8 38.2 38.2 38.2 77.0
New York 1 9 1».0 i » . o 0.1» 6.3
North Carolina 8.2 0.6 0.6 5.6 • 1+.5 10.7 4 I8.9
Ohio 21».7 2.9 2.9 5-b k .9 13.2 37.9
Pennsylvania 3/ 13.1 12.7 12.7 15.6 17.8 l»6.1 15.7 71»-9
South Carolina 31.9 5 3 16.1» 1 6 A 19.9 36.3

\
68.2

Tennessee 13.2 16.1 5.^ 21.5 9.7 2.1» 33 6 1*6.8
Virginia 9.6 7.6 7.6 7.6 17.2

West Virginia 15.2 2.2 2.2 1.1». 2.9 6.5 21.7
Total 279 7 29.9 1 1 1 . 1 135.7 90.8 27.5 37.5 291.5 16 .1 587.3

Percent to Total
Under Consideration i*8 (5) (19) 23 15 5 6 1»9 3 100

1/ The under construction category includes stage construction where sections may be improved for traffic service, but
where the final contract to achieve full standards is not yet underway. Therefore entries in the total column are not
necessarily equal to the sum of entries in the other two columns.

2/ Location hearings have been afforded or held on 2.3 miles.
3/ Data based on March 31 reports. Second quarter reports not available due to flood damage emergency.
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION I NEW S

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE FRIDAY. A.M. 
August 25, 1972

FHWA 68-72
(202 426 0677)

Francis E. Dunmore, a s ix year career c i v i l servant, is the newly

appointed Chief o f the Internal Equal Employment Opportunity D ivision o f

the Federal Highway Adm inistration ’ s O ffic e o f C iv i l Rights.

As such, his primary re sp o n s ib ilit ie s are to develop, manage, d irect
and evaluate the in ternal EEO programs within the Federal Highway Adminis
tra tion and a l l o f it s regions.

P rior to his appointment, Mr. Dunmore served as a Senior C iv il
Rights S p ec ia lis t with the Federal Aviation Adm inistration ’ s National
F a c i l i t ie s Experimental Center at Pomona, N.J.

Frank Dunmore brings with him an impressive record o f achievements
from 21 1/2 years o f continuous active duty in the U.S. Army.

A native o f P ittsburgh, Pa., where he received his ea rly academic
tra in in g , he served with the Army in combat in the A s ia t ic P a c ific Campaign,
p a rtic ipa tin g in the invasion o f Okinawa. During his 10 years as an en listed
man his duty assignments were in Korea, Japan, Vietnam and Europe, during
which time he attained the grade o f Sergeant F irs t Class.

Mr. Dunmore was recommended fo r the Engineer O ff ic e r ’ s Candidate
School in Fort B e lvo ir, V a ., from which he graduated in March, 1954, as
a Second Lieutenant, Corp o f Army Engineers. He re t ired from the Army
on November 1, 1965, with the rank o f Major. During his m ilita ry career,
Major Dunmore attended the U n iversity o f Maryland (Europe), Monterey
Peninsula C ollege, C a lifo rn ia , and Trenton State College.

Follow ing his m ilita ry serv ice , Mr. Dunmore was employed by the
New Jersey State Highway Department as a righ t of w ay in vestiga tor. In
September, 1966, he accepted the position of ’’Contingency Plans O ffic e r ”

(more)
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in the O ffic e o f the Assistant Chief o f S ta ff , G3, Headquarters U.S. Army
Training Center, Fort Dix, N.J.

At the time when emphasis was being placed on equal employment oppor
tun ity and programs were being designed to expand jobs fo r m inorities at
every le v e l o f business, government and industry, Mr. Dunmore was appointed
an Equal Employment Opportunity O ffic e r fo r Headquarters, U.S. Army Training
Center, In fan try , Fort Dix, N.J. In November, 1969, he transferred from
the Department of the Army to the Department o f Transportation 's Federal
Aviation Administration to accept the position o f C iv il Rights S pec ia lis t
at NAFEC, where he remained u n til his present appointment.

Mr. Dunmore was an arch itec t for the Equal Employment Opportunity
Counselor’ s Course and EEO Trainer Course fo r the U.S. C iv il Service
Commission’ s New York Region Train ing Center and for the Management and
Training In s titu te in New York City.

Mr. Dunmore served on the New Jersey Lutheran Synod Presiden t's
Task Force on Justice and Social change in 1968-1969, and he is active
in c iv ic and c i v i l r igh ts community programs.

Mr. Dunmore is married to the former Eleanor K iese l. They reside
in Absecon, N .J ., and have one 17 year old daughter, Jonie.

# tt #
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TRANSPORTATION I NEW S
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

Swim said the mama fish, swim if you can and they swam and

they swam right over the dam,” went the lyrics of a popular novelty song

of the late 30's.

In the early 70's engineers for the Department of Transportation’s
Federal Highway Administration are not particularly concerned with fish
swimming over dams but they are acutely concerned with their ability 
to swim through highway culverts.

More specifically, FHWA engineers wanted to know the effect of
culvert design and gradient on successful passage for migrating and
indigenous fish species. Accordingly, they contracted for a special study
of the problem by Thomas J. McClellan, Professor of Civil Engineering at
Oregon State University, assisted by Gene Fiala, an FHWA regional hydraulics 
engineer, and the fishery biologists of the Oregon State Game Commission.

Study was made of 62 culverts that had some special consideration
given to fish passage at the time they were designed and constructed. It
was found that the large majority of designs are effectively performing the
function of permitting fish movement.

This illustrates President Nixon’s firm commitment to conservation 
and environmental protection and the systematic approach the Federal Highway 
Administration takes toward these goals,” said Acting Federal Highway Admin
istrator R. R. Bartelsmeyer. "This is a significant study which should be of
great interest to those who may be particularly concerned about this kind of
problem.”

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY P.M.
August 29, 1972

FHWA 69 72
(202) 426 0677
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State a g en c ies may ob ta in f r e e co p ie s o f the study from FHWA s
Region 10 O f f i c e , 412 Mohawk B u ild in g , 222 South M orrison S t r e e t ,
P o rt la n d , Oregon 97204. Others may purchase c o p ie s at $3 each from
the U.S. Department o f Commerce, N ational T ech n ica l In form ation S e r v ic e ,
5285 Port Royal Road, S p r in g f i e ld , Va. 22151.
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION

D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE SATURDAY
S e p te m b e r 2 , 1 9 7 2

FHWA 71 72
(202) 4 2 6 0 648

A co m p le te r e v is io n of the re q u ire m e n ts of the M otor C a r r ie r

Safety R egu lations co n ce rn in g the r e c o r d in g and re p o rt in g o f a cc id e n ts

has been is su e d by the F e d e ra l Highway A d m in is t ra t io n 's Bureau of

M o to r C a r r ie r Safety.

The r e v is e d re q u ire m e n ts p rov id e :

1. P r iv a te c a r r i e r s o f p r o p e r ty now m ust file
a cc id e n t r e p o r t s .

2. A h igher am ount o f p r o p e r ty dam age as the
c r i t e r io n fo r a re p o r ta b le a cc id e n t w hich d oes
not re su lt in death or p e rso n a l in ju ry , by in cre a s in g
the m in im u m fr o m $250 to $2, 000.

3. A m o r e c o m p r e h e n s iv e defin ition o f the te r m
" r e p o r t a b le a c c id e n t ."

4. A m o r e d eta iled s p e c i f ic a t io n o f the data w hich m ust
be im m e d ia te ly re p o r te d by te lephone when a fatal
a cc id e n t o c c u r s .

5. D eletion of the re q u ire m e n t fo r annual a cc id e n t r e p o rts
by p rivate c a r r i e r s tran sp ort in g hazardous m a te r ia ls .

m o r e
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6. A thorough rev is ion of the Bureau of M otor
C a rr ie r S afety 's a ccid en t reporting fo rm s .

BMCS D irecto r R obert A . Kaye em phasized that "the data gathered
by the Bureau under the ru les in P art 394 of the M otor C a rr ie r Safety
Regulations is the p rim e sou rce o f usable in form ation ; there is no other
sou rce o f data availab le . C onsequently, this rev is ion is a p articu larly
significant step which is intended to m ake a vital contribution tow ard
achieving the B ureau 's ov era ll o b je c t iv e s ."

One of the m ajor changes is that for the fir s t tim e private m otor
c a r r ie r s of p rop erty a re requ ired to file accid en t rep orts . In this
connection , D irector Kaye said that, "T o continue the exem ption of
private c a r r ie r s , who are co lle c t iv e ly the la rg est ca tegory of c a r r ie r s
under the B ureau 's ju r isd iction , would risk seriou s d istortion of the B ureau 's
data base and would render the Bureau unable to d isce rn a ccid en t trends
in the private ca rr ia g e se cto r o f the industry subject to its ju r isd ica tion . "

The acciden t rep ort form s are being rev ised to facilita te the storage
of in form ation in autom atic data p ro ce ss in g system s, elim inating the need
fo r manual scanning and coding of the contents of the rep orts . "T h is
step, " Kaye said, "cou p led with a rev is ion of the cr ite r ia for determ ining
whether an accid en t is rep ortab le , m akes it p ra ctica b le fo r the Bureau now
to requ ire acciden t rep orts from private c a r r ie r s as w ell as com m on and
con tract c a r r ie r s . " H ow ever, the rule p rov ides an exem ption fro m the
reporting requ irem en ts fo r fa rm ers who operate m otor veh icles on trips
betw een fa rm and m arket.
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NEWS
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE MONDAY FHWA 70 72
September 4, 1972 (202) 426 0677

A total of 2,752 Federal-aid highway and bridge construction contracts

was awarded by the State highway departments during the first 6 months of

1972, involving a total cost of approximately $2.5 billion, the U.S.

Department of Transportation's Federal Highway Administration announced

today.

These figures indicate increases of 27 percent in the number of

contracts and 27 percent in the total dollar amount of contracts, as

compared with the same period for 1971.

The contracts awarded in the first half of 1972 averaged about

$926,100, with the median size about $226,000. They varied from less than

$25,000 to just over $34 million, with a good distribution throughout the

entire range.

Nineteen percent of the contracts awarded were for amounts less than
$50,000 and 32 percent were below $100,000. Contracts for amounts less
than $500,000 comprised 68 percent of contracts awarded and 11 percent of
the total dollar amount.

In the Federal-aid program the States select and design the projects 
to be built, award the contracts, and supervise the construction, subject
to Federal Highway Administration review, approval, and control. The
Federal share of the project costs is 90 percent on the Interstate System 
and 50 percent on the Federal-aid primary and secondary systems. The
funds for the Federal-aid program come from user taxes levied on the
highway users.

o v̂ 2

(more)
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Summary by Size of Contract

First Half 1972

All Federal aid Highway Construction Contracts

Contract
Size Group
(Dollars)

Total
Number of
Contracts

Percentage
of Total

Contracts

Total Amount
of Low Bids
(Dollars)

Percentage
of Total
Value

$0 49,999 536 19.48 13,785,200 0.54

w © o 0 1 39,999 356 12.94 26,642,100 1.05

100,000 249,999 576 20.93 93,792,200 3.68

250,000 499,999 413 15.01 147,424,100 5.78

500,000 999,999 324 11.77 230,467,400 9.04

1 , 000,000 2,999,999 329 11.95 571,562,000 22.43

3 , 000,000 4,999,999 105 3.81 407,238,000 15.98

5,000,000 and over 113 4.11 1.057,611,800 41.50
Totals 2,752 100.00 2,548,522,800 100.00
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NEWS
F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

Dozing at the wheel is by far the m ost frequent cause of interstate

truck and bus accidents w here the physica l condition of the d r iv er is

involved , a ccord in g to the F edera l Highway A dm in istration 's Bureau

of M otor C a rr ie r Safety.

This con clu sion was reached in a BMCS study of 400 accidents
involving 395 tr a c to r tr a ile r s and five buses w here the physica l
condition o f the d riv er was a causative fa ctor.

O f the 400 d riv ers involved, 303 or 76 p ercen t fe ll a s leep
at the w heel, resulting in 10 fata lities , 139 in ju ries , and $2, 060, 342
p rop erty dam age. Two hundred and forty of the dozing d river accidents
o ccu rre d in the a. m. hours; the sam e num ber o ccu rre d in c le a r , dry
w eather, and 58 happened in w e t or cloudy w eather, or snow. Two
hundred and tw enty eight of the accidents w ere on straight roadw ays.

Use of a lcoh ol was the second la rg est cause of accid en ts. F o rty
five d r iv ers or 11 percen t had been drinking, resulting in one
fatality, 22 in ju ries , and $203,900 p roperty dam age. Twenty nine of
the accidents o ccu rre d in the p. m. hours, and 20 of them after 5 p. m.

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY A.M,
September 6, 1972

FHWA 72 72
(202) 426 0648
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O ther p h y s ica l cond it ions found in the study w e re heart d is e a s e ,
drug u sage , and b lack outs .

BMCS D ir e c t o r R o b e r t A . Kaye said: " T h e s e s ta tis t ics help
to point up ce r ta in p r o b le m a r e a s en cou n tered by the Nixon A d m in
is tra t ion in its d r iv e fo r g r e a te r highway safety . Som e o f these
a cc id e n ts m ight w e ll have been p reven ted had the m o to r c a r r i e r s
em p lo y e d m o r e e ffe c t iv e su rv e i l la n ce o v e r d r iv e r s . "

C op ies o f the r e p o r t , entitled " P h y s ica l Condition R e p o r t o f
C o m m e r c ia l D r iv e r s Involved in A cc id e n ts fo r Y ear 1970, .m a o t "
obtained f r o m the Bureau of M otor C a r r ie r Safety, F e d e ra l Highway
A d m in is tra t io n , D epartm ent o f T ra n sp orta t ion , 400 Seventh Street, S. W. ,
W ashington , D. C. 20590.
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I NEW S
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE THURSDAY A.M.
September 7, 1972

FHWA 75— 72
(202) 426 0677

The Federal Highway Administration's Bureau of Motor Carrier

Safety has changed its requirements for emergency warning devices to

require commercial trucks and buses to carry and their drivers to

use emergency reflective triangles that meet a new Department of

Transportation standard.

The new standard is Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 125, issued
by the Department's National Highway Traffic Safety Administration in March,
1972. It sets minimum requirements for highway emergency warning devices that
lack their own sources of power, and is effective on January 1, 1974.

The new BMCS rule will enable motor carriers who operate interstate
trucks and buses to phase in the new triangle gradually. Triangles can
be carried and used at any time before January 1, 1974, on a voluntary
basis; after that date, all new vehicles must have them, and they must
be installed as replacement devices on older vehicles.

The rule also requires drivers of commercial trucks and buses to
place the warning devices on or near the highway when their vehicles are
disabled.

According to BMCS Director Robert A. Kaye, the new regulation 
does not ban emergency warning devices that have self-contained power
sources. "Fusees, liquid-burning emergency flares, and red electric
lanterns may be very useful to supplement, the triangular warning devices,"
he said. "Therefore we will allow them to be carried and used as supple
mentary warning devices."

(more)
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As a r e s u l t o f the new requ irem ents , a f t e r January 1, 1974, the
req u ired r e f l e c t i v e t r ia n g le s w i l l be the on ly p e rm iss ib le type o f warning
d e v ice s without t h e i r own source o f power, and in t e r s t a t e commercial
motor c a r r i e r s w i l l have t o phase out b e fo re then the use o f a l l other
warning d e v ice s such as red f l a g s , red emergency r e f l e c t o r s , and emergency
t r ia n g le s th at do not meet the performance standards o f Motor V eh ic le
S a fe ty Standard No. 125.
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY

| NEWS
ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE SATURDAY A.M. FHWA 71* 72
September 9, 1972 (202) 426 0677

The second new bridge to be constructed under a special Federal

aid bridge replacement program has been opened to traffic in Wyoming 

over the North Platte River, east of Casper on the Cole Creek Road.

Under provisions of the Federal Aid Highway Act of 1970, Federal
funds pay for 75 percent of the costs of replacing obsolete or hazardous
bridges on Federal-aid highways. In all, there are 236,000 bridges on
the Federal-aid systems, and some 24,000 of them are considered to have
serious deficiencies.

In the first year of the program, 50 bridges in 49 States and
Puerto Rico were approved for replacement by the Federal Highway Admin
istration. The first new bridge built under the new program was in
New Mexico.

The new Wyoming bridge replaces a 306-foot-long timber bridge,
designed for one lane of traffic, which was built in 1923. Known as the
Mystery Bridge, it collapsed in 1971. It was on a highway which serves
as a school bus route and provides access to homes and ranches in the
area, and also as an access route for oil well servicing equipment going
from Casper to oil fields north of the North Platte River. Until the
new bridge was completed, traffic was forced to detour 16 miles over
unpaved roads.

Cost of the new bridge was $179,300, of which $134,475 was funded
under the special Federal-aid bridge replacement program.

(NOTE TO EDITORS: Before and after photos available on request. Call
(202) 426-0644.)
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY

| NEWS
ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE THURSDAY A.M. FHWA 78 72
September 14, 1972 (202) 426 0677

Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe today announced that

the State of Rhode Island is receiving $316,854 in Federal planning 

funds from four Federal agencies under the new Integrated Grant Admin

istration Program (IGA).

Secretary Volpe said the Federal Regional Council in Boston had
designated the Department of Transportation’s Federal Highway Administration 
as the lead, or coordinating, Federal agency in administering the funds.

The funds were requested for transportation planning by the
Rhode Island Department of Administration Statewide Planning Program, which 
is the State's central planning agency.

Reflecting President Nixon's desire for greater efficiency in
Government, the Office of Management and Budget has been urging all Federal
agencies to adopt the integrated grant approach on a demonstration basis.
Secretary Volpe has supported cooperative funding as a step toward improved
intermodal planning.

Under IGA, a State agency can make its application for Federal
planning funds to one Federal agency, rather than to all the agencies that
provide planning grants for a certain project. The "lead" Federal agency 

designated by the Federal Regional Council coordinates the grants of
all the Federal agencies involved, saving the States considerable time
and red tape.

(more)
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Federal agencies contributing to the Rhode Island grant, with
the individual amounts, are:

Federal Highway Adm inistration, $141,459

Urban Mass Transit Adm inistration, $31,310

Department o f Housing and Urban A ffa ir s , $125,000

Environmental P rotection Agency, $19,085
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION I N EW S

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE MONDAY A.M.
September 18, 1972

FHWA 79 72
(202) 426-0677

Building a jail in Baltimore, Md., or constructing a school in

Frankfort,,Ky., would not, at first glance, appear to be endeavors asso

ciated with the Department of Transportation s Federal Highway Administra

But they are as a part of the Federal Highway Administration s
relatively new Functional Replacement^Program.

For some time the Department of Transportation has been concerned
about the method used in measuring just compensation when a publicly owned
building or facility is acquired in conjunction with highway construction.
In right of way acquisition the fair market value concept is employed, which
calls for compensation based on the depreciated value as appraised. This 
procedure often provided compensation to local jurisdictions which was 
inadequate to replace the facility which was taken; consequently, local
public officials were required to provide funds to make up the difference
between compensation paid and actual cost of replacement. This often
resulted in increased taxation in the local area where the acquisition
was involved.

Recognizing the burden sometimes caused by highway acquisition,
FHWA initiated its new Functional Replacement Program, in which the local
community either can be compensated on the fair market value concept, or
if it elects by having the facility taken replaced, thus fully restoring
the function enjoyed before the highway acquisition.

This is fully in accord, said Secretary of Transportation John A.
Volpe, with President Nixon s policy to assist local communities in providing
needed public facilities.

tion.

(more)
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The Functional Replacement Program permits Federal participation 
in costs of acquiring an adequate substitute site if one is required,
and in the construction costs of the replacement facility which duplicates
the function of the acquired improvement. Requirements include that the
facility must be needed by the public, must be actually replaced, and the
costs to replace the facility or correct damage to it actually be incurred
by the public agency.

Initiated by FHWA memorandum on March 28, 1972, to all Regional
Federal Highway Administrators, the program has been enthusiastically 
received by local public officials and the State Highway Departments.

To date, nine right-of-way parcels have been determined eligible
under the functional replacement concept. These include six schools,
two park and recreation lands, and one police facility. In addition
there are presently four park and recreation facilities under consider­
ation.

In Baltimore, construction of a segment of the Jones Falls Expressway 
(1 83) will require the taking of the Central District Police Station. Funds
will be provided by FHWA and the Maryland Department of Transportation 
on a 90 10 matching basis for construction of a replacement police station,
which must be completed and ready for occupancy before the highway construction 
begins.

In Frankfort, Ky., the Frankfort County East Elementary School
and approximately eight acres of land will be needed for building a new 
interchange for U.S. Routes 60, 460 and 421. A replacement school for
the 1,155 students will be built with funds provided by FHWA and the
Kentucky State Department of Highways, on a 50 50 matching basis.

Architectural plans for the new school, which employ the modern 
’’open space concept," have been completed. After they are approved by
FHWA and the State, approval will be given to proceed with the project.
The school must be completed and ready for use before construction on the
highway project can begin.

Other proposals that so far have been ruled eligible for the
Functional Replacement Program include:

Wichita East High School, Wichita, Kansas; Barlow Elementary School,
Portland, Ore.; Friendly Gables Home (Girls School), Wichita, Kansas;
Public School #176, Baltimore, Md.; Carrolton Junior-Senior High School,
Carrolton, Mo.; recreational lands, City of Pleasant Ridge, Mich.; and
Linwood Park, Wichita, Kansas.
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'DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION I NEW S

am teso *

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

The Federal Highway Administration has surveyed 228 of the

Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA’s) in the United States

and found that they contained 65.6 percent of the 92 million auto

mobiles registered in the Nation in 1971. This figure corresponds

closely to the 65 percent of the Nation’s population contained in

those SMSA's.

There was an automobile for every 2.24 persons in metropolitan 
areas of one million population or more surveyed, while there was a car
for every 2.13 persons in metropolitan areas under 200,000 population.
The 200,000 to 500,000 and 500,000 to one million population metropolitan 
areas each had one auto for every 2.10 persons.

This information, along with comparable figures for trucks and
motorcycles, is available for the first time in a new FHWA pamphlet,
"Motor Vehicle Registrations by Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas

1971." Motor-vehicle registration data are shown for 228 of the 264
SMSA’s in the United States; for the four New England Metropolitan State
Economic Areas, and for the four SMSA’s in Puerto Rico. Information was
not available for the other 36 SMSA’s. State registration reports, by
counties, were used as the data base, and FHWA made necessary adjustments 
to the data to make them agree with the calendar year registrations.

"This information should prove very useful for studying and projecting 
transportation conditions and needs of metropolitan areas," said Acting 
Federal Highway Administrator R. R. Bartelsmeyer.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE SATURDAY A.M.
September 23, 1972

FHWA 8° 72
(202) 426 0677
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The following table provides, by SMSA size, a comparison of popu
lation and automobile registrations for the SMSA's for which data could
be provided:

Comparison of Population and Automobile Registrations by SMSA Group

1970 Populat ion 1971 Automobile Registrations
SMSA

Population
Group

Number
of SMSA’s
Included

Total for
228 SMSA’s

Percent of
U.S. Total
Population

Number
Registered 
228 SMSA's

Percent of
U.S. Total
Registered

Persons Per
Automobile

1,000,000 
and over 31 76,857,237 37.8 34,284,624 37.1 2.24

500,000 to
1,000,000 30 20,415,503 10.0 9,741,948 10.6 2.10

200,000 to
500,000 76 23,011,332 11.3 10,953,603 11.9 2.10

Less than
200,000 91 11,785,198 5.8 5,542,900 6.0 2.13

Total 228 132,069,270 65.0 60,523,075 65.6 2.18

Copies of "Motor .Vehicle Re^istrations b^ Standard Metropolitan 
Statistical Areas 1971" may be obtained from the FederaT^i^vfey^Admin
istration, U.S. Department of Transportation, 400 Seventh Street, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20590.

50139
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE MONDAY A.M.
September 25, 1972

FHWA 81 72
(202) 426 0648

The Federal Highway Administration's Bureau of Motor Carrier

Safety is seeking comments on a request that reflex reflectors instead

of clearance lamps be required on the front of every semitrailer or

full trailer 80 inches or more in overall width, or, as an alternative,

to give the carrier the choice of either one. This would parallel

requirements the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration has

proposed for manufacturers of new trailers.

The Truck Trailer Manufacturers Association has petitioned BMCS
to replace the front clearance lamps with reflectors, contending that
the lamps serve no purpose and are hazardous for many low-silhouette
trailers, such as tank trailers, flatbeds, etc. Further, it states
tractors manufactured today are generally the same width as the trailers
they tow, and are equipped with clearance lamps that serve to warn
motorists of the approach of the combination.

Interested persons are invited to submit data, views, or arguments,
in triplicate, on or before October 31, 1972, to the Director, Bureau of
Motor Carrier Safety, Federal Highway Administration, Department of Trans­
portation, 400 Seventh Street, SW. , Washington, D.C. 20590.
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION
»ERAL HIGHWAY

I NEW S
ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY FHWA 76— 72 (202) 426 0677
September 26, 1972 QUARTERLY REPORT ON THE FEDERAL-AID

HIGHWAY PROGRAM, JUNE 30, 1972

Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe said today that almost
80 percent of the 42,500-mile Interstate System the safest and best
engineered highway network the world has ever known is now open to
traffic.

Information compiled by the Department of Transportation’s Federal
Highway Administration as of June 30, 1972, showed 33,522 miles in use, with 
construction underway on another 3,725 miles. Preliminary estimates for
September show another 174 miles completed for a total of 33,696 miles now 
open.

’’This continued progress toward completion of the System is espe
cially pleasing to President Nixon, for in 1954 it was he, in his capacity
then as Vice-President, who delivered to the Governors’ Conference at
Bolton Landing, N.Y., President Eisenhower's far-sighted proposal for
launching this historic construction program,” Secretary Volpe said.

"And as the first Federal Highway Administrator when the program
was started in 1956, I, too, take personal satisfaction in noting the
steady progress that is being made.”

As currently designated, the System consists of 34,494 miles of rural
and 8,014 miles of urban highways. As of this report, 27,324 miles or 79.2
percent of the rural mileage, and 6,372 miles or 79.5 percent of the urban
mileage were open to traffic.

More detailed information as of June 30 also was released by the
Secretary.

The total mileage in use by passenger and commercial vehicles rose
from 32,026 a year ago and 33,372 as of March 31, 1972, the date of the
last survey, to 33,522 as of June 30.

In addition to the sections open to traffic, 3,776 miles were under
construction as of June 30; engineering or right-of-way acquisition prior
to construction was in progress on another 3,778 miles; and route location
approval was pending on 544 additional miles for which public hearings had
been held.

Thus, some form of work was underway or completed on 41,620 miles of
the 42,500-mile system about 98 percent of the total. Only 880 miles or
2 percent had not been advanced to the point where location public hearings
have been held.
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The Interstate System will be the Nation s key highway network,

serving both civilian and defense needs, and carrying about 25 percent of
all traffic. The States have received an apportionment of $4,044 billion
for fiscal year 1973 for work on Interstate routes.

The status of the Interstate System as of June 30, 1972, is shown
on the accompanying map, and in detail in table I. In summary, the status
follows: 1/

Urban Rural Total

1. Improved and open 
to traffic 2/

Miles

6,334

Percent

79

Miles

27,188

Percent

79

Miles

33,522

Percent

79
2. Under construction 592 7 3,184 9 3,776 9
3. Location approved

construction not
started 775 10 3,003 9 3,778 9

4. Public hearing
heId-approval
pending 104 1 440 1 544 1

5. No location action
taken 197 3 683 2 880 2

Total 8,002 100 34,498 100 42,500 100

1/ Items 3, 4 and 5 correspond to first two columns in the table on oppo¡
page, "Preliminary Status or Not Yet in Progress," and "Engineering or
Right-of Way.

2/ Includes 2,305 miles of toll roads.

Some $48.52 billion has been put to work on the Federal-aid Interstate
program since the accelerated program began in 1956. Work completed since
July 1, 1956, has cost $35.16 billion, of which $29.26 billion was for con­
struction and $5.90 billion for engineering and right-of-way acquisition.
As of June 30, 1972, work estimated to cost $13.36 billion was underway or
authorized, including $9.18 billion of construction, and $4.18 billion of
engineering and right-of-way acquisition. Interstate financing data, by
States, are reported in table II.

The continuing program of Federal assistance for the improvement of
the Federal-aid primary and secondary highway systems and their urban exten
sions, and the new urban system, for which $1,425 billion was apportioned for
fiscal year 1973, has also shown considerable accomplishment, with $33.20
billion worth of work involving 270,896 miles of construction contracts com­
pleted or underway.

Construction contracts involving 256,538 miles of primary and secondary
highways and their urban extensions were completed since July 1, 1956, at a
cost of $25.03 billion; and contracts involving 14,358 miles at a cost of
$5.14 billion were underway on June 30. In addition, $1.98 billion of engi
neering and right-of-way acquisition work had been completed and $1.05 billion
worth of such work was underway. The primary-secondary-urban program is
financed by the Federal Government and the States on an equal-share basis.
Data are reported by States in table III.

The Highway Trust Fund, source of Federal funds for the Federal-aid
Interstate and other highway programs, received $1,254 billion of tax revenue 
income during the three months ended June 30, about 73 percent of it from 
the taxes on motor fuel. Disbursements for highways during the period amounted 
to $911.8 million. The status of the Trust Fund is shown in table IV.
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NATIONAL SYSTEM OF INTERSTATE AND DEFENSE HIGHWAYS
ACTIVE AND COMPLETED PROJECTS FINANCED WITH FEDERAL AID INTERSTATE FUNDS

AS OF JUNE 30 , 1972

/MILLIONS OF DOLLARS/ TABLE II

STATE

PROJECTS UNDERWAY OR AUTHORIZED

CONSTRUCTION

TOTAL FEDERAL
COST FUNDS

ENGINEERING
AND RIGHT OF WAY

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

PROJECTS COMPLETED JULY 1, 1956 TO DATE

CONSTRUCTION

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

ENGINEERING
AND RIGHT OF WAY

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS

65.0
63.1

61.1
56 .9

71.6
21.3

67.8
19.2

136.6
84.4

128.9
76.1

$526.1

466.3
331.1

428.9
295.0

57.7
34.9

53.8
30 .0

524. 0
366.0

482.7
325.0

CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE

FLORIDA
GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO

699.2
129.4
131.5
58.3

613.3
117.7
113.6
52 .4

548.2
2 0 .6

109.8
30.3

488.4
18.8
96.7
27.2

1 ,247 .4
150.0
241.3

8 8 .6

1 ,101 .7
136.5
210.3

79.6

2,538 .7
414.8
424.8

84 .5

2 ,213 .3
369.7
356.7

74.9

865.0
58.4

107.0
3 .7

731.9
50.9
94.3

2 .5

3 ,4 0 3 .7
473 .2
531.8

8 8 .2

2 ,945 .2
420.6
451.0

77.4

187.1
215 .8

64 .2
55.6

168.3
181.2
56 .4
51 .4

115.5
75.6
70.1

5 .5

102.8
6 8 .0
62.1

5.1

302.6
291.4
134.3

61.1

271.1
249.2
118.5

56.5

631.4
581.1
133.7
214.0

553.5
514.4
96.5

195.2

165.7
82.6
56.3
32 .8

142.4
73 .3
50.3
28.9

797.1
663.7
190.0
246 .8

695.9
587.7
146.8
224.1

ILLINOIS
INDIANA
IOWA
KANSAS

491 .7
130.3
65 .8
83.6

437. 3
116.7

59.2
75.0

78. 8
33 .8
24.1
31 .6

69.7
30.6
21.6
28.5

570.5
164.1

89.9
115.2

507 .0
147.3

80.8
103.5

1 ,676 .0
793.2
461 .9
316

1 ,448 .3
709.8
408.8
278.6

320.9
164.2
59 .4
52 .6

277.8
147.7
50.5
46 .7

1 ,9 9 6 .9
957 .4
521.3
369.0

1 ,726 .1
857.5
459.3
325.3

KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLAND

187.0
298.6

46 .6
175.6

165.7
268.2

39.9
154.8

34 .4
140.6

16.6
104.7

30.8
126.6

14.8
94.4

221.4
439.2

63.2
280.3

196.5
394.8

54.7
249.2

634.
757.0
198.7
420.0

565.9
676.8
175.2
361.5

122.0
69.0
13 .7
55.7

104.8
60 .0
11.9
48. 7

756.7
826 .0
212 .4
475.7

670.7
736.8
187.1
410.2

MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI

175.4
368.3
206.6

57.9

154.0
330.7
176.6

52.1

116.1
167.4
104.6

51.6

104.6
149.6
92.0
46.2

291.5
535.7
311.2
109.5

258.6
480 .3
268.6

98.3

575.9
1 ,034 .6

614 .4
444.7

504.7
879.9
553.9
395.1

161.4
337.0
161.7

21 .2

142.0
290.6
144.4

18.0

737.3
1,371

776.1
465 .9

646.7
1 ,170 .5

698.3
413.1

MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

196.8
145.9

23.9
47 .2

175.2
132.8
21 .4
43 .9

78.6
42 .0

7 .7
61 .4

70.1
38.2

6 .9
58.3

275.4
187.9
31.6

108.6

245.3
171.0

28.3
102 .2

763.4
346.2
229.0
176.6

682.8
314.1
204.6
164.2

178.5
37 .4
50.4
10 .4

158.6
33.2
44. 5

9.1

941.9
383
279.4
187.0

841.
347.3
249.1
173.3

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK

50.5
338.7

76 .3
397.9

43.2
294.6

70.9
333.4

5 .8
211.1

26 .4
195.0

5.2
185.6
24.4

171.6

56.3
549.8
102.7
592.9

48 .4
480 .2

95.3
505.0

182.4
605.9
386.8

1,595 .4

159.5
530.5
356.0

1 ,366 .0

18.7
117. 1

46 .0
248.2

16.
103.7

41 .2
208 .0

201.
723.0
432.

1 ,8 4 3 .6

175.6
634.2
397.2

1 ,574 .0

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO
OKLAHOMA

OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA

138.9
38.9

422 .5
67.3

124.6
35. 1

367.7
60.2

61 .4
8.3

142.1
81.3

54.8
7.3

127 .9
73.0

200
47

564.6
148.6

179.4
42 .4

495.6
133.2

343
210.2

1 ,551 .8
383.4

300.1
189.7

1 ,3 6 2 .6
336.7

32 .7
12.9

580 .7
19.5

233.6
598 .4

39 .7
117.8

215.3
524.4
35 .6

105.5

82.5
292.3

15.6
3 .8

76.0
2 54.6

13.7
3 .4

316.
890.

55.
121.6

291.3
779.0

49.3
108.9

498 .0
1,139

137.9
278.0

437.7
1 ,004 .4

118.7
248.6

71 .7
220.7

55 .0
40 .5

28
11 .4

513.6
16.8

376.
223.

2 ,132 .
402.

328.6
201.1

1 ,876 .2
353.5

64 .4
186.4
47.
35.

569.
1 ,360 .

192.
318.

502.1
1 ,190 .8

166.4
284.4

SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UT AH

57.6
203 .8
360.6
141.1

52.5
183.2
319. 5
132.7

7 .0
133.3

6 .7
60 .6

6 .4
119.9

6.1
57.5

64.
337.
367.
2 01.

58.9
303.1
325.6
190.2

263.
703.

1 ,616.
355.

236.2
631.6

1 ,431 .7
332.2

18.1
138.5
433 .7

59.1

16.
120.7
389.6

52.9

281.2
841.8

2 ,0 5 0 .6
415 .0

252.3
752.3

1 ,821 .3
385.1

VERMONT 
VIRGINIA
MASHINGTON 
WEST VIRGINIA

WISCONS IN
WYOMING
DIST. OF COL. 
PUERTO RICO

41 .5
330 .9
174.9
511 .4

37 .3
300.5
158.5
454.7

9 .4
111.3
178.8
128.4

8.5
100.5
162.1
116.0

50.
442.
353.
639.

45 .8
401 .0
320.6
570.7

277.
947.
722.
356.

¿ 4 7 .3
843.8
629.5
319.3

24 .0
152.5

6 8 .0
56.3

20.
134.

58.
49.

301. 5
1 ,1 0 0 .4

790.3
412.5

267.3
978.5
6 8 8 .2
368.6

46 .6
29.3

139.5

40 .3
26 .8

111.2

20.3
8 .3

84.7

4 ,184 .1

18.2
7 .6

75.7

6 6.
37.

224.

£8.5

11,975.

382 .
352.
180.

29 ,259 .

341.0
322.7
160.5

79.9
21 .6
47 .9

5 ,8 9 7 .0

69.
18.
41.

5,139.

462.2
373 .6
228 .0

410.2
341.6
202 .4

30 ,932 .2

TABLE II
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FEDERAL-AID PRIMARY AND SECONDARY HIGHWAY SYSTEMS
ACTIVE AND COMPLETED PROJECTS FINANCED WITH PRIMARY, SECONDARY AND URBAN FUNDS

AS OF JUNE 30* 1972

/MILLIONS OF DOLLARS/

STATE

PROJECTS UNDERW AY OR AUTHORIZED PROJECTS COMPLETED JULY 1* 1956 TO DATE

CONSTRUCT ION
ENG

A
INEERING
ND ROW TOTAL CONSTRUCTION

ENGINEERING
AND ROW

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS MILES

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS MILES

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS

$91.2
96.6
34.0
76.3

$48.0
87.3
23.6
39.2

213.5
431.9
89.9

366.6

$37.1
38.2
1.3

19.3

$18.6
35.4
1.0
9.7

$128.3
134.8
35.3
95.6

$66.6
122.7
24.6
48.9

$490.5
402.5
281.4
365.9

246.3
370.5
192.7
181.3

7,659.1
2* 952.3
2* 050.6
5* 437.8

48.3
65.3
4.5

21.2

23.4
60.7
3.0

10.2

538.8
467.8
285.9
387. 1

269.7
431.2
195.7 
191.5

CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE

295.2
43.7
71.5
24.9

187.5
22.8
36.3
12.7

356.2
100.3 
19.2
25.0

23.6
16.8
19.2
9.2

15.4
9.7
9.5
5.0

318.8
60.5
90.7
34.1

202.9
32.5
45.8
17.7

1*576.8
375.4
231.6
92.3

847.6
204.3
113.4
45.6

3* 824.3
3* 868.9

269.7
527.1

12.2
53.6
36.6
9.8

7.0
29.4
15.0
5.0

1*589.0
429.2
268.2
102.1

854.6
233.7
128.4
50.6

FLORIDA
GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO

89.1 
125.6
35.1
29.7

45.8
64.5
17.1
21.9

135.5
452.6
15.4

157.5

20.8
54.6
14.7
2.8

11.0
27.4
7.3
1.9

109.9
180.2
49.8
32.5

56.8
91.9
24.4
23.8

596.2
539.7
79.3

192.6

279.5
266.8
39.1

125.6

3* 688.0
5, 965.8

168.8
2,529.5

7.0
58.9
23.0
22.8

3.5
29.1
11.6

603.2
598.6
102.3

283.0
295.9
50.7

ILLINOIS
INDIANA
IOWA
KANSAS

227.4
139.6
98.2
59.3

114.7
70.3
51.3
29.8

596.1
179.5

lyOOó.7
510.3

15.1
24.3
4.9
6.5

7.6
12.6
3.0
3.4

242.5
163.9
103.1
65.8

122.3
82.9
54.3
33.2

1*211.3
602.1
537.8
543.1

618.8
308.3
276.0
268.9

8,510.4
3,545.9

12,402.8
14* 103.4

54.3
79.7
16.7
39.1

26.2
38.1
8.6

19.5

1*265.6
681.8
554.5

645.0
346.4
284.6

KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLAND

85.0
77.4
24.3
66.7

42.1
38.4
11.9
32.5

105.1
139.7
61.3
90.3

36.4
29.2 
10.1 
32.1

18.7
14.3
5.3

16.5

121.4
106.6
34.4
98.8

60.8
52.7
17.2
49.0

376.8
423.8
188.1
282.9

188.9
207.3
92.0

138.7

2,464.1
2*907.0
1*034.1
1*501.0

73.1
21.2
23.8
6.3

35.9
10.5
11.1
3.2

449.9
445.0
211.9
289.2

224.8
217.8
103.1
141.9

MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI

120.5 
171.1
129.6 
63.2

62.9
92.4
6 2.2
30.4

79.3
633.8
683.8
416.3

45.2
32.8
2.9

24.0

23.0
17.1
1.5

12.1

165.7
203.9
132.5
87.2

85.9
109.5
63.7
42.5

407.0
932.2
667.9
396.6

201.4
452.5
334.8
193.0

492.5
9* 803.6

16,459.8
8,197.9

112.6
67.0
23.1
32.5

32.5
32.1
11.7
16.3

519.6
999.2
691.0
429.1

233.9
484.6
346.5
209.3

MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

115.4
33.9
59.7
11.6

57.6
22.2
30.0
10.8

277.4
201.4
622.1
43.5

84.0
14.5
6.3

11.2

44.6
9.1
2.7

10.1

199.4
48.4
66.0
22.8

102.2
31.3
32.7
20.9

632.7
331.3
430.9
143.3

321.2
200.0
219.6
124.3

10*085.6
4*896.3
8,662.2
1*921.3

107.0
35.3
37.5
15.4

51.4
19.6
18.6
12.8

739.7
366.6
468.4
158.7

372.6
219.6
238.2
137.1

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK

24.6
144.5
29.6

308.1

12.2
67.5
19.3

146.8

41.9
58.2
99.5
74.1

.5
103.8

7.1
13.9

•2
49.5
4.7
7.0

25.1
248.3
36.7

322.0

12.4
117.0
24.0

153.8

129.8
374.3
257.2

1*882.6

63.8
181.0
168.3
874.9

476.2
544.4

2,617.1
3,617.0

4.7
45.8
26.0
29.3

2.2
22.9
15.6
14.1

134.5
420.1
283.2

1*911.9

66.0
203.9
183.9 
889.0

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA
OHIO
OKLAHOMA

158.1
35.8

236.9
86.1

78.8
18.2

118.6
44.0

274.4
1» 083.8

172.3
302.4

49.7
4.0
4.4

12.2

24.7
2.2
2.2
6.0

207.8
39.8

241.3
98.3

103.5
20.4

120.8
50.0

521.9
298.0
965.9
527.1

258.7
152.8
495.2
260.7

5.030.1
15, 48 7.5
2,921.7
6.746.2

84.6
16.9

145.9
14.6

41.8
8.8

71.5
7.0

606.5
314.9

1*111.6

300.5
161.6 
566.7

OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND
SOUi H CAROLINA

56.5
451.3
28.3
95.5

24.6
217.6
13.4
50.0

61.2
246.2
14.6

767.7

11.2
34.6
20.7
1.9

7.1
17.3
10.5
1.0

67.7
485.9
49.0
97.4

31.7
234.9
23.9
51.0

322.1
966.3
110.9
317.3

196.1
474.7
54.7

157.4

2*233.4
2*163.1

258.1
7,734.8

22.5
103.4
30.9
24.0

13.1
44.9
14.9
12.2

344.6
1,069.7

141.8

209.2
519.6
69.6

SOUTH DAKOTA
TENN ESSEE 
TEXAS
UTAH

44.8
91.7

341.9
22.2

24.8
45.9
178.5
17.1

621.3
463.2
990.6
83.0

1.5
37.7
1.1

10.1

•8
18.8

•5
7.8

46.3
129.4
343.0
32.3

25.6
64.7

179.0
24.9

314.2
482.9

1*678.6
176.0

171.5
241.6
862.1
126.3

10*351.4
7,827.0

20,710.3
1, 752.3

5.1
55.4
5.7

16.6

2.9
26.1
3.1

11.4

319.3
538.3

1*684.3
192.6

174.4
267.7
865.2

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA

6.9
122.1
101.0
73.4

3.5
62.9
57.4
37.6

10.1
209.0
283.3
40.1

3.5
10.0
14.8
27.6

1.8
5.0
8.0 

14.6

10.4
132.1
115.8
101.0

5.3
67.9
65.4
52.2

115.1
541.3
418.7
211.5

57.6
261.7
212.2
106*2

567.9
4,049.9
4, 122.4
1* 129.3

14.9
52.9
16.8
42.7

6.8
25.2
8.6

21.3

130.0
594.2
435.5
254.2

64.4
286.9
220.6

WISCONS IN
WYOMING
DIST. OF COL.
PUERTO RICO

83.7
17.0 
23.5
55.7

42.1
12.7
15.8 
27.5

314.5
95.7
12.3
28.4

34.7
3.8
2.6
3.1

17.4
2.9
2.1
1.6

118.4
20.8
26.1
58.8

59.5
15.6
17.9 
29.1

593.1
208.0
113.7
169.9

295.1
139.4
62.3
77.2

7*152.4
2*683.5

94.9
337.1

59.6
10.5
13.6
30.6

29.7
7.1
6.8

12.4

652.7
218.5
127.3
200.5

324.8
146.5
69.1
89.6

TOTAL 5*135.0 2*703.4 L4»358.2 L9O5I. 8 567.3 6*186.8 3,270.7 25*028.2 13*009.9 256,537.9 1*980.9 989.5 27,009.1 1 13,999.4

TABLE III



      

  

 

     

 
     

     
   
   

       
 

         
    

   
   
 

  
   

      
 

     

    
     

  

 

 
 

 
  
 

  
  

 
  

  
 
 
 
 
 
 

            
      

           
           

        

          
           

           
           
               
          

           

     
           

   
      
        

        
           

          
        

       
       

STATUS OF THE HIGHWAY TRUST FUND

(Thousands of Dollars)

TABLE IV

Balance at beginning of period
Income:
Tax revenue:
Motor fuel taxes (net after refunds) ..........

Less motorboat fuel revenue 1/ ..............
Net for highways ..........................

Trucks, buses, and trailers
Tires, tubes, and tread rubber . . ........ .. .
Vehicle u s e .......... .......................
Parts and accessories, trucks and buses • . . .
Lubricating oil (net after refunds) ..........
Total excise revenues ......................

Interest earned .......................... • • •
Total Income.............. ..................

Disbursements:
For highways ...............................
National Highway Traffic Safety Adm..............
Trust Fund share other highway programs ........
Total Disbursements.......... ................

Balance at end of period ..........................

Liability for unpaid obligations (6/30/72)
Balance less liability for unpaid obligation

THREE MONTHS
ENDED

JUNE 30» 1972

$*+,050,790

918,870
*+,200

91*+,67O
2/ 85,630
185.02728,388
20,827
19,660

1,254,202
103,073

1,357,275

908.027
3,200

6OO
911.027

$*+,496,238

7,836,186
3,339,948

FISCAL YEAR
7 1 71 TO
6 30 72

$3,651,696

3,921,214
28,0003,093^214

2/ 436,490
682,384
150,506
86,693
73,135

5,322,422
205,630

5,528,052

4,668,347
12,936
2,227

4,683,510

$4,496,238

1/ Transferred to the Land and Water Conservation Fund pursuant to Title II,
Sec. 202,Public Law 88 578, effective January 1, 1965»

2/ These are net revenues. (Three months revenues of $124,189,292.91 less
refunds of $38,559,142.59, and fiscal year revenues of $605,226,338.33 less refunds
of $168,736,244. *40 on light trucks,trailers and local transit buses)

The Federal share of the Federal aid highway program is wholly financed by
highway users on a pay as you build basis. The Highway Revenue Act of 1956 (as
since amended) levied or increased certain Federal excise taxes on motor fuel
and automotive products, and earmarked their revenue specifically to a Highway
Trust Fund, which is the source of money for Federal highway aid to the States
both for the Interstate and the primary secondary urban programs. The taxes
earmarked to the Trust Fund and their rates (until October 1, 1977) are:

Motor fuel: 4 cents per gallon.
New trucks, and trailers (over 10,000 pounds gross weight), and new
buses, other than transit:

10 percent on the manufacturer s wholesale price.
Highway vehicle tires and tubes: 10 cents per pound*
Other tires, and tread rubber: 5 cents per pound.
Heavy vehicle use: $3.00 per 1,000 pounds annually on the total gross
weight of vehicles rated at more than 26,000 pounds gross weight.

Parts and accessories: 8 percent on the manufacturer s wholesale
price of truck and bus parts and accessories.

Lubricating oil: 6 cents per gallon, if used for highway purposes. 59908

- -
- -

- - -

- -

-

-

-
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE F H W A 7 3 7 2

(202) 426 0648

Flynn M. W ells , newly appointed C iv i l Rights P ro g ra m

R ev iew Coordinator fo r the F ed era l Highway Adm in istration , has

the job of m onitoring and assuring full compliance with a ll F edera l

c iv i l rights requ irem ents in FHWA re location assistance and rep la c e

ment housing program s.

The scope of M r. W e l l 's job is indicated in the Department of
Transporta tion 's displacement housing policy , issued by Secretary
of Transportation John A . Volpe, which sets forth three principal
points:

(1) In line with P res iden t N ixon 's po licy , there must
be spec ific written assurance that adequate rep la c e
ment housing w il l be ava ilab le (built, if n ecessary )
be fo re the initia l approval of any pro ject. P rov is ions
of the Uniform Relocation Ass is tance A c t of 1970 provide
funds fo r States to build housing fo r persons to be 
re located , i f not o therw ise available.

m ore

- -

-

­

­
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(2) C on stru ct ion w il l be au th or ized on ly upon
v e r i f ic a t io n that' r e p la ce m e n t housing is
in p la ce and has been m ade ava ilab le to
a ll a f fe c te d p e r so n s .

(3) A l l re p la ce m e n t housing m ust be fa ir housing
open to a ll p e r so n s r e g a r d le s s o f r a c e ,

c o l o r , re l ig io n , sex o r national or ig in .

M r . W e lls , in his new a ss ig n m en t , has the re s p o n s ib i l i ty of
a s s is t in g A le x a n d e r D. G aither , D ir e c t o r o f the O ff ic e o f C iv il
R ights , in c a rry in g out the c iv i l rights a s p e c ts o f these m andates .

P r e v io u s ly he had s e rv e d fo r 4 1/2 y e a rs as C h ie f o f FHW Vs
R e lo ca t io n S e r v ic e s Staff.

M a r r ie d and the father of three ch ild ren , M r. W ells w as b o rn in
D etro it , M ich igan , July 18, 1926.

He graduated f r o m the Institute o f T e ch n o lo g y in D e tro it in 1951,
r e ce iv in g a B a c h e lo r 's D e g re e in B u sin ess A d m in is tra t io n , and holds
a graduate c e r t i f i c a te f r o m the U n iv ers ity of M ich igan in re a l esta te and
ap p ra is in g . He a ls o has co m p le te d s e v e r a l c o u r s e s in re a l estate
ap p ra is in g at the A m e r ic a n Institute of R ea l E state A p p r a is e r s ; graduate
study in "p e rs o n n e l m an agem en t" at the U n iv ers ity of M ich igan and
M ich igan State U n ivers ity ; i n s e r v i c e c o u r s e s at the U. S. C iv il S e r v ic e
C o m m is s io n ; and c o u r s e s in "M e tro p o l i ta n P r o b le m s , P r o g r a m and Planning,
and "E s s e n t ia ls o f S u p erv is ion s and M anagem ent, " at the U. S. D e p a r t
m ent o f A g r icu ltu re .

P r i o r to jo in in g the F e d e ra l Highway A d m in is tra t io n , M r. W ells
had exten s ive and v a r ie d e x p e r ie n c e . He was a re a l estate b r o k e r and
a p p ra ise r fo r 18 y e a rs in. and around D etro it , s e r v e d as C hief o f the 
R e lo ca t io n A s s is ta n c e P r o g r a m fo r the M ich igan D epartm ent o f State
H ighw ays, and was a le c t u r e r on condem nation a p p ra is in g , n egotia tion s ,
and r e lo c a t io n a s s is ta n c e at the U n iv ers ity of M ich igan fo r 4 1/2 y e a rs .

He holds a se n io r designation in A m e r ic a n S oc ie ty o f A p p r a is e r s ,
is a c h a r te r m e m b e r and past p re s id e n t o f the A m e r ic a n S oc ie ty of
A p p r a is e r s , and p r e se n t ly is a b o a rd m e m b e r of the W ashington M e t r o
politan A r e a Chapter of A. S. A .

-

­

­
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The youthfu l looking M r. W ells a lso is active in com m unity
a ffa irs . He is assistant v ice p re s id e n t , M ontgom ery County Council
P . T. A . (Md. ); a trustee and past P. T. A . president, M ontgom ery
County W eller Road E lem entary School; past com m ittee chairm an,
Boy Scouts, T roop s and E xp lorer P ost, M ontgom ery County; a m em ber
of the Urban League and NAACP; B oard M em ber, P otom ac A ssocia tion ,
United Church of C hrist, M inority E n terprise Sm all B usiness C orporation ,
and v ice ch a irm a n of FH W A's Task F orce to Com bat Juvenile D elinquency.

# # #
50064

100372
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y

NEWS
A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY P .M . F H W A 7 8 7 2
O c t o b e r 4 , 1972 (2 0 2 ) 4 2 6 0 6 4 8

The F edera l Highway A dm in is tra t ion ’ s Bureau of Motor

C a r r ie r Safety has initiated a study of v is ion and hearing standards

for d r iv e rs of trucks and buses engaged in interstate com m erce .

A $106,322 contract has been awarded to Systems Development
Corporation of Santa Monica, Californ ia , to conduct a study entitled,
"Deve lopm ent of Visual and Aud itory Qualification. ” The study w il l
be based upon analysis of the com m erc ia l veh ic le d r iv e r 's visual
and hearing tasks, and data on visual and hearing requ irem ents and 
present testing procedures.

Commenting on the study, BMCS D irec to r Robert A . Kaye
said, "T h e increased need for v ig ilance and alertness on the part
of com m erc ia l d r iv e rs is becoming se lf ev iden t. Demands placed
upon an individual's sense of sight and hearing have increased greatly .
To counteract or avoid the risks of dangerous situations, one must
f i r s t be capable of seeing or hearing any warning. "

He added that research ac t iv it ies need to be d irected toward
obtaining m ore data from actual driv ing experience. "Th e contract
for this resea rch spec ifies actual fie ld studies to define re liab le
operational m easures of v is ion and hearing, " he said, "and we w il l
again be calling on the trucking and passenger bus industries, d r iv e rs
and a ff i l ia ted labor organizations to cooperate in this e ffort. "

# # #
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S fATES O*

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION NEWS

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N

In a m ove design ed to p ro v id e g r e a te r c la r ity and in c r e a s e d

safety , the F e d e ra l Highway A d m in is tra t io n 's Bureau of M otor

C a r r ie r Safety has r e v is e d and strengthened re q u ire m e n ts of the 

M otor C a r r ie r Safety R egu lations co n ce rn in g coupling d e v ic e s and

towing m ethods.

The o b je c t iv e of one change is to e lim inate the p o s s ib i l i ty of
total sepa ra tion of the tow ed unit f r o m the towing unit by proh ib iting
the attachm ent o f sa fe ty chains to the pintle hook castin g or forg in g
o f the towing v e h ic le . The other change updates the r e fe r e n c e to
the SAE Standard ap p licab le to hitches and coupling s y s te m s in
d r iv e a w a y to w a w a y op era t ion s .

BMCS D ir e c t o r R o b e rt A . Kaye said , "T h e im p o s it io n o f a
higher standard fo r c o m m e r ic a l op era t ion s se e m s c le a r ly w arran ted
in light o f the higher rate of c o m m e r c ia l d r ivea w a y tow a w a y op era t ion s ,
and the h eavy duty u ses to w hich equipm ent em p lo y e d in those
op era t ion s is su b jected . "

The r e v is e d regu la tion s w ill b e c o m e effective July 1, 1973.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY 
October 11, 1972

FHWA 83-72
(202) 426 0648

# # #
50324
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION NEWS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

The Department of Transportation reported today that the States 

disbursed $10.3 billion in highway user taxes in 1971. Of this, $6.5 

billion went for State highway purposes, $2.6 billion for local roads

and streets, and $1.2 billion for nonhighway purposes.

The data were compiled by the Federal Highway Administration.

Acting Federal Highway Administrator Ralph R. Bartelsmeyer said 

the $10.3 billion for highways was 5.1 percent more than in 1970.

It Should be noted that the data reported here concern only State 
highway user impost receipts and their disposition. They do not include 
Federal aid for highways derived from Federal highway user excise taxes, 
nor any Federal, State, and local funds for highways obtained from other
sources.

The net collections (after refunds) from State road user taxes in
1971 amounted to $10.9 billion. After deducting the cost of collection
and administration of the highway user imposts, $10.3 billion was avail
able for distribution.

Of the $6.5 billion devoted to State highway purposes, $5.0 billion
went for capital outlay, maintenance, and administration of the State 
highway systems; $718 million was for highway safety activities and law
enforcement; and $763 million was for interest and retirement of State
highway bonds.

In most States the local governments receive, by law, a designated
portion of the State highway user tax revenues as grants in aid; and in
addition many States spend some of their own share of the highway user
revenues directly on local road and street improvements. Of the $2.6 
billion applied to these purposes in 1971, grants in aid totaled $2.3 
billion.

FOR RELEASE SATURDAY
October 14, 1972

FHWA 82-72
(202 426 0677)

(more)
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State highway-user revenues amounting to $1.2 billion were used for
nonhighway purposes in 1971. Most States make no nonhighway allocations,
or the amounts are insignificant. In 26 States, road-user taxes assigned 
for nonhighway purposes aggregating $148 million were offset by appro
priations for highways in like amount out of State general funds.

The disposition of highway-user revenues in 1971 is shown by States
in the accompanying table DF. In many States the dispositions of revenues
from motor-fuel taxes and from motor-vehicle registration fees and allied
imposts are governed individually by legislation. The accompanying tables
MF-3 and MV 3 show the separate dispositions. Table DF is a combination 
of the two.

A comparison of net revenues (after deduction of collection costs)
and allocations in the past three years follows:

1969 1970 1971
Revenues
Motor-fuel taxes................
Motor-vehicle registration fees

$5,938 $6,406 $6,816

and allied imposts............ 3,140 3,401 3,560
Total 9,078 9,807 10,376

Allocations :
For State-administered highways..
For local roads and streets:

$5,895 $6,317 $6,514

Grants-in aid................. 2,088 2,271 2,328
State expenditures............ 255 255 314

Subtotal, local roads and
streets................... 2,343 2,526 2,642

For nonhighway purposes......... 840 964 1,220
Total 9,078 9,807 10,376

­
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DISPOSITION OF RECEIPTS FROM STATE IMPOSTS ON HIGHWAY USERS 1971
, „ . TABLE DFCompiled for the calendar year . qttptttmrttr 10*70from reports of State authorities (̂ n thousands of dollars) ^

1 FOR
COLLEC­
TION AND
ADMINIS
TRATION 

OF
HIGHWAY-
USER

REVENUES

FOR STATE ADMINISTERED HIGHWAYS FOR LOCAL ROADS AND STREETS 2/ FOR NONHIGHWAY PURPOSES kj

STATE

»

STATE

RECEIPTS
AVAILABLE

FOR
DISTRI
BUTION

1 /

NET
FUNDS

DISTRIB
UTED

CAPITAL
OUTLAY,
MAINTE
NANCE,
AND

ADMINIS
TRATION

HIGHWAY
LAW

ENFORCE
MENT
AND
SAFETY

SERVICE
OF

OBLIGA
TIONS
FOR
STATE

HIGHWAYS

TOTAL

COUNTY
AND
TOWN
SHIP
ROADS

MUNICIPAL
STREETS TOTAL

STATE
GENERAL
PURPOSES

LOCAL
GENERAL
PURPOSES

1

OFFSET BY
GENERAL
FUNDS FOR 
HIGHWAYS 
(NON ADDI-
. TIVE)

6/

TOTAL

Alabama 
Alaska 7/
Arizona
Arkansas

169 ,52 1
ll*,786

105,826
1 1 6 , 1 1 2

7,023 
1,336 
8,1*1*2
2,239

16 2,1*98
1 3 ,1*50
97,381*
113,873

51*,202 
12 ,267
57,737
71*,352

6,552

11,9 9 2
6,693

30,167

3 18

90,921
12 ,267
70,01*7
8 1,01*5

59,81*8
897

15,251*
16,07**

11 ,7 2 9
286

12,083
16,075

71,577
1,183
27,337
32,1149 679

(2,085)

(1,556) 679

Alabama
Alaska J j
Arizona
Arkansas

California 
Colorado 
Connecticut
Delaware J J

1,215,101
117,277
166,297
36,556

67,1*1*3
9,961

10,602
1,335

1,11*7,658
107,316
155,695
35,221

i*i*i*,51*5
58,092
7 3 ,152
9,61*6

11*0,296
8 ,3 17

12,928
2,375

2 , 1 1 1
1*1*,156
15 ,7 6 1

58!*,81*1
68,520

130,236
27,782

18 7,561*
26,189
¡*,926

160,801
12 ,2 52
9,1*47
2,000

31*8,365
38,1*1*1
ll*,073

2,000

19,652
125

11 ,3 8 6
5,1*39

19*4,800
230

(28,11*7)
(95)

8/ 211*,1*52
355

11 ,3 8 6
5,1*39

California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 7/

Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho

1*31,316
227,679
26,251
¡16,875

12,566
5,902
2 ,8 11

Ul8,750
221,777
26,251
*4*4,06*4

198 ,0 1a
92,1*9!*
7,296
25,999

18,1478
1*4,6*40

263
3,722

17 ,503
11*,1*52

6 ,119

23**,022 
12 1,58 6
13,678 
29,721

38,871*
1*8,296
11,123
10 ,1*86

7,51*1
7,261

3,857

1*6 ,¡as
55,557
1 1 , 1 2 3
ii*,3U3

10!*,861*
1*1*,63U 

380

33, *4*49
1,070

(27,1*67) 138,313
1*1*,631*
1,1*50

Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas

606,069
290,928
198,063
131,519

1*1,596
13,696
1*,388
6,879

56**,1*73
277,232
193,675 
12U,61*0

266,81*2
136,318 

90,160
8U,227

39,033
1 8 ,1*91*

8,11*5
8,305

698 306,573 
15!*,812
98,305 
92,532

150,352
77,790
68,100
1 6 ,*166

99,986
1*2,703
27,270
lU,05l*

250,338
120,1*93
95,370
30,520

7,562
1,927
1,588 J (8*576)

(835)

7,562
1,927
1,588

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas

Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland

192,951
155,123
57,085

2*18,505

5,883
6,699
2,727

10,788

187,068
11*8 ,1*21*
5**,358 
237,717

127,903
83,730
1*1,030
86,896

2,1*85
3,869
3,731*

19 ,659

29,159
25,631*

6,652
27,1*92

159,51*7
113,233 
51,1*16
131*,0l*7

27,521 
21*,852

2,166
32,501

10,339
776

39,618

27,521
35,191

2,9^2
72,119 31,551 •

(2,970)

(2,517) 31,551

Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland

Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi

20*4,06*4
*429,680
207,033
115 ,2 9 2

16,986
21*,359 
11,319 

6,210

187,078
1*05,321
195,711*
109,082

109,977
138,897

96,108
55,656

17 ,338
5,71*9
1U.631*

5,880

1*8 ,1*92
1*3,1*1*3
9,951 

12 ,276

175,807
188,089
120,693
73,812

7,1*1*3
138,285 
5l*,820
33,815

3,828
78,91*7
1 7 ,1*02
1,1*55

11,271
217 ,232

72,222
35,270

2,799
(15)
(23)

2,799

Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi

Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

201,722
1*7,1*61*
98,560
1*0 ,185

30 ,321
2,515 
2,728
3,592

191,1*01
l*l*,9li9
95,832
36,593

150,510
33,975
*49,372
21,733

15,901
3,369
1,576
2,800

2,11*1*
166,1*11
37,31*1*
53,092 
21*,533

6,21*7
5.289
23,1*80
3.290

18,71*3
2,275

19,260
1 ,1*10

2l*,990
7,561*
1*2,71*0
1*,700

Ul
7,360

(1,673)
(2,16 2)

*41
7,360

Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey 7/
New Mexico
New York j J

A3A59
361,590
67,1*02
668,681*

l,8oi*
17,906
l*,22l*

1*1 ,6 18

1*1,6 55
31*3,681*
63,178

627,066

27,253
1*5,328
1*2,575

17 1,6 36

3,61*6
33,256
6,209
1*2,1*59

6,181*
11,231*

658
1 1 6 ,62!*

37,083 
89,818
1*9,1*1*2
330,719

2,1*91*
17,069
5,803

81,983

2,078
8,951
3,1*53
69,21*9

1*,572
26,020
9,256

151,232

227,81*6

11*5,115
l*,l*80 (10,522)

227,81*6
1*,1*80

11*5,115

New Hampshire 
New Jersey 7/
New Mexico
New York 7/

North Carolina 
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma

325,305
38,1*37
501,387

12,277
1,03*4
19,502
9 ,1*40

313,028
37,1*03

1*81,885
163,971

21*6,301
21,197

166,211*
69,829

27,355
2,223
31,839
9,802

26,81*8

91,909
3,198

300,501*
23,1*20
289,962
82,829

9,1*1*8
125,91*0
1*9,138

12,521*
3,1*91*
65,983
7,087

12,521*
12,91*2
191,923
56,225

1 ,01*1

21*,917

(168)

(27,319)

1 ,01*1

21*,917

North Carolina 
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma

Oregon 
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island 7/
South Carolina

129,766
557,771
1*3,885
119,925

8,581*
19,365
1,967
1*,958

12 1 , 18 2
538,1*06

1*1 ,9 18
111*,967

1*9,680
333,137

9,610
89,21*1*

10,263
51,017
2,157
9,025

1 1 ,8 10
75,51*2
12,679

71,753 
1*59,696

2l*,1*1*6
98,269

25,763
1*8,800

87
12,658

13,9*47
29,910

300

39.710
78.710

387
12,658

9,719
17,085
3,251 789

(119)

(135)

9,719
17,085
l*,0l*0

Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island 7/
South Carolina

South Dakota 
Tennessee
Texas 
Utah

1*3,761*
231*,777
679,121 
52,81*8

1,61*7
7,376

26,208
3,922

1*2,117
227,1*01
652,913
¡18,926

29,701
88,157
380,137
33,836

2,327
8,302

28,998
i*,7i*a

13,U6
17

32,028
109,575
1*09,152
38,578

8,919
55,1*56
1*0,005
6,023

1,170
22,721

3,699

10,089
78,177
1*0,005
9,722

39,331
203,756

626

*318 (1 U,0 21)
(15,171)

(19U)
39,61*9
203,756

626

South Dakota
Tennessee 
Texas
Utah

Vermont 
Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia

37,289
27l*,028
258,1*00
116 ,2 88

1,U9
16,352
13,926

2,608

36,170
257,676
2l*l*,t*7l*
113,680

15,565
233,51*7
92,075
89,062

1*,1*99
l*,70l*
21,61*2
1,151

8,698

19,958
23,1*67

28,762
238,251
133,675
113,680

5,91**
2,330

1*1*,311*
697

17,095
16 ,592

6 ,6 11
19,1*25
60,906

797
1*1,209 8,681* (1,189)

(286)

797

8/ 1*9,893

Vermont 
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia

Wisconsin 
Wyoming
Dist. of Col.

215,1*1*1
30,273
39,01*0

12,870
2,1*10
2,137

202,571
27,863
36,903

99,508
17,695

13,1*58
1 , 8 1 1

1*,708 1 1 7 ,671*
19,506

1*7,213
5,568

28,31*3
2,587
2U,379

75,556
8,155
2l*,379

j
9,31*1

202
12,521*

(1*27)
(25)
(731)

9,31*1
202

12,521*

Wisconsin
Wyoming
Dist. of Col.

Total 10 ,909,831 533,300 10,376,531 5,032,1*1*1* 7 18 ,112 763,178 6,513,731* 1,686,873 955,357 2,61*2,230 922,1*03 298,161* (11*8 ,1*28) 1,220,567 Total

1/ This tabl
imposts on motor c
this column exclud 

2 j Includes 
States, funds alio 
streets. Entries 

3/ Former co 
counties), and W.

*4/ The amoun
the terms of the }
light of State law

summarizes th
arriers, which
adjustments f

direct expendit
tted for "count 
Include amounts 
unty roads are 
Va.
ts shown do not 
ayden-Cartwrigh
s in force in 1

receipts from motor-fuel tax 
are recorded separately in tat 
or undistributed balances, fur
ures by State on local roads 
y and township roads" may ult:
used for service of obligatic 
under State control in Ala. (t
necessarily constitute divers 

; Act of 19 3*4. Such divers ior
93*4.

es, and from n
les MF 3 and N*
ds in trrmsit,
nd streets as
raately have be 
ns for local 
en counties) ,
ion from highw 
s can be detez

otor vehicle 
7 3 respectiv
etc.
well as grant 
en used in pa
oads.
Del., N.C., V
ay use requir 
mined only af

Pees and special ¿/ Allocation for local general purposes may have been used in part for highways, but such amounts were 
ly. Amounts in not reported.

6/ Gross nonhighway allocation of highway user-revenues were offset, in the amounts shown, against appro- 
3 in-aid. In many priations for highways out of State general funds, and the amounts so offset are included with allocations for 
rt for municipal State and local highway purposes. , J A ,7/ In Alaska, Del., N.J., N.Y., and R.I., highway-user revenues are placed in the State general runa, 
a. (all but two where they are made available for highways and other purposes as indicated herein. r

8/ The nonhighway allocations of "vehicle license fees" in Calif, and "motor-vehicle excise taxes in
ing a penalty under Wash, (see table MV 2, footnote 7), and motor-fuel and registration fees in Wis. were in lieu of personal
ter analysis in the property taxes formerly imposed on motor vehicles.
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DISPOSITION OF STATE MOTOR VEHICLE AND MOTOR CARRIER TAX RECEIPTS 1971
Compiled for the calendar year
from reports of State authorities (in thousands of dollars)

TABLE MV 3 
SEPTEMBER 1972

FOR STATE ADMINISTERED HIGHWAYS FOR LOCAL ROADS AND STREETS h FOR NONHIGHWAY PURPOSES 6/
ADJUST COLLEC

OFFSET
TOTAL DUE TO RECEIPTS NET CAPITAL HIGHWAY SERVICE COUNTY BY

RECEIPTS UNDIS AVAILABLE FUNDS OUTLAY, OF AND LOCAL GENERAL
STATE OF TRIBUTED FOR DISTRIB MAINTE OBLIGA TOWN MUNICIPAL GENERAL FUNDS FOR

CALENDAR BALANCES, DISTRI UTED NANCE, MENT TIONS SHIP STREETS PURPOSES HIGHWAYS
YEAR FUNDS IN BUTION w AND AND FOR STATE ROADS u (NON ADDI
1/ TRANSIT, TAKES ADMINIS SAFETY HIGHWAYS 5 / TITO)

ETC.
2 / TRATION §/

Alabama 43,464 1,735 1*1 7 2 9 5,1*79 3 6 2 5 0 1 8 0 1 3 2,025 9 6 0 0 29,638 2,299 <*,313 6,612 (1 ,6 6 0) 4
Alaska %J 6,359 1 0 3 6 2 5 6 1,313 i*,91*3 1*,508 1*,508 330 105 1*35
Arizona 33,565 3 5 7 3 3 2 0 8 6 8 9 7 2 6 3 1 1 2 1 8 5 0 l*,ll*3 3 1 8 26,311
Arkansas 33,208 8 33,200 977 32,223 19,303 i*,l*89 23,792 1*,030 i*,030 8 0 6 0 3 7 1 (619) 371

California 553,619 4,705 51*8 9 1 3 6 5 ,01*0 1*8 3 8 7 3 98,909 11*0,296 . 239,205 11*,0 1U 16,1*69 30,1*83 1 9 3 8 5 1 9 4 8 0 0 (28,147) 1 0 / 2 1 4 1 8 5

Colorado 35,991 6 0 9 3 5 3 8 2 3 0 9 6 3 2 2 8 6 11*,9 7I* 2,213 51*5 17,732 8 1 8 1 6 0 1 8 ll*,199 1 2 5 2 3 0 (95) 355
Connecticut 1*9,215 99 1*9,311* 1 0 1 5 6 3 9 1 5 8 1*,511 2,099 2 9 9 8 0 36,590 301* 5 6I* 868 1,700 1,700
Delaware 2 J 15,1*51* 1 15,1*53 1 2 8 2 ii* 1 7 1 3,881 955 6,31+2 11,178 8 0 5 8 0 5 2 1 8 8 2 1 8 8

Florida 155,983 1,076 157,059 1 0 7 7 8 11*6 2 8 1 7,157 17,1*93 . 2l*,650 371 58 1*29 8 7 7 5 3 33.41*9 (27,467) 121,202
Georgia 1*0,138 1*0,138 5 0 3 1 3 5 1 0 7 9,595 13,619 1,500 2U.711* 5,010 753 5,763 4 6 3 0 4 6 3 0

Hawaii 12,222 . 12,222 m 12,222 11,011 11,011 ll*l 1,070 1,211
Idaho 1 7 ,521* 201 1 7 7 2 5 2 6 8 8 1 5 0 3 7 8,971 1,630 1 0 6 0 1 3 7 7 0 666 ■*,1*36 *

Illinois 867,1*6!* 2 6 8 0 261*,78l* 1*0 ,701* 2 2U 08 0 1 1*5 5 6 0 39,033 3 8 1 l8U,97i* 28,61*5 3,523 3 2 1 6 8 6 9 3 8 6 9 3 8

Indiana 8 1 1 3 0 3,003 78,127 1 3 3 2 8 61*,799 30,115 5,529 35,61*1* 19,701 9,1*51* 29,155
Iowa 91,726 3 8 5 9 2 1 1 1 3 6 0 2 8 8 5 0 9 37,603 7,61*6 1*5,21*9 31,029 12,231 1*3 2 6 0 . (8,576)
Kansas 1*5,389 n s 1*5,507 6,1*73 39,034 3**,111 3,967 38,078 320 320 6 3 6 (88) 6 3 6

Kentucky 78,1*61 . 78,1*61 5,329 73,132 1*7,937 l,3l*l 1 0 8 7 7 60,155 12,977 1 12,977 .
Louisiana 25,651 1*1*5 2 6 0 9 6 5,781 20,315 11,617 3,739 570 15,926 3,073 1,316 4 3 8 9 (1,016)
Maine 15,070 83 15,153 724 11*,1*29 1 0 8 9 0 992 1 7 6 6 13,61*8 575 2 0 6 7 8 1 .
Maryland 183,1*69 2,697 126,166 8,991 117,175 1*1*,303 19,659 7 1 5 1 71,U3 1 3 ,91*2 1 6 ,031* 2 9 9 7 6 1 6 0 8 6 (2,517) l6 0 8 6

Massachusetts 55,109 861* 5l*,21*5 16,305 37,91*0 30,798 5,605 36,1*03 1*69 1 0 6 8 1 5 3 7 .
Michigan 1 5 8 6 9 8 7,167 11*5,531 22,371 123,160 1*1 0 0 8 5,189 1 2 8 2 6 59,023 1*0 8 2 8 23,309 64,137
Minnesota 7**,831 1,168 73 069 10,732 62,337 27,637 1* 20 8 2 8 6 2 3U,707 1 9 6 9 0 5,1*23 25,U3 2,517 2,517
Mississippi 23,958 20 23,938 U,l*39 19A99 2,1*27 l* 8 6 0 7,287 12,212 12,212 (23)

Missouri 80,168 3 9 0 9 76,259 1*,368 7 1 8 9 1 65,022 6 8 6 9 71,891 1 1

Montana 15,605 . 15,605 2,200 13,1*05 6,61+9 2,151 8,800 i*,089 1*75 L,56L 1*1 . (1,673) 1+1
Nebraska 28,535 1 7 28,552 2 6 3 3 25,919 1 3 6 9 1 1,132 1*12 15,235 5,826 1*,858 10,68L . (2,162)
Nevada 18,667 1*6 1 8 6 2 1 3,270 15,351 5 1 9 1 2 8 0 0 7,991 7,360 7 3 6 0

New Hampshire 15,506 1*1* 15,1*62 l,70l* 13,758 8 ,71*1 1,568 1 9 8 3 1 2 2 9 2 8 0 0 666 1,466
New Jersey 2¡ 11*1,71*8 1 ,81*9 11*3,597 17,055 1 2 6 ,51*2 1 7 ,1*87 12,61*8 30,135 6,353 3,l*0l* 9,757 8 6 6 5 0 . . 8 6 6 5 0
New Mexico 80,187 8 9Ú 21,081 3,322 17,759 5 8 9 7 1*,61*6 10,51*3 5,803 1,1*13 7,216 . (8,100)
New York 2¡ 270,11*8 81*7 269,301 1*0,657 228,61*1* 5 6 7 0 6 22,51*5 3 8 5 3 1 117,782 39,81*8 23,070 6 2 9 1 8 4 7 9 4 4 * 4 7 9 4 4

North Carolina 85,033 13 8 5 0 2 0 6,66U 7 8 3 5 6 6 8 1 1 9 10,237 . 78,356 .
North Dakota 16,727 101 16,626 8 8 2 1 5 ,71*1* 8 9 3 9 937 9,876 3,6Ll 1,31*7 4 9 8 8 880 . (1 6 8 ) 8 80
Ohio 177,81*1* 1 3 6 9 5 164,149 18,525 11*5 ,6 2 1* 3 5 1 7 1 5 1 5 3 2 ,731* 37,766 7 7 3 6 9 30,1*89 107,858 .
Oklahoma 7!*,503 2 8 74,531 8,110 66,1*21 ll*,227 9 8 0 2 2 !* 0 2 9 1 3 ,1 2 1* l*,351 17,475 24,917 (25,324) 2 4 9 1 7

Oregon 5!*,81*9 1*05 5U,1*1*1* 8,1*10 1*6,031* 18,293 5 1 9 1 l*,3l*9 27,833 9,1*87 5,135 14,622 3 5 7 9 (44) 3,579
Pennsylvania 165,590 1,569 167,159 17,1*23 11*9,736 108,513 1 6 6 1 7 2 1* 6 0 6 11*9,736
Rhode Island ll*,503 10 14,493 1,7**3 12,750 3,190 6 3 8 3,752 7,580 26 89 115 5,055 5,055
South Carolina 17,638 1,668 19,306 1*,1*72 11*,831* 13,11*3 1 3 9 5 l!*,538 296 2 9 6

South Dakota 17,31*2 3U 17,376 1,376 16,000 8,739 7 1 9 9 ,1*58 5 ,6 5!* 888 6,542 .
Tennessee 68,855 30 6 8 8 2 5 6 9 6 6 6 1 8 5 9 29,752 8 3 0 2 7,000 1*5 ,051* 5,1*38 330 5,768 10,719 318 (13,611) 11,037
Texas 339,858 l*,190 31*1*,01*8 22,925 321,123 152,21*0 1 6 0 0 5 168,21*5 32,722 32,722 1 2 0 1 5 6 (15,171) 1 2 0 1 5 6
Utah 12,657 1*51 1 2 2 0 6 3,198 9,008 5,365 1 5 6 1 6 9 2 6 955 5 8 6 1,541 5 4 1 (194) 541

Vermont 17,898 325 18,217 l,0 8l 17,136 7,37U 2,131 1*,121 13,626 2 8 0 2 330 3,132 3 7 8 378
Virginia 107,399 13 107,1*12 15,277 92,135 8 1 * 1 6 9 2,1*22 86,591 5,51*1* 5,544 . . .
Washington 110,000 1,527 111,527 13,263 98,261* 2l*,992 21,61*2 516 U7,150 8 90 3 3I 1,221 41,209 8,684 (1,189) 1 0 / 4 9 8 9 3
West Virginia 5 1 ,1 9 1* 2 2 6 50,968 2,300 1*8,668 37,71*5 978 9,9l*5 1*8,668 (2 8 6)
Wisconsin 7 5 9 0 5 2,235 73,670 11,71*9 61,921 26,833 10,953 1 2 6 8 39,051* 12,717 7,631* 2 0 3 5 1 2,516 (115) 1 0 / 2 5 1 6
Wyoming 10,1*15 1*62 10,877 2,33** 8,51*3 7,525 8 1 6 8 ,31*1 . 202 (25) 202
Dist. of Col. 22,986 591 22,335 2 1 2 9 2 0 2 0 6 < * * 7 6 8 2 7 6 8 2 12,524 (731) 1 2 5 2 4

Total 1*,068,792 27,337 1*,035,l*5l* 1*75,552 3,559,902 1,1*77,737 1*56,950 213,935 2 ,11*8 6 2 2 1|60,005 205,287 6 6 5 2 9 2 459,622 286,366 (139,001) 7 4 5 9 8 8

1/ See table MV 2 for details of receipts.
2/ Collection expenses in many States include service charges deducted by county and local collectors.

Amounts shown in some States include pro rata costs of administering motor fuel tax laws. Amount for Hawaii not
reported.

2/ Motor vehicle revenues are either dedicated for specific purposes or placed with other highway user revenues
in a common fund from which a distribution is made. This table includes both specific dedications and pro rata motor
vehicle revenue portion of the amounts distributed from the common fund.

h Includes direct expenditures by States on local roads and streets as well as grants in aid. In many States,
funds allotted for county and township roads may ultimately have been used in part for municipal streets. Entries
include amounts used for service of obligations for local roads.

¿/ Former county roads are under State control in Ala. (ten counties), Del., N.C., Va. (all but two counties),
and W. Va.

6/ The amounts shown do not necessarily constitute diversions from highway use requiring a penalty under the

Hayden Cartwright Act of 193L. Such diversions can be determined only after analysis in the light of State laws
in force in 1 9 3 *̂

J Allocations for local general purposes may have been used in part for highways, but such amounts were
not reported.

8/ Gross nonhighway allocations of motor vehicle and motor carrier revenues were offset, in the amounts
shown, against appropriations for highways out of State general funds, and the amounts so offset are included
with allocations for State and local highway purposes.

2 J In Alaska, Del., N.J., N.Y., and R.I., motor vehicle revenues were placed in the State general fund,
where they were made available for highway and other purposes as indicated herein.

10/ The nonhighway allocations of vehicle license fees in Calif, and motor vehicle excise taxes in Wash,
(see table MV 2, footnote 7), and registration fees in Wis. were in lieu of personal property taxes formerly
imposed on motor vehicles.
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DISPOSITION OF STATE MOTOR FUEL TAX RECEIPTS 1971

Compiled for the calendar year (In thousands of dollars)
TABLE MF 3 

SEPTEMBER 1972

STATE

NET
TOTAL

RECEIPTS
OF

CALENDAR
YEAR
1/

ADJUST
MENTS
DUE TO
UNDIS
TRIBUTED
BALANCES,
FUNDS IN
TRANSIT,
ETC.

RECEIPTS
AVAILABLE

FOR
DISTRI
BUTION

FOR
COLLEC
TING
MOTOR
FUEL
TAXES
AND
FEES
2/

FOR STATE ADMINISTERED HIGHWAYS FOR LOCAL ROADS AND STREETS 4/ FOR NONHIGHWAY PURPOSES 6/

NET
FUNDS

distrib
uted

CAPITAL
OUTLAY,
MAINTE
NANCE
AND

ADMINIS
TRATION

HIGHWAY
LAW

ENFORCE
MENT
AND
SAFETY

SERVICE
OF

OBLIGA
TIONS

FOR STATE
HIGHWAYS

TOTAL

COUNTY
AND
TOWN
SHIP
ROADS
1/

MUNICIPAL
STREETS TOTAL

STATE
GENERAL
PURPOSES

LOCAL
GENERAL
PURPOSES
1/

OFFSET BY
GENERAL

FUNDS FOR
HIGHWAYS
(NON ADDI

TIVE)
§/

TOTAL

127,933 Ikl 127,792 1 ,51*1* 1 2 6 ,21*8 3 6 1 8 9 4 5 2 7 2 0 5 6 7 6 1 2 8 3 5 7 5 4 9 7,416 64,965 . (425)
7,982 51*8 8 5 3 0 23 8 5 0 7 7 7 5 9 7 7 5 9 5 6 7 I8I 748
74,196 1 5 7 8 7 2 6 1 8 1 ,51*5 71,073 3 5 8 8 7 7,849 4 3 7 3 6 1 5 2 5 4 1 2 0 8 3 27,337

Arkansas 83,758 81*6 8 2 9 1 2 1 2 6 2 8 1 6 5 0 55,049 2,204 5 7 2 5 3 12,044 12,045 2 4 0 8 9 308 (937) 30 8

6 7 8 9 8 9 1 2 8 0 1 6 6 6 1 8 8 2,1*03 6 6 3 7 8 5 345,636 3 4 5 6 3 6 173,550 144,332 317,882 2 6 7 2 6 7

8 1 8 9 5 8 1 8 9 5 6,865 75,030 43,118 6,104 1,566 5 0 7 8 8 1 8 0 0 8 6,234 24,242
117,507 5 2U 1 1 6 9 8 3 1*1*6 1 1 6 5 3 7 68,641 1 0 8 2 9 1 4 1 7 6 93,646 4,622 8,583 13,205 9,686 9,686

Delaware 2/ 21,103 21,103 53 21,050 5,765 1,420 9,419 16,6o4 1,195 1,195 3 2 5 1 1 3 2 5 1

2,373 27**,257 1 7 8 8 2 7 2 ,1*69 190,884 985 17,503 209,372 3 8 5 0 3 7,483 45,986 17,111 17,111
l87,5Ul 1 8 7 ,51*1 8 7 1 1 8 6 6 7 0 8 2 8 9 9 1,021 12,952 96,872 4 3 2 8 6 6,508 49,794 40,004

Hawaii 13.Ì53 8 7 6 11*,0 2 9 (s/) ll*,029 7,296 263 6,119 13,678 112 112 239
Idaho 2 9 ,2 6U 11U 29,150 1 2 3 29,027 17,028 2 0 9 2 * 1 9 1 2 0 6 7 1 6 3,191 9,907

3Ul,Ol*3 21*2 31*1,285 8 9 2 31*0,393 1 2 1 2 8 2 _ 317 121,599 1 2 1 7 0 7 96,463 2 1 8 1 7 0 624 624
219,797 6,996 2 1 2 8 0 1 36 8 212,1*33 106,203 12,965 1 1 9 1 6 8 5 8 0 8 9 33,249 9 1 3 3 8 1,927
1 0 5 6 6 5 287 105,952 7 8 6 105,166 52,557 499 53,056 3 7 0 7 1 15,039 52,110

Kansas 87,101 1 0 8 9 86,012 1*06 85,606 50,116 4,338 54,454 16,1*66 13,734 30,200 952

1 1 1*,1*91 1 111*,1*90 551* 113,936 79,966 1,144 1 8 2 8 2 99,392 1 4 5 4 4 1 4 5 4 4

Louisiana 1 2 9 ,1*1*8 1*21 129,027 9 1 8 128,Í09 72,113 130 25,064 97,307 21,779 9,023 3 0 8 0 2 (1,954) *
1*2 ,821* 8 9 2 1*1,932 2,003 39,929 30,140 2,742 4,886 37,768 1 5 9 1 570 2 1 6 1 i

Maryland 1 2 2 2 2 6 113 122,339 1,797 120,51*2 42,593 20,341 62,934 1 8 5 5 9 2 3 5 8 4 42,143 15,465 ■ 15,U65

1 5 0 0 1 1 1 9 2 1 1*9 8 1 9 6 8 1 11*9,138 79,179 11,733 48,492 139,4o4 6 9 7 4 2 7 6 0 9,734
Michigan 2 8 3 8 0 0 31*9 2 8!*,11*9 1 9 8 8 2 8 2 1 6 1 97,889 56 0 30,617 1 2 9 0 6 6 9 7 4 5 7 5 5 6 3 8 153,095 (1 5 )
Minnesota 1 3 3 5 8 6 378 1 3 3 ,961* 5 8 7 133,377 68,4 n 10,426 7,089 8 5 9 8 6 3 5 1 3 0 1 1 9 7 9 47,109 •
Mississippi 95,773 l*,l*19 9 1 ,351* 1,771 89,583 53,229 1,020 12,276 66,525 21,603 1 4 5 5 23,058

Missouri 125,1*63 125,1*63 5 9 5 3 119,510 85,488 9,032 94,520 6,247 1 8 7 4 3 24,990
Montana 31,860 1 31,859 3 1 5 31,51*1* 27,326 1 2 1 8 28,544 1,200 1 8 0 0 3,000
Nebraska 69,993 15 70,008 9 5 69,913 35,681 4 4 4 1,732 37,857 1 7 6 5 4 14,402 3 2 0 5 6

Nevada 21,573 9 21,561* 3 2 2 21,21*2 16,542 16,542 3 2 9 0 1,410 4 7 0 0

New Hampshire 27,885 112 27,997 100 27,897 1 8 5 1 2 2 0 7 8 4,201 24,791 1 6 9 4 1,412 3 1 0 6

New Jersey 217,993 _ 217,993 8 5 1 217,11*2 27,841 2 0 6 0 8 11,234 59,683 1 0 7 1 6 5,547 1 6 2 6 3 1 4 1 1 9 6 7 .
New Mexico U6,676 355 1*6,321 9 0 2 1*5 ,1*19 36,678 1 5 6 3 658 38,899 2,040 2,0l*0 l*,U8o
New York Jg/ 399,331 52 399,383 9 6 1 3 9 8 ,1*22 114,930 1 9 9 1 4 78,093 212,937 42,135 46,179 88,314 97,171

North Carolina 21*0 2 8 5 21*0,285 5 6 1 3 2 3 4 6 7 2 178,182 1 7 1 1 8 26,848 222,148 12,524 12,524 ■
North Dakota 22,176 365 2 1 8 1 1 1 5 2 2 1 6 5 9 1 2 2 5 8 1 2 8 6 13,544 5,807 2,147 7,954 I6I I6I
Ohio 331,859 5,379 337,238 977 3 3 6 2 6 1 1 6 2 6 9 7 3 0 3 2 4 59,175 252,196 48,571 35,494 84,065
Oklahoma 99,016 1*36 9 8 5 8 0 1,030 9 7 5 5 0 5 5 6 0 2 3,198 5 8 8 0 0 36,014 2,736 38,750 ■ (1*995)

Oregon 75,12U 1 9 8 75,322 17l* 75,148 31,387 5,072 7,461 43,920 16,276 8,812 2 5 0 8 8 6,l4o (75) 6,l4o
Pennsylvania 393,952 -3,31*0 3 9 0 6 1 2 1 ,91*2 388,670 224,624 34,400 50,936 309,960 48,800 29,910 78,710
Rhode Island 2/ 29,392 . 29,392 22U 29,168 6,420 1,519 8 9 2 7 16,866 6 1 211 272 ■ 12,030
South Carolina 100,619 100,619 1*86 100,133 76,101 7,630 83,731 12,658 1 2 6 5 8 3,251 4 9 3 (135)

South Dakota 27,1*90 1,102 26,388 271 26,117 2 0 9 6 2 1 6 0 8 22,570 3,265 2 8 2 3,547
^Tennessee 166,319 367 165,952 1*10 165,542 58,405 6,116 64,521 50,018 22,391 72,409 2 8 6 1 2 (4lo)
Texas 336,836 1,763 335,073 3,283 331,790 2 2 7 8 9 7 12,993 17 240,907 7,283 7,283 8 3 6 0 0

Utah 1*0 6 0 8 3** 1*0,61*2 721* 39,918 28,471 3,l8l 31,652 5,068 3 1 1 3 8,181 85 *

Vermont 19,072 , 19,072 38 19,034 8,191 2,368 4,577 15,136 3,112 3 6 7 3,479 419 419
Virginia 167,119 5 0 3 l66,6l6 1,075 165,541 149,378 2 2 8 2 151,660 2 3 3 0 1 1 5 5 1 13,881 ■
Washington 11*6,873 11*6,873 6 6 3 146,210 6 7 0 8 3 19,442 86,525 43,424 1 6 2 6 1 59,685
West Virginia 65,1*50 1 3 0 65,320 30 8 6 5 0 1 2 51,317 173 13,522 65,012

Wisconsin 11*1,771 _ 11*1,771 1,121 140,650 72,675 2,505 3,440 78,620 34,496 20,709 55,205 1 0/ 6 8 2 5 (312) 6 8 2 5

Wyoming 19,329 6 7 19,396 76 19,320 10,170 995 11,165 5,568 2 5 8 7 8,155 *
Dist. of Col. 16,882 1 7 7 16,705 8 1 6 6 9 7 1 6 6 9 7 1 6 6 9 7 *

Total 6 ,9 0 1 9 1 6 1 2 7 5 3 9 6,874,377 57,71*8 6 ,8 1 6 6 2 9 3,554,707 261,162 549,243 4,365,112 1 ,2 2 6 8 6 8 1 750,070 1,976,938 462,781 1 1 7 9 8 (9,427) 474,579

1/ See table MF 1 for details of receipts.
2/ Where no entry appears, funds for administering the motor fuel tax laws were allocated from general

revenues. Amounts shown in some States include pro rata costs of administering motor vehicle laws. Amount for
Hawaii not reported.

Jj Motor fuel taxes are either dedicated for specific purposes or placed with other highway user revenues
in a common fund from which a distribution is made. This table includes both specific dedications and pro rata
motor fuel tax portion of the amounts distributed from the common fund.

hj Includes direct expenditures by States on local roads and streets as well as grants in aid. In many
States, funds allotted for county and township roads may ultimately have been used in part for municipal
streets.

j>/ Former county roads are under State control in Ala. (ten counties), Del., N.C., Va. (all but two
counties), and W. Va.

6/ The amounts shown do not necessarily constitute diversions from highway use requiring a penalty under
the terms of the Hayden Cartwright Act of 193**. Such diversions can be determined only after analysis in the
light of State laws in force in 193L

JJ Allocations for local general purposes may have been used in part for highways, but such amounts were
not reported.

8/ Gross nonhighway allocation of motor fuel revenues were offset, in the amounts shown, against appro
priations for highways out of State general funds, and the amounts so offset are included with allocations for
State and local highway purposes.

Q/ in Alaska, Del., N.J., N.Y., and R.I., motor fuel revenues were placed in the State general fund,
where they were made available for highway and other puiyoses as indicated herein.

10/ Allocations to towns, villages, and cities in lieu of personal property tax formerly imposed on motor
vehicles.
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION NEWS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

The Federal Highway Administration has begun a research effort

to find ways to advise motorists of safe driving speeds during foggy

weather conditions, Acting Federal Highway Administrator Ralph R.

Bartelsmeyer announced today.

The research study will be done by the Oregon State Highway
Division under a 27 month, $262,609 contract. The objective is to
develop preliminary design specifications for a speed advisory system
which will inform drivers of the current operating speed of traffic on
the road ahead when visibility is reduced by adverse weather.

Research and Development in Highway Transportation, which was set up
earlier this year to tackle problems of high priority facing highway
officials in line with President Nixon’s increased emphasis on trans­
portation research.

these accidents are more likely to result in multiple vehicle collisions
A recent study showed that two-thirds of all accidents involving nine or
more vehicles in California occurred during fog. The National Trans
portation Safety Board has estimated that the elimination of the fog
accident problem offers the potential saving of some 900 lives, thousand 
of injuries, and an estimated half-billion dollars in economic losses
annually.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE FRIDAY A.M.
October 20, 1972

FHWA 84 72
(202) 426 0677

The study is part of the Federally Coordinated Program of

Although only three percent of all accidents occur during fog,

(more)
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The contract effort will be directed toward providing advisory
information to the driver for guiding his actions in fog. No attempts
will be made to control or disperse the fog. Methods for dispersing
fog are at present still quite experimental and often unsuccessful on
even limited areas such as a single airport runway.

Therefore, this study is predicated on the assumption that the
fog will exist at various road locations and that the problem is to
give motorists sufficient information about what is happening on the
road ahead so that they can travel through foggy areas safely with the
minimum delay.

Such an advisory system may involve a very simple fog/no-fog 
detector coupled with a speed sensor and a simple roadside sign indi
cating an advisory speed set close to the mean speed of traffic, one
fourth to one mile ahead.

A more compelling visual display may be desirable to bring about
the needed change in motorists speeds. A system of flashing pacer lights,
much like a movie theater marquee, may accomplish this change. The logic
devices for controlling the system may be interconnected so that no unit
calls for a speed that is more than 10 to 20 mph higher than the unit
immediately downstream from it except under exceptionally critical condi­
tions. Using such an approach traffic may be slowed gradually, reducing 
multi-vehicle secondary accidents which become more common under reduced 
visibility conditions.

A simulated freeway section, 24 feet wide containing a vertical
curve to partially conceal the "fog,T section will be set up on an existing 
road in a closed off area of the E.E. Wilson Game Management Refuge Area 
near Corvallis, Oregon. Fog generation equipment will be installed so
that test drivers may be employed for a series of controlled experiments.
Mr. Dwayne Hofstetter, of the Oregon State Highway Division Traffic
Section, will direct the research.

If results from controlled field testing are positive then on road 
testing with actual traffic is contemplated.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

Washington, D.C. 20590

Official Business

PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE, «300

POSTAGE AND F E E S PAID
FEDERAL H IG H W A Y

A D M IN ISTRA TIO N
DOT 512
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

D E R A L H I G H W A Y

I NEWS
A D M I N I S T R A T I O N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY F H W A 8 3 7 2
O c t o b e r 1 1 , 1 9 7 2 ( 2 0 2 ) 4 2 6 0 6 4 8

In a m ove designed to provide grea ter cla rity and in creased

safety, the F ederal Highway A dm in istration 's Bureau of M otor

C a rr ie r Safety has rev ised and strengthened requirem ents of the

M otor C a rr ie r Safety Regulations concern ing coupling d evices and

towing m ethods.

The ob jective of one change is to elim inate the p oss ib ility of
total separation of the towed unit from the towing unit by prohibiting
the attachm ent of safety chains to the pintle hook casting or forging
of the towing veh icle . The other change updates the re feren ce to
the SAE Standard applicable to hitches and coupling system s in
driveaw ay tow aw ay operations.

BMCS D irector R obert A . Kaye said, "The im position of a 
higher standard for com m erica l operations seem s c le a r ly w arranted
in light of the higher rate of com m erc ia l driveaw ay tow aw ay operation s,
and the heavy duty uses to which equipm ent em ployed in those
operations is subjected . "

The rev ised regulations w ill becom e effective July 1, 1973.

# # #
50324
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR SUNDAY RELEASE
O c t o b e r 2 2 , 1972

FHWA 77 72
(202) 426 0648

The Federal Highway Adm inistration today announced that

for the 1973 74 academ ic year, it will award 45 fellowships

worth approxim ately $5, 000 each for graduate study in traffic

engineering with emphasis on highway safety.

Acting Federal Highway A dm inistrator R. R. B arte lsm eyer
said that, "The ob jective of the program is to a ss is t State and loca l
agencies to develop the expert manpower needed to ca rry out their
resp ective highway safety p rog ra m s. P re fe ren ce will be given to
present em ployees of State, county and city governm ents who are
interested in im proving their knowledge and capabilities in highway
safety. Students will be allowed to choose their un iversit ies , providing
that these un iversities have high level p rogram s in highway and tra ffic
engineering with em phasis on highway safety standards. "

Authorized by the 1966 Highway Safety A ct , the fellowship program
is adm inistered by FHWA's National Highway Institute in cooperation
with the FHWA O ffice of Highway Safety.

Application form s will be available from FHWA Regional and 
Division O ffices and from the O ffices of the G overn ors ' Highway Safety
Representatives on or about N ovem ber 1, 1972.

# # # 50288
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY

I NEWS
ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590
FOR RELEASE SATURDAY A.M.
October 28, 1972 FHWA 87 72 (202 426 0677)

With an increase in both passenger car and truck registrations

anticipated in every State, the nationwide motor vehicle registrations

in 1972 are expected to total 117,606,000, an increase of 4,606,875 over

last year s 112,999,125, the Department of Transportation s Federal

Highway Administration announced today.

The estimated 4.1 percent rise over the 1971 registrations reflect

the Nation s sustained high level of economic activity.

Passenger car registrations are expected to reach 96,397,000 by
year end, a 3.9 percent increase over 1971, and trucks and buses should
total 21,209,000, a 5.0 percent gain over 1971.

The perennial leader in numbers of motor vehicles registered,
California, is expected to have 12.8 million, followed by 7.3 million in
Texas, 7.1 million in New York, 6.3 million in Ohio, and 6.2 million in
Pennsylvania. Illinois will have more than 5.5 million, and in both
Florida and Michigan registrations will exceed 4 million. New Jersey and
North Carolina occupy the 3 million class, while those with 2 million
include Alabama, Georgia, Indiana, Maryland, Massachusetts, Minnesota,
Missouri, Tennessee, Virginia, Washington, and Wisconsin. There will be
13 additional States with registrations of more than 1 million.

The 10 leading States account for 62.1 million motor vehicles or 52.8
percent of the National total.

Motorcycle registration growth is expected to be somewhat lower than
in 1971, but the increment should be about 442 thousand, a 13.2 percent
increase over 1971. The motorcycle totals include all registered motor
cycles, motor bicycles, and motor scooters. Most States do not separate
them in their records.

The State by State estimate of 1972 registrations is shown on the
reverse side of this page.

(more)
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ESTIMATE OF 1972 MOTOR-VEHICLE REGISTRATIONS1
TABLE ES V

OCTOBER 1972

STATE

AUTOMOBILES TRUCKS AND BUSES TOTAL MOTOR VEHICLES MOTORCYCLES

REGISTERED1971 ESTIMATEDI972 PERCENT
INCREASE19721971 REGISTERED1971 ESTIMATEDI972 PERCENT

INCREASE19721971 REGISTERED1971 ESTIMATEDI972 PERCENT
INCREASE1972I97I REGISTERED1971 ESTIMATED1972 STATE

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas

1,656,566101,72L892,793751,368
1,733,000107,000944.000775.000

4.65-25 73 1
436,40548,931292,179324,005

465.000 53,000313.000338.000
6.68.37.14.3

2.092.971150,6551.184.9721,075,373
2.198.000160,0001.257.0001.113.000

5.06.26.13.5
51,9349,63942,88623,795

59.00011.00050.00026.000
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas

California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware

10,234,1721,177,3721,626,602264,079
10,590,0001,252,0001,690,000270,000

3-56.33 92.2
2,133,009370,226164,40952,433

2,230,000395.000168.000 55,ooo
4.56.72.24 9

12,367,1811,547,5981,791,011316,512
12,820,0001.647.0001.858.000325,000

3.76 .43 72.7
614,63757,00743,0255,970

625,00068.00053.000 7,000
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware

Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho

3,917,8872,194,073375,494 353,799
4.118.0002.307.000392.000363.000

5-15-14.42.6
616,413558,83150,725155,404

670.000592.00053,ooo163.000
8.75-94.54.9

4,534,3002,752,904426,219509,203
4.788.0002.899.000445.000526.000

5.65-34.43-3
122,02065,98810,03332,027

140,00078.00011.000 37,000
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas

4,707,1412,340,0251,423,4551,155,21(6
4.853.0002.394.0001.450.0001.184.000

3-12-31 92.5
709,880562,497418,225443,863

745.000580.000433.000463.000
4 93.13-54.3

5,417,0212,902,5221,841,6801,599,109
5.598.0002.974.0001.883.0001.647.000

3.32.52.23.0
135,49288,92079,06574,525

151,00098.00095.000 94,000
Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas

Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland

1,444,9471,1+34,818431,8311,731,387
1,515,0001.480.000453,0001.830.000

4.83-14.95-7
415,o4o397,467 104,984271,589

443.000414.000109.000291.000
6.74.23 87.1

1,859,9871,832,285536,8152,002,976
1,958,0001.894.000562,0002.121.000

5-33 44.75-9
29,59734,03512,68334,755

33.00038.00015.00041.000
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland

Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi

2,431,5004,052,2181,814,894865,301
2.543.0004.219.0001.865.000906,000

4.64.12.84.7
268,293687,421478,584310,535

279.000730.000495.000325.000
4.06.23.44.7

2,699,7934, 739,639 2,293,4781,175,836
2,822,0004.949.0002.360.0001.231.000

4.54.42.94.7
52,707193,98489,22620,351

60.000 224,00098.00024.000
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi

Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

1,949,489328,026747,232278,515
2,019,000335.000777.000296.000

3-62.14.06.3
548.461182,670285.461 94,215

584.000192.000 298,00099,000
6.55.14.45-1

2,497,950510,6961,032,693372,730
2,603,000527,0001,075,000395,000

k .23.24.16.0
67,75529,95838,48019,306

82,00035,00044.00021.000
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York

313,9993,357,866465,5576,162,960
325.0003.485.000486.0006.323.000

3-53-84.42.6
61,437379,442195,572727,884

64,000389.000208.000 746,000
4.22-56.42.5

375,4363,737,308661,1296,890,844
389.0003.874.000694.0007.069.000

3-63.75.02.6
12,67357,35227,43777,742

15,00068.00032.00080.000
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York

North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma

2,364,498278,0095,344,1591,265,467
2,510,000286,0005.557.0001.320.000

6.22.94.04.3
637,022166,057698,950524,016

675.000173.000718.000552.000
6.0U.22.75.3

3,001,520444,0666,043,1091,789,483
3.185.000459,0006.275.0001.872.000

6.13-43.84.6
60,36813,318152,08871,171

72.00016.000 177,00085.000
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma

Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina

1,165,6055,214,078451,4671,119,200
1,223,0005.420.000472,0001.158.000

4.93-94.53-5
266,127797,18057,580263,765

277.000824.000 61,000277.000
4.13.45.95.0

1,431,7326,011,258509,0471,382,965
1.500.0006.244.000533,0001.435.000

4.83 94.73-8
69,769147,39513,23119,053

81.000 167,00016.00022.000
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina

South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah

299,6961,703,7565,335,492513,572
311.0001.764.0005.560.000540.000

3-83.54.25.1
141,993431,8791,648,777197,695

149.000452.0001,740,000213.000
4.94.75.57.7

441,6892,135,6356,984,269711,267
460.0002.216.0007.300.000753.000

4.13 84.55-9
13,89757,698186,18337,782

17.00069.000 223,00045.000
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah

Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia

193,9172,013,4271,656,103623,533
205,0002,115,0001,700,000632,000

5-75.02.71.4
43,236396,789507,014202,621

47,000425.000542.000215.000
8.77.16.96.1

237.153 2,410,2162,163,117826.154
252,0002.540.0002.242.000847,000

6.35 43-62.5
8,99140.984 74,70346.984

11,00049.00085.00054.000
Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia

Wisconsin
Wyoming
Dist. of Col.

1,871,490163,966239,281 1,932,000170.000243.000 3.23 71.6 358,68493,37120,827 367,00099.00021.000 2-36.00.8 2,230,174257,337260,108 2,299,000269.000264.000 3-14.51-5 60,12212,4783,960 66.00014.000 5,000 Wisconsin
Wyoming
Dist. of Col.

Total 92,799,052 96,397,000 3 9 20,200,073 21,209,000 5-0 112,999,125 117,606,000 4.1 3,345,179 3,787,000 Total

1/ These estimates were made by the Federal Highway Administration on the basis of State reports of vehicle registrations in the early months of 1972 and information available on current trends, vehicle
production, and other factors. They include both privately owned and publicly owned vehicles, except those owned by the military services. Registrations shown for 1971 are from table MV 1, 1971.
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

f b d k r a l h ig h w a y a d m in is t r a t io n
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE FHWA 86 72
November 7y 1972 (202) 426 0677

Robert Thomas Adams, a veteran of nearly three decades of

government service, is a quiet and articu la te man who speaks in a

low and deliberate voice.

As Chief of the Federal Highway Administration’ s Transportation

Economics D ivision, O ffice of Program and Policy Planning, he is responT

sib le for administering the Economic Growth Center Highway Demonstration

Program. This is a comparatively new program designed to re v ita liz e

and d ivers ify the economy of rural areas and smaller communities through

the development o f growth centers.

Congress appropriated $50 m illion for each of fis c a l years 19i7;2 t̂̂ ?
19-73 to develop and maintain these centers. The funds are to be used
in urban areas of less than 100,000 population to promote economic
development and to enable these centers to better serve the surrounding
rural population.

The scope of Mr. Adams’ job is indicated by the fact that a ll of
the States except one are involved in the program.
di ’Wo1J.jj a i .i ijj g r ,r i'anj:.: ■ [ i- f i B f n % d a ia s n i ia o d

On July 30, 1971, Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe,
emphasizing President Ninon’ s concern, and support, wrote to the Governors 
of each State, in v itin g them to recommend within 60 days economic growth
centers to be served by highway projects.

(more)
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Recommendations were promptly received from 49 States and
Puerto Rico.

In addition to his Economic Growth Center responsibilities,
Mr. Adams is involved in another project, ’’Intermodal Coordination 
Between Trucks and Trains,” which is designed to show highway advantages 
from advanced truck-rail technology.

In connection with this, Mr. Adams appeared before a joint
conference of the American Society of Civil Engineers and the American
Society of Mechanical Engineers in Seattle, Wash., in July 1971, and
his presentation was of such interest that it was printed as a 16 page
pamphlet.

Born in Savannah, Ga., November 19, 1913, Mr. Adams attended
Georgia State College from 1932-1934, and American University, 1944 1948,
where he received a B.S.A. in Accounting and Economics. He also did
graduate work at American University, 1956 1958.

Mr. Adams* long career in Government began in November 1942, when 
he was inducted into the Army, and he served until April 1944.

Following military service, he worked as a statistical clerk
with the U.S. Bureau of the Census, at the CAF 3 grade level, and as
an accounting clerk with the Office of Price Administration and Federal 
Trade Commission at the CAF 5 grade level.

Mr. Adams left the Government service between April,,1947, and
September 1948, to form his own public accounting firm of Porter, Adams 
and Carmer. He returned to Government in September 1948, with the Bureau 
of tabor Statistics, where he served as an economist and climbed to a
grade level classification of GS 13.

In January 1966, Mr. Adams joined the Department of Transportation 
Office of the Secretary, as a Staff Economist at a GS 14 level, later
attaining the grade of GS 15. He remained in this position until November 
1969 when he was promoted to Economist in FHWA’s Office of Policy Planning
at a GS 16 grade level, where he remained until March 1971, when he was
promoted to his present position.

Asked about his outside interest3 , he says:

,fMy hobbies are diversified. I am a photography bug, and I love
boating and fishing. A man can get lost in fishing; his mind is allowed 
to rest. I am always thrilled at the thought of being able to slip away 
to my own little retreat, my home in Martha’s Vineyard in Massachusetts.”

Concerning his own personal success his rise from a cobbler
in Harden’s Shoe Shop, in Savannah, Ga., in 1934 to a Super-Grade Executive 

he comments:
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”Well, I suppose you might say I have enjoyed some infinitesimal
success in the overall scope of things but there is so much more to be
accomplished. What is success? How is it measured? The degree of
involvement in our desensitized unemotional world today all plays a part
in the successful man.”

For others starting out on careers, he warns:

"Repeating the archaic phrase, there is no easy road to success,
no short cuts, at least for our people. The strong, the valiant, the
persistent might make it. After all, training and education gives you
a fighting chance, but does not guarantee your becoming a success. I
believe that the circumstances that put you in the right place at the
right time will to a large degree determine your role in life.”

Mr. Adams is married to the former Marguerite Hayes. They reside 
in Washington, D.C.

# # #
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY A.M. FHWA--89-72
November 8, 1972 (202) 426 0677

Motor vehicle speeds on the Nation’s highways, which have shown

a generally steady pattern of increase since 1943, continued their rise

last year, the Department of Transportation's Federal Highway Administration 

reported today.

The average of the speeds recorded in 1971 was 60.6 mph for all
free-moving vehicles on main rural roads, a 1.4 mph increase over the
previous year, according to a study conducted by 35 State highway depart­
ments and summarized by the Federal Highway Administration. The study
involved the collection of speed data for buses, trucks and passenger
cars on straight, open sections of main rural roads and urban streets
during periods of low traffic density when drivers traveled at desired
speeds.

More than 50 percent of the free-moving vehicles on straight, open
sections of main rural roads exceeded 60 mph in the majority of States,
and the percentage of vehicles exceeding 60 mph has nearly tripled in the
past 10 years. Speeds on main rural roads over the last 10 years have
increased about 8 mph with 14 percent of all vehicles now traveling over
70 mph. Approximately the same proportion exceeded 60 mph in 1956 when
the recorded speed was 50.6 mph. Of the continental States reporting,
Nevada reported the highest recorded speeds, 66.0 mph while West Virginia 
recorded the lowest, 52.7 mph.

The study also revealed that the average of the speeds recorded
on completed sections of the Interstate Highway System was 64.7 mph for
all vehicles, an increase of almost 1 mph over 1970. This speed also was
4.1 mph greater than the comparable speed on main rural roads, which in
cludes the Interstate System. Twenty-four percent of the vehicles on

(more)
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I n t e r s t a t e rou tes exceeded 70 mph, almost double the percent exceed in g
th at speed on main ru ra l roa d s . Approxim ately 70 percent o f the v e h i c l e s
t r a v e le d over 60 mph. Speeds on the completed s e c t io n s o f the ru ra l
I n t e r s t a t e System have in creased about 9 mph over the past 10 y ea rs .

Thé average o f the record ed speed o f 64.7 mph fo r a l l v e h i c l e s on
th e I n t e r s t a t e System was based upon speeds o f 66.3 mph f o r passenger
c a r s , 59.4 mph f o r t r u c k s , and 64.5 mph fo r buses . On the main ru ra l
roads the speed o f 60.6 mph fo r a l l v e h i c l e s was derived from the speeds
o f 62.0 mph fo r passenger c a r s , 56.1 mph fo r t r u c k s , and 60.2 mph fo r
b u s e s .

Copies o f the stu d y , T r a £ f io Speed Tr e n d s a r e a v a i la b le from
the Federal Highway A d m in is tra t io n , 400 Seventh S t r e e t , SW„, Washington,
D.C. 20590.

n # # 50436
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FIDERAI. HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

W ASHINGTON, D.C. 20590
FOR RELEASE FRIDAY A.M.
November 10, 1972 FHWA 90 72 (202 426 0677)

The U.S. Department of Transportation reported today that receipts

for highways by State highway departments and related agencies totaled

$18.5 billion in calendar year 1971. Expenditures totaled $17.7 billion.

The $18.5 billion total receipts included $2.6 billion in borrowed

funds and $5.0 billion in Federal aid.

Acting Federal Highway Administrator R. R. Bartelsmeyer said the

$5.0 billion Federal aid to the States accounted for 51 percent of the

$9.9 billion of total capital expenditures for highways by the States.

Some $4.2 billion of Federal aid and State funds were spent on the 42,500

mile Interstate System.

The $18.5 billion of State receipts for highways in 1971 was an
increase of 12.1 percent over 1970. Of the $18.5 billion total receipts,
State road user taxes provided $9.2 billion or 50 percent. Federal aid
funds, derived from Federal road user taxes, comprised $5.0 billion of the
total receipts, or 27 percent. Of the remainder, $889 million came from
tolls, $2.6 billion from proceeds of highway construction bonds, and $794
million from other sources.

Expenditures for current highway purposes totaled $16.9 billion in
1971, 7.0 percent higher than in 1970. Capital expenditures, including
roadway and bridge improvement and new construction, engineering, and
right of way costs, amounted to $9.9 billion, of which $4.2 billion was
for projects on the Interstate System and $4.5 billion for work on other
Federal aid systems.

Maintenance expenditures were $2.1 billion, while the costs of
administration, highway safety and law enforcement, and interest on high
way debt accounted for $2.4 billion. Grants in aid to local governments
for highway purposes (derived chiefly from State road user tax revenues)
amounted to $2.5 billion.

(more)
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Retirement of highway bonds during 1971 took $797 million, bringing

total disbursements to $17.7 billion. The $777 million excess of receipts
over disbursements was placed into highway fund reserves.

The $8.7 billion capital outlay expenditures on the Federal aid systems
not only includes the cooperative work involving Federal aid funds and State
and some local matching monies, but also includes work for which the 
entire cost was met from State agency funds.

Comparisons of receipts and disbursements for 1969, 1970, and 1971 
follows:

(Billions of dollars)
1969 1970 1971

Receipts:
State highway user tax revenue....... $8.2 $8.8 $9.2
Federal funds...................... 4.2 4.7 5.1
Other.............................. 1.5 1.7 1.6
Total current income............. 13.9 15.2 15.9

Construction bonds.................. 1.3 1.3 2.6
Total receipts................... 15.2 16.5 18.5

Disbursements :
Capital outlay:
Interstate System........... . 3.7 4.0 4.2
Other Federal aid systems......... 3.9 4.3 4.5
Other roads and streets........... 0.7 1.0 1.2
Subtotal........................ 8.3 9.3 9.9

Maintenance...................... 1.7 2.0 2.1
Administration and enforcement.... 1.4 1.5 1.8
Interest on debt........... . 0.5 0.6 0.6
Grants in aid to local governments. 2.2 2.4 2.5
Total current expenditures...... 14.1 15.8 16.9

Debt retirement.................. 0.7 0.7 0.8
Total disbursements............ 14.8 16.5 17.7

The data contained in the accompanying table SF 21 are drawn from
series of tables on State highway finance available from the Federal
Highway Administration. These and tables for 1971 on motor vehicles, motor
fuel, and mileage will appear in the Administrations annual publication
HIGHWAY STATISTICS, to be printed later this year.
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STATE RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS FOR HIGHWAYS SUMMARY 19711
Compiled for the calendar year v TABLE SF 21
from reports of State authorities (In thousands of dollars) OCTOBER 1972

RECEIPTS DISBURSEMENTS

STATE
HIGHWAY
USER
TAX

REVENUES
2/

OTHER
STATE

IMPOSTS,
GENERAL
FUND

REVENUES

FEDERAL FUNDS CAPITAL OUTLAY
GRANTS
IN AIDSTATE

ROAD
MISCEL FEDERAL

HIGHWAY
ADMINIS
TRATION

TRANSFERS
FROM BOND TOTAL

RECEIPTS
FEDERAL AID SYSTEMS

OTHER
ROADS
AND

STREETS

MAINTE
NANCE

ADMINIS
TRATION BOND

INTEREST
SUBTOTAL,
CURRENT
EXPENDI
TURES

BOND
RETIRE
MENT
4/

TOTAL 4
disburse)
MENTSCROSSING

TOLLS
U

LANEOUS
INCOME OTHER

AGENCIES
LOCAL
GOVERN
MENTS

PROCEEDS
it/ INTER

STATE
OTHER
FEDERAL
AID

SYSTEMS
TOTAL

TOTAL
AND

TRAFFIC
SERVICES

AND
HIGHWAY
POLICE

LOCAL
GOVERN
MENTS

Alabama 162,1*98 618 1,861 120,1*13 148 1,1*91 25,125 312,151* io*,521 66,266 170,787 3,657 171*,1*1*1* 32,362 13,281 17,297 62,260 299,61*1* 15,272 311*,916
Alaska «Aso 7,11*7 26,587 37 53,931* 789 126 10,837 112,907

167,184
60,966 60,966 1,785 62,751

108,267
19,397 21,671 3,126 1,852 108,797 2,537 111,331*»

175,65797,381* 661 6U,938 688 2,512 1,001 63,616 1*1*,651 108,267 13,112 26,127 119 27,832 175,1*57 200
Arkansas 113,19U l*6l 1*57 1,766 37,1*1*2 9,1*70 580 163,370 30,91*3 60,516 91,1*59 5,993 97,1*52 18,71*3 15,618 461 33,520 165,791* 7,013 172,807

California 933,206 22,821* 27,686 1*86,681* 7,01*1* 8,139 1,1*85,583 379,682 388,356 768,038 32,51*6 800,581* 10l*,387 211,390 6,291 335,895 1,1*58,51*7 6,965 1,1*65,512
106,961 1,020 1,655 97,1*5* 1,722 . 208,812 81,691 44,601 126,292 1*59 126,751 20,651 17,1*77 221* 1*0,785 205,888 1,885 207,773

Connecticut ii*i*,309 3*,557 . 17,193 63,532 . 59 90,228
16,981

31*9,878 36,OÍO 75,898 111,908 26,501 138,1*09 37,33* 1*5,382 23,306 15,330 259,761 1*7,970 307,731
Delaware 29,782 17,571* 3,899 10,651 78,887 13,771 9,201 22,972 9,1*21* 32,396 10,76* 8,616 11,1*62 2,086 65,32* 11,963 77,287

Florida 280,1*37 1*3,892 27,800 123,03!* 885 228,783 70**,831 103,1*81 160,565 264,0*46 10l*,950 368,996 5*,ll*2 35,990 28,090 39,01*5 526,263 20,007
10,196

51*6,270
Georgia 177,11*3 388 7,91*5 100,625 539 98 3l*,00l* 320,71*2 77,21*5 60,169 137,1*11* 73,592 211,006 39,166 29,077 10,339 10,133 299,721 309,917
Hawaii 21*,801 585 75 31,991 11,891* 69,3̂ *6 17,1*00 17,762 35,162 112 35,271* 6,1*1*9 3,026 3,135 11,051* 58,938 2,981* 61,922
Idaho 1*1*,061* 106 387 33,281* 1.91*!* 210 79,995 2*,956 20,535 1*5,1*91 1*5,1*91 11,393 9,1*65 16,428 82,777 82,777

Illinois 556,911 58,558 11*,530 279,393 18 12,610 183,625 1,105,61*5 21*5,561 138,998 381*,559 217,086 601,61*5 98,729 71,750 12,1*03 197,516 982,01*3 6,684 988,727
Indiana 275,305 20,320 965 12,569 113,178 . 3,1*68 1*25,805 92,330 91,1*98 183,828 103 183,931 1*2,71*7 55,763 7,611 117,062 1*07,11“* 7,361
Iowa 193,675 222 27,167 7,582 62,250 1*22 651 2,065 29!*,03* 57,21*6 133,996 191,21*2

95,780
1,1*23 192,665 27,055 20,61*1* 45 8*,ll*9 32*,558

6,592
321*,558

Kansas 123,052 ii*,71*3 3,11*9 56,067 82 1*83 197,576 61,326 31*,1*51* 584 96,361* 36,361* 19,511 4,964 26,1*05 183,608 190,200

Kentucky 187,068 15,995 10,510 18,1*96 89,397 h9 51 298,691* 620,260 69,329 82,ia7 151,71*6 9*,88o 2l|6,626 66,592 36,515
33,983

31*,798 *,859 389,390 22,1*67 1*11,857
Louisiana 148,424 611 1*6,610 3,51*6 111*,855 502 2,309 95,1*72 1*12,329 110,1*61 88,950 199, til 1*2,1*92 21*1,903 35,1*68 15,961 25,533 352,81*8 20,105 372,953
Maine 51*,358 11,776 637 2,31*0 36,160 . 2,775 8,005 116,051 31*,082 25,269 59,351 7,179

5,545
66,530 28,833 9,11*7 1*,759 2,856 112,125 9,905 122,030

Maryland 206,166 35,1*66 18,179 6>*,1*59 12,677 28,373 365,320 72,078 11*3,670 215,71*8 221,293 29,91*1 36,681 23,306 96,1*03 1*07,621* 21*,927 1*32,551

Massachusetts 187,078 kk,koi 9,088 6,564 90,00* 88,363 1*25,1*98 93,003 39,137 132,11*0 8,389 11*0,529 1*5,865 70,1*78 32,662 11,836 301,370 >46,482 31*7,852
Michigan 1*05,321 5,130 22,986 6,01*9 211,1*26 1*6 16,168 667,126 171,1*61 10l*,3“*8 275,809 7,391* 283,203 1*9,1*87 . 1*9,122 17,898 211,359 611,069 3l*,l*75
Minnesota 192,915 11,879 101,973 196 2,650 150 309,763 9l*,07“* 9*,3H 188,385 1,81*2

7,569
190,227 31,11*9 23,1*97 4,886 66,170 315,929 5,635

Mississippi 109,082 25,1*73 3,701 61*,798 2,809 1,269 51,099 258,231 50,157 102,720 152,877 160,4146 12,796 16,786 6,261* 37,528 233,820 8,592

Missouri 191,1*01 1,969 6,162 127 138,192 1*75 779 339,105 93,926 13*,716 228,61*2 751* 229,396 6U,351 35,221*
9,721*

169 26,61*0 355,780 1,188 356,968
Montana i*l*,908 227 7U,657 2,738 13 . 122,51*3 67,444 25,207 92,651 91 92,71*2 10,952 8,558 121,976
Nebraska 95,832 9,857 1,21*3 31,869 12 *,ia3 11*3,226 16,562 60,1*62 77,021* 1,268 78,292 li*,388 12,392 1,156 1*2,651 11*8,879 1,000
Nevada 29,233 1,611* ia,293 72,11*0 16,81*0 28,718 1*5,558 507 1*6,065 9,233 9,008 4,845 69,151 69,151

New Hampshire 1*1,655 6,891* 69 1,51*8 28,127 lh 1,052 8,021 87,380 20,1*39 16,837 37,276 1,033 38,309 18,257 9,927 1,931 2,780 71,201* 6,662 77,866
New Jersey 115,838 128,327 29,578 129,917 . 978 168,851 573,1*89 171,932 1*5,165 217,097 92,1*71* 309,571 52,993 63,1*31* 65,058 22,1*87 513,51*3 55,385
New Mexico 58,698 805 1*9,282 2,398 137 1,900 113,220 1*5,287 19,1*60 61*,7“*7 3,673 68,1*20 20,555 10,872 99 9,665 1,271,851New York 1*81,951 190,071 21*,823 253,918 319,U5 1,269,878 300,681 283,882 581*,563 1*5,090 629,653 195,966 131,507 93,869 138,691 1,189,686

North Carolina 313,028 293 16,11*0 76,1*89 1,723 115,H0 522,783 11*,881* 92,730 107,611*
1*9,538

121,059 228,673 96,139 5*,103 10,510 13,122 1*02,51*7 13,000 1*15,51*7
North Dakota 36,362 1,631* 181 37,035 39 3,668 78,919 21,218 28,320 871 50,1*09 9,160 5,990

31,216
13,993 79,552

87,556Ohio 1*81,885 33,912 71 11,796 223,2>tl 9,086 125,021 885,012 161*,258 200,513 36U,771 12,1*1*9 377,220 69,258 84,181 211,1*69 773,31*1* 860,900
Oklahoma 139,051* 17,202 5,012 7,976 1*1*,701 2,036 3,036 72,888 291,905 35,01*9 56,683 91,732 1,903 93,635 32,371 20,671 16,780 57,59* 315,669

Oregon 111,1*63 827 l*,02l* 112,212 23,752 1,192 15,002 268,1*72 100,591 58,016 158,607 1,931 160,538 23,211 20,382 2,151 57,506 263,788 5,950 269,738
Pennsylvania 538,1*06 88,385 151 23,070 213,561 161 2,399 269,717 1,135,850 180,672 292,71*9 1*73,1*21 200,893 671*,31** 216,678 85,715 71,691 80,787 1,176,352
Rhode Island 21*,833 2,51*9 1*66 11*,1*70 5,017 1*7,335 17,633 6,213 23,8146 23,8146 8,799 *,686 7,521* 8,375 53,617
South Carolina 110,927 966 1*5,523 23 161 15,062 172,662 38,991 58,183 97,17* 11,837 109,011 36,878 18,065 284 12,875 177,113 950

South Dakota 1*2,117 5,1*83 263 36,1*50 56 1,907 86,276 22,707 32,803 55,510 1*02 55,912
191,637

10,002 9,811*
5,289

10,105 85,833
8,100

85,833
Tennessee 187,752 1,525 1,787 116,981* 273 5,166 1*7,673 361,160 97,02* 81,301* 178,328 13,309 25,372

105,343
23,115 6l,U6l 306,871*

Texas 1*1*9,157 11,998 3,449 8,660 251*,501 3,939 3,691 735,395 183,788 298,771 1*82,559 15,979 1*98,538 79,616 2,360 1*0,51*3
Utah 1*8,300 3,325 64,684 1,528 80 117,917 70,551 9,986 80,537 3,128 83,665 9,538 10,271* 5,925

Vermont 35,373 115 29,676 9,000 7*,161* 27,664 13,U0 1*0,771* 2,055 1*2,829 12,910 8,539 3,528 2,962 70,768 5,170
22,435

75,938
Virginia 257,676 43,144 16,61*5 6,127 135,1*16 . 6,232 50,322 515,562 116,1*78 151*,SI* 270,992

184,695
36,186 307,178 81,870 1*5,1*21* 11,292 20,325

94,157
1*66,089

Washington 191*,581 21,021 10,691 116,857 1*,766 993 81*,2l*9 1*33,158 55,31*5 129,350 7,1*63 192,158 1*3,991 **,389 12,591* 387,289 16,71*3
West Virginia 113,680 9,133 1*,609 2,077 153,508 35 130,395 la3,l*37 138,117 121,789 259,906 29,629 289,535 1*8,673 30,210 19,932 2*1* 399,326

Wisconsin 193,230 1,913 50,521 9,000 25,800 280,1*61* 21,044 117,21*5 138,289 1,973 11*0,262 31,831 23,367 3,1*75 76,310 275,21*5 1,233 276,1*78
Wyoming 27,661 . 1,320 3*,39** 9,150 1*30 72,955 22,018 2U,1*09 1*6,1*27 2,966 1*9,393 8,668 6,385 6,1*31* 70,880

1,575Dist. of Col. 2>*,379 519 2,561* 30,251* 57,716 31*,390 1,890 36,280 1,511 37,791 9,762 U,135 3,330 63,593

Total 9,155,961* 889,1*02 228,383 362,975 5,01*5,671* 77,863 125,31*7 2,637,81*2 18,523,1*50 *,179,957 1*,1*82,279 8,662,236 1,263,939 9,926,175 2,11*0,075 1,71*9,11*6 633,61*5 2,500,1*12 16,91*9,1*53 796,837 17,71*6,290

1/ This table is one of a series on State highway finance. Table 21 summarizes the receipts and disbursements of
(l) State highway user revenue, excluding amounts allocated for collection and nonhighway purposes, and (2) all other
receipts and disbursements by the States for highways. Data in greater detail are given in tables SF 1, 2, 3» 3A, 3B
4, 4a, 4B, lie, 5, 5A, 6, 11, and 15.

2/ The entries in this column are identical with the combined receipts allocated for State administered highways

and for local roads and streets as shown on table DF. See table DF for allocations for collection and nonhighway purposes.
3/ Toll receipts allocated for nonhighway purposes are excluded. See table SF 4B for amounts.
4/ Par value of bonds issued and redeemed by refunding are excluded. See SF tables for complete information on

highway debt.

- -
___________________________________________________________ 

- -

- - -

- -

- - -

~- -

-­ ­ --- - ­
­

­ ­ ­­ -

“ ' 
- ' 

-

“ 
“ “ 

“ “ 

“ 
_ 

“ ---

“ ““ 

“ “ 
“ 

-

“ 
“ 

-

“ 
_ - -

_ _ “ 
' -

_ 
" -

“ 

“ 

_ _ - “ 
- “ 

_ “ 

“ 
“ ““ “ 

_ -“ 
“ 

“ 

-
-

-

-



 

 

 
  

   
   

          

    

     

 

        
            

          
     

 

     
           

             
         

            
   

       
     

    
    

      
        

       
     

FE

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

DERAL HIGHWAY

I N EW S
ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE MONDAY A.M. FHWA 91— 72
November 13, 1972 (202) 426-0648

A greater share of Federal funds will be available to State

highway departments for financing railroad-highway grade crossing

improvements under a new policy announced today by Secretary of Trans

portation John A. Volpe.

The Secretary said the policy permits an increase in the Federal
and a decrease in the railroads’ share of the cost of the projects.

’’This change should be an effective spur in our efforts to
achieve President Nixon’s goal of greater transportation safety,”
Mr. Volpe said.

The contribution railroads have been required to make toward
the cost of eliminating grade crossings has been dropped from 10 to 5
percent. At the same time, the railroads’ share of the cost of installing
automatic protective devices, which also had been fixed at 10 percent of
the cost, has been eliminated. The railroads’ share is based on the net
benefit it receives from grade-crossing projects.

Acting Federal Highway Administrator R. R. Bartelsmeyer said the
new policy puts into effect a recommendation made in the Railroad-Highway 
Safety Report submitted to Congress last August, by the Transportation 
Department’s Federal Railroad and Federal Highway Administration.

tHe said, ”It should accelerate the advancement of railroad-highway 
grade crossing safety projects under current Department of Transportation 
programs. It also should serve to expedite any similar safety programs 
Congress may enact in response to the report.”

(more)
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Under present law, States may use up to 10 percent of their
Federal aid highway funds, without State matching funds, for grade
crossing improvements. In the past f isca l year, over $100 million
was programmed for such improvements on Federal aid highways, other
than the Interstate System. By law Interstate highways are designed
and built without grade crossings.

The report cited the need for increasing substantially the
number of railroad highway grade crossing protection installations
during the next decade. Installations include flashing red light
signals and automatic gates operated electron ica lly . I t also called
for a continuance of the present program for eliminating grade cross
ings.

The report recommended an equitable allocation of costs of grade
crossing improvements between railroads and highways. Analysis of the
net benefits received by railroads from grade crossing projects indicated 
that the change in the railroads' share of the cost was timely, Mr.
Bartelsmeyer said.

He pointed out that the report to Congress was the product of
nearly 2 years of intensive study by the Federal Highway Administration
and the Federal Railroad Administration. It revealed, he added, that 
the Nation’ s 223,000 railroad-highway grade crossings were the scene of
12.000 vehicle train co llis ions annually, resulting in 1,500 deaths and
7.000 injuries.
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION NEWS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE FHWA 92 72
(202) 426 0677

Leland W. Dong, a highway engineer trainee with the Department
w3BBmSatS3SSB^a m  WnM1H|!1

of Transportation's Federal Highway Administration, is part of a program

for train ing highway engineers that has existed informally since 1905, and

formally since 1946.

As a Chinese American, he also is representative of the growing

number of minority group employees at FHWA.

Now in the last phase of his train ing, Mr. Dong is currently
assigned to FHWA's Kentucky Division O ffice . A major portion of his
work is in the Appalachian corridors where he assists the area engineers
in the location, planning, charting and designing of highways and bridges.

Born in Bakersfield, C a lif . , in 1945, Mr. Dong later moved to the
Los Angeles area, where he attended high school. A fter attending the
University of Californ ia at Los Angeles, he graduated from Long Beach
State College of Engineering in June, 1970, with a B.S. in C iv il Engineering.

With the goal of becoming a highway engineer, he entered FHWA's
27 month Highway Engineering Training Program in August, 1970, and was
assigned to FHWA’ s Californ ia Division O ffice for the f ir s t fiv e months
of duty.

The next fiv e months were spent at the headquarters o ff ic e in 
Washington, D.C., attending highway engineering and administration courses
and working on selected assignments in highway location and design in the
area.

(more)
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For the fo l l o w in g 11 months, Mr. Dong worked in d irec t construction 
in the mountains o f Colorado. His duties included loca t ion , construction,
surveying, stakeout and inspection of highway contractor operations.

The FHWA tra in in g program is designed to expand and bui ld on the
c o l l e g e background of the recent graduate and to develop him into a
thoroughly t ra ined pro fess iona l highway engineer.

Highway engineer tra inees are hired at grades GS 5, 7 or 9, and
progress according to a b i l i t y . I f the tra inee enters the program at grade
GS 5 he w i l l be promoted to grade GS 7 at the completion o f 12 months of
s a t i s f a c t o r y serv ice and to grade GS 9 at the end o f 29 months of s a t i s
fa c to ry se rv ic e . Upon graduation from the program the tra inee is promoted
to grade GS 9, and genera l ly he is promoted to GS 11 a f t e r 36 months of 
s a t i s fa c to r y se rv ic e .

Holders o f Master ’ s Degrees enter the t ra in in g program at the
grade GS 9 l e v e l , and are promoted to GS 11 a f t e r s a t i s f a c t o r i l y completing 
the course.

On November 11, Mr. Dong w i l l have success fu l ly completed his
on the job t ra in in g course, and w i l l be assigned to the Implementation
Div is ion of FHWA s O f f i c e of Development in A r l ing ton , Va.

In descr ib ing his hobbies, Mr. Dong said:

1 am just a natural t in ke re r . I  enjoy bu i ld ing and f l y i n g model
radio contro l a i r c r a f t , and photography, and r e f in i sh in g fu rn i tu re .

Mr. Dong is married to the former Margaret Mary R is ley .
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NEWS
/ / £ 2> -

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

Safety announced today that the recen tly revised accident reporting

forra fo r property carrying veh ic les (MCS 50 T) is now ava ilab le .

E ffe c t iv e January 1, 1973, commercial ca rriers subject to Federal
Motor Safety Regulations, including p riva te ca rr ie rs , are required to
submit th is form in those instances where a c o ll is io n involving a
commercial motor veh ic le resu lts in one or more o f the fo llow ing:

(2 ) Bodily in jury to a person, resu ltin g in medical treatment
away from the scene of the accident; or

(3 ) Where the aggregated property damage is $2,000 or more, based
on actual costs or re l ia b le estim ates.

BMCS D irector Robert A. Kaye, said: "Without deta iled information
about the circumstances o f accidents in commercial motor carriers* operations
along with the causative factors and th e ir consequences, i t would be extremely
d i f f ic u l t to make in te ll ig e n t decisions on new regu latory actions and the
rev is ions o f ex is tin g regu la tion s ."

The new aqyident....rf ip p r± , form may be obtained from the Superintendent
o f Documents, Government P rin tin g O ffic e , Washington, D.C. 20402, at $1.25
per pad. (Stock No. 5004 00007)

RELEASE AT WILL FHWA 9 3 7 2
(202) 426 0648

The Federal Highway Adm in istration 's Bureau o f Motor Carrier

(1 ) The death o f a human being;

tt n # 60514

111772

- -

- -

-

-



  
 

  

  

       

        

        

          

        
            
         
         

   

      
         

         
        

           
        

      

         
          
        
        

    

  
  

   
 

 

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION | NEWS

SfATES O*

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

The F ed e ra l Highway Adm in is tra t ion 's Bureau of M otor

C a r r ie r Safety has proposed a change in the F edera l M otor

C a r r ie r Safety Regulations pertain ing to the location of exhaust

sys tem discharge points on buses powered by fuels other than

gasoline.

The proposed amendment would p erm it buses to discharge
exhaust gases into the atm osphere above and to the rea r of any door or
window designed to be opened fo r ventilation or passenger egress .
P re s en t regulations l im it such discharge to within 15 inches of the 
r ea rm o s t part of the bus.

G enera l M otors Corporation has requested the Bureau to 
a llow certa in buses equipped with the General M otors "Environm ent
Im provem en t P ack age " to be operated in interstate com m erce . The
E IP u til izes v e r t ic a l intake and exhaust system s at the top of the bus,

and is designed to control noise> smoke, odor, and other em iss ions. The
exhaust system emits to the atm osphere m ore than 15 inches forward
of the rea rm os t part of the veh ic le .

BMCS D irec to r R obert A . Kaye said: "The proposed change in
d ischarge points w il l ensure that exhaust gases w i l l not seep into the 
passenger com partm ent of a bus, simultaneously rem oving a design
re s tr ic t ion that could hamper development of exhaust systems that 
reduce noise and a ir pollution. "

FOR RELEASE FRIDAY A.M.
November 17, 1972

FHW A 94 72
(202) 426 0648

50515
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY A.M.
November 22, 1972 FHWA 85 (202 426 0677)

Roads and streets in the United States, under the jurisdiction of all

levels of government, totaled nearly 3.759 million miles in 1971, the U.S.

Department of Transportation announced today. The data were compiled by

the Departments Federal Highway Administration from information supplied

by the States.

According to Acting Federal Highway Administrator Ralph R.

Bartelsmeyer, the 3,758,942 mile total includes 593,047 miles of municipal

roads and streets, and 3,165,895 miles of roads in rural areas. The

municipal mileage comprises 16 percent, and the rural mileage 84 percent,

of the U.S. total.

In the United States, the Federal Government has jurisdiction only
of roads in National Forests, Parks, etc. The Federal aid systems are
parts of the road systems under the jurisdiction and control of State and
local governments, which have sole responsibility for their operation and
maintenance. Federal aid highway funds, obtained from Federal highway
user taxes, are used for construction, through the cooperative Federal
State program, on only that mileage which is designated as part of a
Federal aid system. The Federal aid systems comprise 25 percent of the
total road and street mileage, 26 percent of rural and 15 percent of urban
mileage as shown in table M 12. The distribution of Federal aid system
mileage among the State and local systems is shown in the accompanying
table M 21. The mileage in each category is shown State by State in
table M 12.

Over 469,000 miles of roads and streets, or 12 percent of the U.S.
total, are on the State primary systems; and an additional 320,779 miles,
9 percent of the total, are also under State control. Roads and streets
under local control amount to 2.77 million miles, or 74 percent of the
total. Almost 197,000 miles of roads in National Parks, Forests, etc., 
are under Federal control, accounting for 5 percent of the total U.S.
mileage.

More
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About 776,000 miles of all roads and streets in the U.S., or 21 
percent of the total, are unsurfaced; 1.29 million miles or 34 percent
of the total have surfaces of granular material, gravel, crushed stone, 
or slag; 1.7 million miles, accounting for 45 percent of the total, have
surfaces ranging from bituminous surface treatment to bituminous and
Portland cement concrete. This last group includes the surfaces which
the public generally thinks of as "paved," although some of the lowest
types, if old and not well maintained, may appear to be gravel roads.

The accompanying table M l reports mileage for 1971, by States,
classified by system. Table M 2 summarizes these data, by type of
surface, for the U.S. as a whole.

The road and street mileage in the U.S. has grown but little in
extent in recent years. Although construction of highways on new
location continues, most construction is for the resurfacing, widening,
elimination of hazards, and other improvements of existing roads and
streets. The annual change in total U.S. mileage reflects construction
on new location and abandonments, but does not reflect extensive recon
struction on existing locations. A comparison of rural, municipal, and
total mileage for the years 1945 1971 follows:

Rural Municipal Total
Year Mileage Mileage Mileage

(1,000 miles) (1,000 miles) (1,000 miles)

1945 3,012 306 3,318

1950 2,990 323 3,313

1955 3,045 373 3,418

1960 3,108 430 3,538

1965 3,183 507 3,690
1966 3,188 510 3,698
1967 3,184 521 3,705
1968 3,152 532 3,684
1969 3,162 548 3,710
1970 3,169 561 3,730
1971 3,166 593 3,759
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Mileage as of December 31, 1971 compiled
from reports of State authorities

TOTAL ROAD AND STREET MILEAGE-1971
CLASSIFIED BY SYSTEM TABLE M l

OCTOBER 1972

RURAL MILEAGE MUNICIPAL MILEAGE

UNDER STATE CONTROL UNDER LOCAL CONTROL UNDER STATE CONTROL UNDER TOTAL

TOTAL
LOCAL RURAL

STATE
STATE

PRIMARI
SÏSTEM

TOWN FEDERAL SIONS SIONS CONTROL, TOTAL AND STATE
SECONDARY
ROADS

U

STATE
ROADS
V

TOTAL COUNTY
ROADS

AND
TOWNSHIP

ROADS

LOCAL
ROADS

1 /

TOTAL CONTROL
1/

RURAL
ROADS OF

STATE
PRIMARY

OF STATE
SECONDARY
ROADS

TOTAL
LOCAL
CITY

STREETS
2/

MUNICIPAL
MILEAGE

MUNICIPAL
MILEAGE

SYSTEM 2/

Alabama 8 .6 9L 1 0 ,3 6 9 8 7 5 . 19,938 **7 , 3 6 1 1*7 , 3 6 1 275 6 7 ,5 7h 1 ,6 8 5 86 1 , 7 7 1 9 , 6 9 1 1 1 ,1*62 7 9 ,0 3 6 Alabama
Alaska 3,507 1,10h h,6ll 1 5 8 • 1 , 5 5 5 1 , 7 1 3 631 6 ,9 5 5 2 3 2 2 3 2 6 3 0 8 6 2 7 , 8 1 7 Alaska
Arizona 5,h6h 5,h6h 1 9 ,0 3h 1 9 ,0 3h 1 6 ,1*21 **0 ,9 1 9 3 2 1 3 2 1 5»8h5 6 ,1 6 6 1*7 ,0 8 5 Arizona
Arkansas 1 2 ,91*8 12,9h8 5 0 ,0 8 7 **,572 5**,6 5 9 l,8h2 6 9 ,1*1*9 1 ,6 2 8 1 ,6 2 8 7,603 9 , 2 3 1 7 8 ,6 8 0 Arkansas

California 1 2 ,1*06 I,5h7 13,953 7 1 ,**90 7l,h90 3**,550 1 1 9 , 9 9 3 2,271 2,271 1*3 ,7 2 6 **5,997 1 6 5 ,9 9 0 California
Colorado 8,350 8,350 6 5 ,8 8 8 6 5 ,8 8 8 51 7h,289 5 9 2 5 9 2 6 ,9 8 9 7,581 8 1 ,8 7 0 Colorado *
Connecticut 327 9 9 9 1 9 1 1,517 3,8h6 3,8h6 5,363 87h I,h67 2 ,3hl 1 0 ,8 2 7 13,168 1 8 , 5 3 1 Connecticut
Delaware 537 3 ,6 5 2 lhg h,338 h,338 96 1 3 6 2 3 2 53** 7 6 6 5,10h Delaware

Florida 10,299 6,7h2 17,Ohi 52,9**2 , 52,9**2 1,052 71,035 1,859 6 1 9 2 ,1*78 19,797 22,275 93,310 Elorida
Georgia 15,**52 I2h 15,576 6 8 ,5 1 2 6 8 ,5 1 2 1 ,0 9 8 8 5 ,1 8 6 2,hl0 2 ,1*10 1 2 , 6 1 8 1 5 ,0 2 8 100,21h Georgia
Hawaii 1*50 37h 8 2h 1 , 6 1 1 6 7 1 , 6 7 8 91 2,593 6h 17 81 9 1 7 998 3,591 Hawaii *
Idaho h,68l 66 h,7h7 1 5 ,6 8h 1 0 ,6 2 0 2 6 ,3 0h 23,130 5h,l8l 312 3 1 2 2 , 6 5 1 2,963 57,lhh Idaho

Illinois 13,237 87 13,32h 1 5 , 9 5 2 73,158 8 9 ,1 1 0 102,l*3h 3,5**h 3,5**h 2h ,2 0 9 27,753 1 3 0 ,1 8 7 Illinois
Indiana 10,10h 157 1 0 ,2 6 1 6 5 ,lhO 65,l*tO 75,1*01 1 ,2 0 9 1,209 lh ,2 9 8 15,507 90,908 Indiana
Iowa 8 ,8 0 8 2 5 8 9 ,0 6 6 90,053 1*8 9 0 , 1 0 1 1 9 9 ,1 6 8 1 ,2 2 6 1 , 2 2 6 12,**37 13,663 112,831 Iowa
Kansas 9,725 2hl 9,966 1 1 3 , 1 2 8 1 1 3 , 1 2 8 1 2 3 ,09h 7 2 6 726 1 0 ,3 6 2 1 1 , 0 8 8 1 3 h , 1 8 2 Kansas

Kentucky h,153 1 9 ,5h8 1 3 6 23,837 38,998 3 8 ,9 9 8 1*36 63,271 37h 72h 1 ,0 9 8 h,75** 5,852 69,123 Kentucky
Louisiana 3,8h8 10,322 32 Ih,202 27,859 2 7 ,8 5 9 286 h2,3h7 8hl 9 0 3 l,7hh 9,2h9 10,993 53,3hO Louisiana
Maine 3,h70 7,230 2 6 2 1 0 ,9 6 2 7,851 7 , 8 5 1 1 6 2 18,975 1*21 hOl 8 2 2 1 , 6 2 7 2,1*1*9 21,h2h Maine
Maryland 1 ,9 0 6 2 ,8 8 9 193 h , 9 8 8 15,592 1 , 6 5 1 17,2h3 1**5 22,376 1 6 2 1 8 9 351 3,795 h,lh6 2 6 ,5 2 2 Maryland

Massachusetts 796 hh6 l,2h2 6 ,2 0 6 6 ,2 0 6 *•9 7,**97 1,9**7 1,9**7 19,9U 2 1 ,8 5 8 29,355 Massachusetts
Michigan 7,977 7,977 8 6 ,9 7 0 86,970 2 9**,9h9 1,273 1,273 I8,8h2 20,115 1 1 5 ,0 6h Michigan
Minnesota 10,111 l,2 6h 11,375 hi , 9 6 7 55,363 97,330 1 ,8 3 8 110,5**3 1,993 1,993 1 5 ,2 0 8 17,201 127,7hh Minnesota
Mississippi 9 , 7 1 3 9,713 **9,9 2h 1*9 ,9 2h 530 60,167 9 6 1 9 6 1 5,638 6 ,5 9 9 6 6 ,7 6 6 Mississippi

Missouri 7 ,0 0 6 23,0h3 1 30,050 6 9 ,hl9 6 9 ,hl9 6 8 9 1 0 0 ,1 5 8 791 1,103 1 ,8 9h 13,**92 1 5 ,3 8 6 1 1 5 ,5hh Missouri
Montana 6 ,2 2 3 5 ,8 8 7 19 1 2 , 1 2 9 53,315 53,315 10,lh3 75,587 303 85 388 1,9**5 2 ,3 3 3 77,920 Montana
Nebraska 9 ,2 9h 2 8 7 9,581 6h,059 17,907 8 1 , 9 6 6 537 9 2 ,0 8h 1*91 1*91 6,190 6 ,6 8 1 98,765 Nebraska
Nevada 2 ,0 3 8 h,i29 6 , 1 6 7 hi , 6 1 6 hi , 6 1 6 h7,783 105 125 23 0 1 ,6 8 9 1 , 9 1 9 1*9 ,7 0 2 Nevada

New Hampshire 1 , 2 5 1 l,7h8 k2 3,Ohl 6 ,91*7 2 6,91*9 120 10,110 739 589 1,328 3,h88 h,8l6 lh ,9 2 6 New Hampshire
New Jersey 88h 8 38 1,722 6,6ho 6,3h3 1 5 12,998 5 lh,725 1,175 1,175 16,337 17,512 32,237 New Jersey
New Mexico 11,675 36 11,711 **5,7**6 **5,7h6 6 ,0 7 8 63,535 9hh 9hh 3,892 h,836 68,371 New Mexico
New York ll,00h 1 ,8 2 6 1 2 ,8 3 0 15,858 37,1**9 53,007 3 5 6 5 ,8 7 2 **,173 * **,173 3 6,1*1*5 ho , 6 1 8 1 0 6 ,1*90 New York

North Carolina 11,767 5 8 ,9 6 5 hh 70,776 » 1 , 8 1 7 72,593 1,5**8 2,089 3,637 I0,2h8 1 3 , 8 8 5 8 6,1*78 North Carolina
North Dakota 6,595 22 6 , 6 1 7 17,521 77,968 1 95,**90 1 , 2 9 3 1 0 3 ,hOO 2 6 5 2 6 5 2 ,8 6 5 3,130 106,530 North Dakota
Ohio 15,992 9IO 1 6 ,9 0 2 2 9 ,8 3 8 38,937 68,775 85,677 3,065 3,065 2 0,1*98 23,563 1 0 9 ,2ho Ohio
Oklahoma 1 0 ,8 3 6 6 3 7 U,h73 82,123 8 2 ,1 2 3 30 9 3 ,6 2 6 1,255 * 1,255 12,991 lh,2h6 1 0 7 ,8 7 2 Oklahoma

Oregon h,h22 2,5h2 2 , 1 8 8 9,152 2 8,0h8 7 , 1 6 9 35,217 h6,736 91,105 hoh 1 8 8 592 5,756 6,3h8 97,**53 Oregon
Pennsylvania I3,3h7 25,087 5 ,7 3 2 hh,l66 639 1*5 ,9 6 0 *•6,599 722 9 1 ,1*87 2,952 2,9H 5,863 1 8 ,3 0 8 2h,171 1 1 5 ,6 5 8 Pennsylvania
Rhode Island 286 207 h93 1*75 *•9 5 2h 1,017 76h 76h 3 ,6 8 0 h,hhh 5,**6l Rhode Island
South Carolina 8 , 6 7 1 22,837 1 5 7 31,665 20,673 20,673 h53 5 2 ,7 9 1 1,022 3,772 **,79h 2,0hh 6 ,8 3 8 59,629 South Carolina

South Dakota 8,36h 3h3 8 ,7 0 7 2 0,9 6h **9,769 . 70,733 1 , 6 6 5 8 1 , 1 0 5 256 _ 256 2,717 2,973 8h,078 South Dakota
Tennessee 7,936 3h7 8 ,2 8 3 58,8h7 28 58,875 1 ,2 0 6 6 8 ,36h l,6 0h l,6 0h 10,322 1 1 , 9 2 6 8 0 ,2 9 0 Tennessee
Texas 6l,hl5 10 6l,h2 5 1 3 6 ,hhl 1 3 6 ,hhl 998 1 9 8 ,86h 6 ,9 1 6 6,916 1*2,560 h9,h76 2h8 ,3*to Texas
Utah h,779 h,779 2 2 ,1 9 0 2 2 ,1 9 0 9 ,6 0 0 3 6 ,5 6 9 6h6 6h6 3,766 h,hl2 1*0 ,9 8 1 Utah

Vermont 2,3h9 1 9 2 2,5hl 10,795 10,795 1 7 2 1 3 , 5 0 8 2 2 8 22 8 776 l,00h lh , 5 1 2 Vermont
Virginia 8 ,1 8 6 hi,735 *•9,921 853 853 2 ,0 9 8 5 2 ,8 7 2 l,32h 700 2,02h 6 , 6 1 2 8 ,6 3 6 6 1 ,5 0 8 Virginia
Washington 6 , 1 9 6 7 ,8 2 7 lh , 0 2 3 39,5**6 39,5**6 1 6 ,6 8 5 7 0 ,2 5h 6 6 9 6 6 9 9,296 9,965 8 0 ,2 1 9 Washington
West Virginia A,773 26,301 668 31,7h2 587 32,329 530 222 7 5 2 2 ,8 6 0 3 , 6 1 2 35,9*0. West Virginia

Wisconsin 10,21h 589 1 0 ,8 0 3 1 8 , 7 9 6 5 9 ,2 2 8 2 3 5 78,259 68 89,130 1,713 1 , 7 1 3 12,509 lh,222 103,352 Wisconsin
Wyoming 5,866 5,866 15,121 5,7 5 h 20,875 12,512 39,253 157 1 5 7 1,130 1,287 ho,5ho Wyoming
Dist. of Col. 6/ 1,087 1,087 1 ,0 8 7 Dist. of Col. 6/

Total ho8, 3 3 2 27h,399 30,05h 712,785 1 ,7 2 6 ,6 0 3 *•97,902 3 1 , 7 6 6 2,256,271 1 9 6 ,8 3 9 3 ,1 6 5 ,8 9 5 61,060 1 6 ,3 2 6 7 7 ,3 8 6 515,661 593,0h7 3,758,9**2 Total

1/ Mileage in Federal parks, forests, and reservations that are not a part of the State highway
system.

2/ Includes all roads, streets, and public ways not under State control in: Municipalities; delimited
unincorporated places having an estimated population of 1,000 or more; areas which comprise the unincor
porated fringe around cities of 50,000 population or greater, defined as urbanized areas by the Bureau of
the Census in the latest enumeration or as determined by the State highway departments.

2 / Includes mileage of county roads under State control in all counties of Delaware, North Carolina,

and West Virginia; 10 counties in Alabama; all but 2 counties in Virginia; some county mileage in Nevada,
and in Kentucky; mileage designated as farm to market in Louisiana; and the State aid system in Maine.

b j Includes mileage of State park, forest, institutional, toll and other roads that are not a part
of the State highway system.

¿/ Includes mileage in Special Highway Districts and mileage not identified by administrative
authority.

6/ Includes 76 miles of streets in Federal parks.
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TOTAL ROAD AND STREET MILEAGE IN THE UNITED STATES-1971
CL A S S IF IE D BY S Y S TE M A N D T Y P E OF S U R F A C E

Mileage as of December 31, 1971 compiled
from reports of State authorities

TABLE M 2
OCTOBER 1972

NONSURFACED MILEAGE l/
SYSTEM A

B c TOTAL D
E

F
G l
H l

G 2
H 2
I

J
TOTAL

SURFACED
MILEAGE

TOTAL
EXISTING
MILEAGE

Rural Mileage:
Under State control:

State primary systems
Secondary roads under State control:
State secondary systems ¿/
County roads under State control 4/

Subtotal State systems

U69

2 ,479
10 ,056
13 ,004

2 ,749

703
5 ,668
9 ,1 2 0

3 ,2 1 8

3 ,182
15 .724
22 ,124

8 ,9 3 7

7 ,9 2 7
47 .200
6 4 ,064

113,996

66 ,6 3 5
6o,44o

241,071

239,029

42 ,201
29.086

310,316

43 ,152

1 ,6 0 0
4o4

4 ^ 1 5 6

405,114

118,363
137.130
¿6 0 ,6 0 7

408,332

121,545
152.854
682 ,731

State parks, forests, and reservations, etc. 5/
Total

5 .061
10 ,065

8 ,2 6 4
17 ,304

13 .325
35 M 9

9 .0 3 5
73,099

2 .420
243,491

3 .220
313,536

2 ,0 5 4
47 ,210

16.729
677,336

30,054
712,785

Under Local control:
County roads
Town and township roads
Other local roads

214 ,822
55,946
8 ,6 7 9

240,467
51,579

5 ,196

455,289
107,525

13 .875

8 o 4 ,527
283,008

13,209

331,071
82 ,301

3 ,895

125,490
23,989

655

10,226
1 ,079

132

1 ,2 7 1 ,3 1 4
390,377

3.7,891

1 ,7 2 6 ,6 0 3
497 ,902

31.766Total 279 ,447 297>242 576,689 1 ,1 0 0 ,7 4 4 417 ,267 150,13^ 11 ,4 3 7 1 ,6 7 9 ,5 8 2 2 ,2 5 6 ,2 7 1

Under Federal control:
National parks, forests, reservations, etc. 5/ 75 ,048 62 ,8 3 1 137,879 45 ,816 7 ,1 1 8 5,961 65 58,960 196,839

Total Rural Mileage 372,560 377,457 750 ,017 1 ,2 1 9 ,6 5 9 667,876 469,631 58,712 2 ,4 1 5 ,8 7 8 3 ,1 6 5 ,8 9 5

Municipal Mileage:
Under State control:
Extensions of State primary systems
Extensions of secondary roads under State control 3 / 4 /

Total
16

164
T8Ö

59
22
91

75
196
271

121
239
360

5,616
7 .8 0 7

13 ,423

42 ,401

49 ,384

12 ,8 4 7
1 .1 0 1

13 ,948

60 ,985
16.130
77,115

6 l ,0 6 0
16 .326
77,386*

Under local control:
Local city streets 9 ,6 1 6 15 ,966 25 ,582 68 ,0 8 1 225,961 153 ,047 42,990 490,079 515,661

Total Municipal Mileage 9 ,7 9 6 16 ,057 25,853 68 ,4 4 1 239,384 202,431 56,938 567,194 593,047

TOTAL RURAL AND MUNICIPAL MILEAGE IN THE UNITED STATES 382,356 393,514 775,870 1 ,2 8 8 ,1 0 0 907 ,260 672 ,062 115,650 2 ,9 8 3 ,0 7 2 3 ,7 5 8 ,9 4 2

SURFACED MILEAGE 2/

l/ Nonsurfaced includes A and B, primitive and unimproved, and C, graded and drained roads.
2/ Surface types indicated by symbols in these columns are as follows: D, soil surfaced; E, slag, gravel, or stone; F, bituminous surface treated;

G-l, mixed bituminous, and H-l, bituminous penetration having a combined thickness of surface and base less than 7 inches and/or low load bearing capacity;
G-2, mixed bituminous, and H-2, bituminous penetration having a combined thickness of surface and base 7 inches or more and/or a high load bearing capa
city with or without Portland cement concrete base; I, bituminous concrete and sheet asphalt with or without Portland cement concrete base; and J, Portland
cement concrete with or without bituminous wearing surface less than one inch in compacted thickness. Segregation of G and H surfaces according to thick
ness and load bearing capacity is not uniform for all States. Where no segregation was reported for them, the mileage was classified as G-l, and H l.

3/ Includes mileage designated as farm to market in Louisiana and as State aid in Maine.
5/ Includes mileage of county roads under State control in all counties of Delaware, North Carolina, and West Virginia; 10 counties in Alabama; all

but two counties in Virginia; and some county mileage in Nevada and in Kentucky.
2l State and national park, forest, reservation, toll, and other roads that are not a part of the State system.
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TOTAL ROAD AND STREET M ILEA G E 19711
CLASSIFIED BY STATE, FEDERAL AID AND NONFEDERAL AID SYSTEMS

Mileage as o f December 31» 1971 compiled TABLE M l?
from reports o f State au th o rities OCTOBER 1972

STATE

FEDERAL AID HIGHWAY SYSTEMS

FEDERAL
AID

PRIMARY
URBAN

TYPE n

NOT ON FEDERAL AID SYSTEMS ALL SYSTEMS

INTERSTATE OTHER PRIMARY

URBAN

SECONDARY ALL FEDERAL AID

OTHER
STATE
RURAL

OTHER
STATE
URBAN

AND
MUNICI

PAL

LOCAL
RURAL

LOCAL
URBAN

AND
MUNICI

PAL

RURAL URBAN TOTAL
RURAL URBAN

TOTAL RURAL URBAN TOTAL

STATE LOCAL

TOTAL RURAL URBAN TOTAL
FINAL

TRAVELED
WAY
2/

TOTAL FINAL
TRAVELED

WAY
2/

TOTAL RURAL URBAN RURAL URBAN

01 31 02 32 03 oi* ll* 05 06 07 08 . 1*1* 09 10 n 12

Alabama 508 266 77h 63 lho 203 977 h,666 637 5,303 51 3, 9h8 lho 10,997 303 15,388 20,385 1,33h 21,719 563 960 1*2 h6,915 8,837 68,260 10,776 79,036
Alaska 2/ 1,690 26 1,716 y 3 / 1,935 21 1,956 3,625 k J 3,672 67 l,10 h 2,3hh 630 7,073 7hh 7,817
Art zona 677 500 1,177 51 25 76 1,253 1,920 92 2,012 185 1,778 18 1,659 1*1*2 3,897 6,53h 813 7 , 3h7 178 751 6 33,025 5,778 ho,310 6,775 h7,085
Arkansas «KJ7 34 hhl 48 13 6 l 502 3,092 3h7 3 ,h 39 61* 9,690 256 h,358 125 lh,h29 17,581 853 18, 1*31* 26 592 97 51,572 7,959 69 , 7h5 8,935 78,680

C aliforn ia 1,166 550 1,716 hl9 297 716 2 ,h32 5,952 l , l h 7 7,099 362 h,230 207 9 ,297 1,601 15,335 21,195 h, 033 25,228 6,272 2,232 31 95,851 3^376 119,278 h6,712 165,990
Colorado 6 l 4 2hl 855 86 12 98 953 3,157 386 3, 5h3 230 h,268 99 • h,367 8,280 813 9,093 939 58 10 65,117 6,653 73,h 55 8 ,h l5 81,870
Connecticut T9 66 145 130 1*8 178 323 579 36I 9ho ^33 887 303 I k 37 l ,2 h l 1,625 1,312 2,937 96 6h3 6ho 6,031 8,l8h 8,299 10.232 18,531Delaware 1 15 15 30 30 hlh 126 5h0 95 i , 2 n 236 l,h h 7 1,625 1*87 2 ,n 2 6 lh9 1,792 l , 0h5 3,566 1,538 5, l0h

Florida 713 h72 1,185 106 160 266 l , h 51 3,158 6h8 3,806 j/ 10,888 993 2,h8l 1*1 lh,h03 17,712 l,9h8 19,660 5/ 1 , 81*2 51*8 51, 2h3 20,017 70,797 22,513 93,310
Georgia 617 338 955 170 28 198 1,153 6,616 637 7,253 82 8,638 220 10,960 351 20,169 27,169 1,1*88 28,657 261 523 157 58,661 11,955 86,353 13,861 100,21h
Hawaii 12 20 12 17 29 h9 1*1*1* 1*8 h92 27 321 10 103 n 1*1*5 888 125 1,013 92 88 1,539 859 2,515 1,076 3,591Idaho 356 236 592 23 6 29 621 2,56h 80 2,6hh 8 1,707 10 3,733 78 5,528 8,596 205 8,801 83 74 2 h5,688 2,h96 5h,358 2,786 57,lhh

I l l in o is 931 399 1,330 I67 259 h26 1,756 8,605 1,903 10,508 200 1,902 3h0 12,137 569 lh,9h8 23,97h 3,h 38 27,h l2 96 1,552 933 76,719 23,h75 102,2h5 27, 9h2 130,187
Indiana 668 292 960 129 5k 183 l , l h 3 3,809 568 h,377 106 5,h 56 215 11,985 398 18,05h 22,210 l , h 70 23,680 51*1* 228 27 55,103 11,326 77, 5h l 13,367 90,908
Iowa 5 a 189 710 76 33 IO9 819 8,hh5 562 9,007 173 32,957 301 33,258 h2,112 l . l h 5 h3,257 h95 h5h 30 57,236 11,359 99,802 13,029 112,831
Kansas 688 7k 37 799 6,58h 368 6,952 77 2,836 ll* a , 380 238 2h,h68 31,h88 808 32,296 506 92 21 91,h5h 9,813 123, 03h l l , l h 8 13h,182

Kentucky 1(83 135 618 45 58 103 721 3,367 370 3,737 78 6,570 208 8,018 119 lh ,915 18,573 878 19,h 51 29O 7h6 58 h3,lh2 5,h 36 62,h6l 6,662 69,123Louisiana 333 238 571 79 1*0 119 690 2,079 360 2 ,h39 92 5, 5h l 193 2,8h3 88 8,665 ll,0 3 h 852 11,886 668 n 8 15 30,600 10,053 11,588
Maine 108 180 288 11 23 3k 322 l ,h 92 150 1 , 61*2 57 2,hh0 93 3 2,536 h,220 337 h,557 16 6,935 308 8,018 1,590 19,173 2,251 21,h2h
Maryland 69 178 91 89 180 358 1,366 h22 1,788 28 2,223 365 1*,1*1*8 601 7,637 8,215 1,596 9,811 523 587 56 12,133 3,hl2 20,935 5,587 26,522

Massachusetts 134 103 237 120 97 217 l*5l* l ,lh 6 87I* 2,020 290 h51 20h 1,132 593 2,380 2,966 2,178 5,lhh 256 328 135 5,579 17,913 8,873 20,h82 29,355Michigan 672 96 768 2h2 133 375 l , l h 3 h,722 908 5(630 681 2,298 130 23,866 690 26,98h 31, 65h 2 ,78h 3h,h38 3** 5 38 n 63,167 17,065 9h, 859 20,205 115,06h
Minnesota 36h 311 675 128 132 260 935 6,193 773 6,966 154 h,057 90 26,276 h52 30,875 37,201 1,729 38,930 1,025 1,290 25 73,131 13 , 3h3 111,622 16,122 127, 7hh
M ississippi 87 5h9 70 55 125 67h 5,291 343 5, 63h 1*0 h,170 88 11,830 233 1 6 ,3 a 21,8hO 829 22,669 217 88 21* 38,511 5,257 60 ,h 39 6,327 66,766

Missouri 632 29O 922 153 56 209 1,131 6,756 508 7 , 26h y 22,636 278 710 58 23,682 31,02h 1,053 32,077 1,07h 5 k l 80 68,577 13,189 100, lh8 15,396 1 1 5 ,5hh
Montana 1(28 7h9 1,177 29 1 30 1,207 5,025 135 5,l60 y 5,879 93 5,972 12,081 258 12,339 159 19 63,30h 2,099 75,hOh 2,516
Nebraska 395 54 449 25 10 35 1*81* 5,353 200 5,553 88 3,752 10 13,661 83 17,506 23,215 1*16 23,631 169 287 68,965 5,713 92 ,h67 6,298 98,765Nevada 396 120 516 10 10 20 536 1,708 58 1,766 19 2,382 21 1,329 77 3,809 5,935 195 6,130 95 i , u 8 13 h0,h02 l , 9hh h7 ,h 55 2 , 2h7 h9 ,702

New Hampshire 123 59 182 2k 10 3k 216 906 115 1,021 18 1,609 106 26 3 1.7hh 2,723 276 2,999 16k 1,030 361 6,820 3,552 10,573New Jersey 76 50 126 6 l 171 232 358 889 hh7 1,336 l ,h l6 28 16 1,323 h59 1,826 2,366 2,570 h,936 31 860 81* 8,h22 17 , 90h ll,6 h 8
New Mexico 7hh l8 l 925 k3 38 81 1,006 2,71*8 171 2,919 1*8 5,755 n 3 136 6,00h 9,56h h l3 9 ,977 265 2 ,h87 225 51,538 3,879 63,589 h,782 68,371336 h62 798 276 301 577 1,375 7,691 2 ,h 55 10,lh6 y 3,507 730 10,373 1,005 15,615 22,369 h,767 27,136 191 1,162 177 57,29h 20,530 80,825 25,665 106,h90

North Carolina ¡(72 26k 736 73 75 lh8 881* 2,955 hgi 3,hh6 218 8,279 503 19,605 689 29,076 31,575 2,0h9 33,62h 1*68 182 71* 7,825 hh,305 39,582 h6,896 86,478
North Dakota 159 567 9 3 12 579 h,070 76 h,lh6 l* 2,125 8 11,623 22 13,778 18,385 122 18,507 155 23 1 85,226 2,618 103, 63h 2,896 106,530
Ohio 781 179 960 316 25h 570 1,530 5,393 1,500 6,893 127 9,206 79h 9,028 1,986 21,01h 2h,587 h,977 29,56h 182 1,355 9!* 59,377 18,668 85,319 23,921 109,2h0
Oklahoma 442 179 621 110 53 163 78h 6,277 1*81* 6,761 1*6 h,291 236 9,368 689 ll* ,58l* 20,557 1,618 22,175 10h 600 h9 72,8h8 12,096 9h,005 13,867 107,872

Oregon 1(68 118 586 85 27 112 698 2,976 301 3,277 122 3,379 1^5 h ,5h3 312 8,379 ll,h 8 h 992 12,h76 1,228 2,228 6 76,257 5,258 89,969 7,484
Pennsylvania 392 1,277 130 205 335 1,612 5,h7h l,20h 6,678 129 11,916 1,681 101 37 13,735 18,768 3,386 22, 15h 123 25,607 2,382 h8,h75 16,917 92,850 22,808 115,658
Rhode Island 20 12 32 38 30 68 100 106 221 327 129 2h8 162 51 99 560 h37 679 1 ,116 n 7 288 n o h66 3 , 36h 1,191 h,270
South Carolina 1(60 221 681 77 19 96 777 3,712 57h h,286 11 19,326 709 1,232 ll* 21,281 2h,951 l.hoh 26,355 5 7,977 3,368 20,521 l ,h 03 53,hh9 6,180 59,629

South Dakota 1(39 257 696 13 6 19 715 h,906 95 5,001 5 2,622 15 10,931 36 13,60h 19,155 170 19,325 168 67!* 5 6l,32h 2,582 81,153Tennessee 59O 836 H 8 81 199 1,035 i* 8 6 5 672 5,537 n 2 2 , 81*1* 126 8,655 238 11,863 17,200 l , 3h7 1 8 ,5h7 861 395 26 50, 3h6 10, n 5
Texas 1,662 72h 2,386 543 277 820 3,206 12,175 l,7h0 13,915 l ,h l 7 39,053 l,h88 h0,5hl 53, 6lh 5,h65 59,079 857 9 , 3h5 811* 136,357 41,888 199,316 h9^02h
Utah 399 h75 87h 6 l 25 86 960 1,383 ISO 1,533 3k 2,hh7 I56 I ,h 8 l 127 h,211 6,185 553 6,738 60 295 36 28,778 5, 07h 35,258 5,723 ho,981

Vermont 220 97 317 12 2 I k 331 1,025 61 1,086 y i , n 2 20 871 9 2,012 3,325 10h 3,h 29 17 220 7 834
V irgin ia 678 181 859 74 123 197 1,056 2,935 545 3,h8o j i h,306 388 l h , 581 1*91* 19,769 22,681 1,62h 2h ,305 5/ 163 128 29,389 7,523Washington 257 484 176 1*0 216 700 2,725 hl8 3 , lh 3 587 2,613 23h 8,131 773 n , 75i 13,953 2,228 16,181 598 7 , 9h7 19 hh,307 11,167West V irg in ia 587 27 35 62 6L9 1,789 181 1,970 10 10,556 118 l i l 26 10,811 13,Oh3 397 13,hh0 37 6lh 35 19,06h 2,751 32,721 3,220 35»9hi

Wisconsin 382 111 h93 49 2l* 73 566 5,069 738 5,807 197 5,362 178 12,809 872 19,221 23,733 2,058 25,791 7h6 586 25 6 k , 667 11,537 88,986 i k 3 6 6Wyoming 759 13 8 21 922 2,8h6 6k 2,910 y 2,219 21 1*1*5 6 2,691 6 ,h ll 112 6,523 103 15 2 32,792 1,105D ist. o f Col. * 20 28 28 no n o y 121 121 259 259 122 706 1,087 1,087
Total 22,99h ll,h 2 6 3h,h20 h,908 3,675 8,583 h3,003 189,108 25,850 a h , 958 8,250 26h, 897 12,802 3h l , 598 15,509 63h,806 830,023 70,99h 901,017 21,663 87,h96 11,297 2 , 228, 0h5 509,h2h 3, l h 5, 56h 613,378 3 , 758, 9h2

1/ This tab le complements tab le VM-2, vhich g ives v eh ic le m iles o f tra v e l fo r certa in highway systems, thus d iffe r s from tab le lt 21 lane undivided highways with no access con tro l,
fo r lo c a l ru ra l and lo c a l urban and municipal m ileage. 3/ Secludes 831 m iles o f fe r r y routes, 671 fo r PAP and 159 fo r FAS.

2] Traveled way Includes mileage on highways in the In te rstate System statu s o f completion group 2 . This group con sists o f 1/ No approved mileage as o f December 31, 1971.
mileage vhich i s adequate fo r present t r a f f i c but w i ll need fu rther construction and improvement to bring i t to f u l l In te rstate Data not av a ilab le ,
standards. In some instances these are divided highways with f u l l control o f access and in others they are two, three or four
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TO TA L ROAD AND STREET MILEAGE IN TH E UNITED STATES 1971

CLASSIFIED BY FEDERAL AID AND NONFEDERAL AID SYSTEMS

Mileage as of December 31, 1971 compiled TABLE M 21
from reports of State authorities OCTOBER 1972

STATE OR LOCAL
ROAD SYSTEM

TRAVELED WAY
INTERSTATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

FEDERAL AID HIGHWAY SYSTEMS
FEDERAL AID
PRIMARY
URBAN
TYPE II
HIGHWAYS

NOT ON
FEDERAL AID
SYSTEMS

TOTAL
TRAVELED WAY

federal aid PRIMARY
HIGHWAY SYSTEM l/

FEDERAL AID
URBAN
HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

TRAVELED WAY
FEDERAL AID SECONDARY

HIGHWAY SYSTEM
TOTAL
FEDERAL
AID

SYSTEMSRURAL URBAN TOTAL RURAL URBAN TOTAL RURAL URBAN TOTAL
State primary highway system: 

Rural 31,191 1,909 33 ,10 0 20k,OO3 7,312 211,315 . 105 17 2 ,2 6 0 2,508 1 7 k , 768 3 8 6,188 75 22,069 1*08,332 .
Municipal 5,000 and over 1*19 5,69k 6,113 2,3k5 23 ,k0 2 25,7k7 1,170 8k9 6 ,72 0 7,569 3k,k8 6 707 3,285 38,k78
Municipal under 5,000 998 I9 5 1,193 1 2 ,1 2 8 8k5 12,973 k 8,199 28k 8,k83 2 1 ,k 6 0 3 1,119 22 ,58 2

Subtotal 32,608 7,798 k o ,k o 6 2 1 8 ,k76 3 1 ,5 5 9 250,035 1,279 181,308 9 ,5 1 2 190 ,8 20 kk2,13k 1
00 26,k73 1*69,392

State secondary highway system: 
Rural k5 lk 59 2,0 98 153 2,251 ko 76,0k9 l,k51 77,500 7 9 ,7 9 1 k5 kl,709 121,5k5
Municipal 5,000 and over 5 70 75 129 650 779 176 k69 1 ,8 2 9 2 ,2 9 8 3 ,2 5 3 2kl k ,3 6 k 7,858
Municipal under 5,000 115 5 120 1 1,962 k7 2,009 2 ,1 3 0 k 2,786 k,920

Subtotal 50 8k 13k 2,3k2 808 3,150 217 78,k80 3,327 8 1,8 0 7 85,1 7k 29O k8,859 13k, 323

County roads under State control:
Rural 50 50 159 5 1 6k 28 k9 , 88k k87 50,371 50 ,563 72 102,219 1 5 2,85k
Municipal 5,000 and over 16 16 85 85 58 3 k92 k95 638 7 1 687 1 ,3 9 6

Municipal under 5,000 2 2 7 7 1 673 27 700 708 1* l,kko 2 ,1 5 2

Subtotal 52 16 68 166 90 256 87 50,560 1,0 0 6 51,566 51,9 0 9 lk7 10k , 3k6 1 5 6,1*02

Total State highways 32,710 7,8 9 8 k o ,608 220,98k 32,k57 253,kkl 1,583 310,3k8 13,8k5 32k, 193 5 7 9 ,2 1 7 1,222 1 7 9 ,6 7 8 7 6 0 ,1 1 7

County roads 1 1 211 23 23k l,kl3 281,031 k,k69 285,500 287,lk7 l,8k5 l,k37,6ll 1 ,726,60 3

Town, township and other local 1 1* 5 1 3 1 7 138 86 5,791 lk7 5,938 6 ,1 6 2 10 523,k96 529,668
City streets 2/ 1 120 121 lk o 1,130 1,270 5,127 9,156 9,83k 18,990 2 5 ,3 8 7 18 ,5 8 6 k71,688 5 1 5 ,6 6 1

Roads not overlapping State, county, 
or other local systems:

State park, forest, reservation,
and other roads 177 13 190 220 25k k7k ko 15 11 26 5ko 26,57k 27,11k
National park, forest, and
reservation roads . . 285 285 151 2 153 k38 19 6,k0l 196,839
Toll facilities 1,531 5k7 2 ,0 78 1,557 562 2,119 1 3 3 6 2 ,1 2 6 8lk 2, 9k0

TOTAL EXISTING MILEAGE 3/ 3k , k 20 8,583 k3,003 223,528 3k,k33 257,961 8,250 606,k95 2 8 ,3 1 1 63k, 806 9 0 1 ,0 1 7 2 1 ,6 6 3 2,8 36,262 3,758,9k2
1/ Mileage of Interstate System included.
2/ Municipal extensions of county, town, and township roads included.
2/ Does not include mileage in Puerto Rico.
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NEWS
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590
FOR RELEASE FRIDAY A.M.
November 24, 1972 FHWA 88-72 (202-426 0677)

Motor fuel consumption in the United States is expected to reach

107 billion gallons in 1972, a 5.5 percent increase over 1971, the

U.S. Department of Transportation announced today. Reports from States

and other sources on motor fuel consumption form the basis for the 1972

estimate, prepared by the Federal Highway Administration.

In 1972, the highway use of motor fuel is expected to exceed the

100 billion gallon level for the first time, reaching approximately

103.2 billion gallons. This is 877 gallons of fuel for every registered

motor vehicle (excluding motorcycles). The total will include 94.9

billion gallons of gasoline and 8.3 billion gallons of special fuels

(diesel, butane, etc.).

The highway use of motor fuel in 1972 is expected to be 5.8 percent
more than in 1971, slightly more than the 5.7 percent increase in 1971
over 1970.

California is expected to lead the States in highway motor fuel
consumption in 1972 with 10.4 billion gallons. Texas and New York are
next, with 7.1 and 6.1 billion gallons, respectively. These are followed
by Ohio and Pennsylvania with over 5 billion gallons, Illinois and
Michigan with more than 4 billion gallons each, and Florida and New Jersey
with over 3 billion gallons each. These 9 States will account for 49
percent of the total highway consumption. Nine other States will use
more than 2 billion gallons each of motor fuel on the highways in 1972.

The use of gasoline for farming, aviation, boating, etc., is expected
to decline slightly to 3.8 billion gallons from its 3.9 billion gallon
total for the previous year.

A table showing the estimated motor fuel consumption for 1972 by
States is shown on the back of this sheet.
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ESTIMATE OF MOTOR-FUEL USE-19721
TABLE ES F

(in thousands of gallons) OCTOBER 1972

STATE

HIGHWAY USE
NONHIGHWAY

USE OF
GASOLINE

TOTAL USE

GASOLINE SPECIAL
FUELS TOTAL

PERCENT
CHANGE
1972
1971

GALLONS
PER

MOTOR
VEHICLE

AMOUNT
PERCENT
CHANGE
1972
I97I

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
Alabama 1,735,605 161,231 1,896,836 7.0 863 41,946 1,938,782 6.7Alaska 109,368 3,322 112,690 7.0 704 26,157 138,847 4.5Arizona 1,012,304 127,235 1,139,539 7.4 907 42,747 1,182,286 7.3Arkansas 1,048,260 124,684 1,172,944 6.5 1,054 30,724 1,203,668 6.4

California 9,678,372 728,480 10,406,852 6.0 812 223,687 10,630,539 5.8Colorado 1,213,931 86,093 1,300,024 8.0 789 62,505 1,362,529 7.7Connecticut 1,287,667 83,796 1,371,463 4.0 738 22,844 1,394,307 3.9Delaware 272,705 16,545 289,250 3.4 890 6,046 295,296 3.2

Florida 3,614,671 247,157 3,861,828 7.7 807 145,049 4,006,877 7.4Georgia 2,595,585 301,273 2,896,858 7.5 999 49,565 2,946,423 7.3Hawaii 257,531 10,730 268,261 6.5 603 9,190 277,451 5.9Idaho 408,117 36,455 444,572 6.2 845 41,097 485,669 4.8
Illinois 4,508,827 416,699 4,925,526 5.4 880 338,688 5,264,214 5.3Indiana 2,554,238 324,594 2,878,832 4.2 968 96,694 2,975,526 3.7Iowa 1,413,146 170,457 1,583,603 3.2 841 204,834 1,788,437 2.2Kansas 1,162,291 118,894 1,281,185 5.5 778 139,734 1,420,919 4.8
Kentucky 1,581,617 l4o, 527 1,722,144 6.3 880 31,487 1,753,631 6.1Louisiana 1,586,032 126,745 1,712,777 7.0 904 50,456 1,763,233 6.8Maine 505,417 34,328 539,745 5.7 960 12,323 552,068 5.6Maryland 1,754,173 101,702 1,855,875 7.4 875 26,260 1,882,135 7.2
Massachusetts 2,249,348 121,132 2,370,480 5.1 840 25,360 2,395,840 5.0Michigan 4,292,942 245,531 4,538,473 6.0 917 168,597 4,707,070 5.4Minnesota 1,854,957 156,491 2,011,448 4.2 852 166,188 2,177,636 3.5Mississippi 1,126,499 111,412 1,237,911 7.0 1,006 30,990 1,268,901 6.7
Missouri 2,474,455 237,871 2,712,326 5.3 1,042 144,789 2,857,115 4.9Montana 398,183 65,629 463,812 7.0 880 30,Oil 493,823 5 8Nebraska 784,117 91,014 875,131 5.5 8l4 72,693 947,824 4.6Nevada 342,217 43,858 386,075 8.0 977 15,336 401,411 7.6
New Hampshire 377,857 16,978 394,835 5.2 1,015 5,859 400,694 5.0New Jersey 2,950,367 260,005 3,210,372 3.9 829 66,312 3,276,684 3.7New Mexico 626,093 92,003 718,096 6.5 1,035 15,948 734,044 6.2New York 5,805,005 260,197 6,065,202 3.5 858 227,154 6,292,356 3.3
North Carolina 2,591,254 227,471 2,818,725 7.2 885 77,686 2,896,411 6.9North Dakota 291,234 38,328 329,562 4.7 718 113,034 442,596 3.ÓOhio 4,717,924 492,948 5,210,872 5.8 830 138,625 5,349,497 5.6Oklahoma 1,482,727 144,855 1,627,582 6.5 869 48,940 1,676,522 6.2
Oregon 1,135,569 132,940 1,268,509 6.6 846 50,031 1,318,540 6.3Pennsylvania 4,653,573 507,888 5 ,l6 l,4 6 l 6.0 827 168,439 5,329,900 5.7Rhode Island 363,424 22,581 386,005 6.0 724 11,160 397,165 6.0South Carolina 1,352,149 118,537 1,470,686 7.0 1,025 34;138 1,504 824 6.7
South Dakota 366,271 38,421 404,692 6.6 880 104,111 508,803 7.7Tennessee 1,927,942 214,930 2,142,872 4.6 967 42,039 2,184,911 4.5Texas 6,513,761 581,839 7,095,600 5.7 972 176,676 7,272,276 5.5Utah 573,030 51,196 624,226 7.5 829 23,956 648,182 7.2
Vermont 236,197 16,663 252,860 7.0 1,003 5,l60 258,020 6.7Virginia 2,293,777 233,523 2,527,300 6.6 995 47,650 2,574,950 6.3Washington 1,602,945 113,638 1,716,583 5.7 766 50,363 li766 9U6 5.4West Virginia 718,459 90,426 808,885 4.3 955 9,359 818,244 4.1
Wisconsin 1,967,684 161,190 2,128,874 5.3 926 123,511 2,252,385 5.2Wyoming 242,017 43,717 285,734 7.0 1,062 40,207 325,941 7.0Dist. of Col. 241,134 17,871 259,005 1.5 981 3,731 262,736 1.3

Total 94,852,968 8,312,030 103,164,998 5.8 877 3,840,086 107,005,084 5.5
if These estimates were made by the Federal Highway Administration on the basis of State reports of motor fuel

consumption in the early months of 1972, and information available on current trends, motor fuel production, and otherfactors. ,
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION NEWS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE SATURDAY FHWA 95 72 (202) 426 0677
November 25 1972 QUARTERLY REPORT ON THE FEDERAL AID

HIGHWAY PROGRAM, SEPTEMBER 30, 1972

Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe said today that fou r fifth s
’o f the 42,500 mile Interstate Highway System is now open to t r a f f ic .

Information compiled by the Department of Transportation’ s Federal Highway
Administration as of September 30, 1972, showed 33,796 miles in use, with
construction underway on another 3,742 miles.

’’This represents an addition of 1,404 miles completed in the 12 month period
since September 30, 1971,” Secretary Volpe said. ” I t re fle c ts the steady
progress being made in constructing th is, the safest and best engineered
highway network in the world.”

As currently designated, the System consists of 34,445 miles of
rural and 8,055 miles of urban highways. As o f this report, 27,383 miles
or 79.5 percent of the rural mileage, and 6,413 miles or 79.6 percent
of the urban mileage were open to t r a f f ic .

The tota l mileage in use by passenger and commercial vehicles rose
from 32,392 a year ago and 33,522 as of June 30, 1972, the date of the
last survey, to 33,796 as of September 30.

In addition to the sections open to t r a f f ic , 3,742 miles were under
construction as of September 30; engineering or right of way acquisition
prior to construction was in progress on another 3,632 miles; and route
location approval was pending on 506 additional miles for vh ich public
hearings had been held.

Thus, some form of work was underway or completed on 41,676 miles of
the 42,500 mile System about 98 percent of the to ta l. Only 824 miles or
2 percent had not been advanced to the point where location public hearings
have been held.

(more)
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The status of the Interstate System as of September 30, 1972, is
shown on the accompanying map, and in detail in table I. In summary, the
status follows: JL/

Urban Rural Total

1 . Improved and open
Miles Percent Miles Percent Miles Percent

to traffic 2/ 6,413 80 27,383 80 33,796 80
2.
3.

Under construction 
Location approved- 

construction not

605 8 3,137 9 3,742 9

4.
started

Public hearing 
held-approval

763 9 2,869 8 3,632 8

5.
pending

No location action
98 1 408 1 506 1

taken 176 2 648 2 824 2
Total 8,055 100 34,445 100 42,500 100

1/ Items 3, 4 and 5 correspond to first two columns in the table on oppos

2/

page, ”Preliminary Status or
Right-of Way.M
Includes 2,305 miles of toll

Not Yet

roads.

in Progress,” and ’’Engineering or

Some $49.30 billion has been put to work on the Federal-aid Interstate 
program since the accelerated program began in 1956. Work completed since
July 1, 1956, has cost $36.17 billion, of which $30.03 billion was for con­
struction and $6.14 billion for engineering and right-of-way acquisition.
As of September 30, 1972, work estimated to cost $13.13 billion was underway 
or authorized, including $9.08 billion of construction, and $4.05 billion of
engineering and right-of-way acquisition. Interstate financing data, by
States, are reported in table II.

The continuing program of Federal assistance for the improvement of
the Federal-aid primary and secondary highway systems and their urban exten
sions, and the new urban system, for which $1,425 billion was apportioned for
fiscal year 1973, has also shown considerable accomplishment, with $33.72
billion worth of work involving 272,359 miles of construction contracts com
pleted or underway.

Construction contracts involving 258,645 miles of primary and secondary
highways and their urban extensions were completed since July 1, 1956, at a
cost of $25.50 billion; and contracts involving 13,714 miles at a cost of
$5.13 billion were underway on September 30. In addition, $2.00 billion of
engineering and right-of-way acquisition work had been completed and $1.09
billion worth of such work was underway. The primary-secondary-urban program 
is financed by the Federal Government and the States on an equal-share basis.
Data are reported by States in table III.

The Highway Trust Fund, source of Federal funds for the Federal-aid
Interstate and other highway programs, received $1,489 billion of tax revenue 
income* during the three months ended September 30, about 76.5 percent of it from
the taxes on motor fuel • Disbursements for highways during the period amounted 
to $1,504 billion. The status of the Trust Fund is shown in table IV.
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THE NATIONAL SYSTEM OF INTE
STATUS OF IMPROVEMENT

COMPLETED OR IMPROVED AND OPEN TO TRAFFIC
Completed to full or acceptable standards, or improved to standards.

Adequate for present traffic; built with Interstate or other public funds.

MAJOR TOLL ROADS
Incorporated in the Interstate System

UNDER CONSTRUCTION
PRELIMINARY STATUS OR NOT YET IN PROGRESS

Plan preparation and right of way acquisition completed or underway on many portions of these sections

37,5
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NTERSTATE A N D DEFENSE H IG H W AYS
EMENT AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 1972

Y

37,538 Mile*
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NATIONAL SYSTEM OF INTERSTATE AND DEFENSE HIGHWAYS
ACTIVE AND COMPLETED PROJECTS FINANCED WITH FEDERAL AID INTERSTATE FUNDS

AS OF SEPTEMBER 30» 1972 BCT 1 9 197Z

/MILLIONS OF DOLLARS/ TABLE I I

PROJECTS UNDERWAY OR AUTHORIZED

CONSTRUCTION
ENGINEERING

AND RIGHT OF WAY

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

PROJECTS COMPLETED JULY 1» 1956 TO DATE

CONSTRUCTION

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

ENGINEERING
AND RIGHT OF WAY

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS

$205.0

61.8
45.8

57.9
41.5

77.5
21.4

$131.9

73.4
19.3

139.3
67.2

131.3
60.8

$584.2

490.4
352.9

$516.4

451.3
314.4

$54.2

56.1
34.9

$46.9

52.3
30.0

546.5
387.8

503.6
344.4

CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE

FLORIDA
GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO

621.4
132.2
125.4

62.3

543.3
120.3
108.9

55.9

388.6
22.2

109.8
3C.4

345.1
20.3
96.7
27.2

1 » 0 1 0 .0
154.4
235.2

92.7

888.4
140.6
205.6

83.1

2»673.5
419.6
431.1

90.4

2»332.0
374.1
361.6

80.2

1»051.7
59.3

107.1
3.7

898.8
51.7
94.3

2.5

3*725.2
478.9
538.2

94.1

3»230.8
425.8
455.9

82.7

182.4
216.4

71.0
49.9

163.8
181.7

62.7
46.0

117.7
76.6
7C.3

6.9

104.9
68.9
62.3

6.4

300. 1
293.0
141.3

56.8

268.7
250.6
125.0

52.4

650.7
601.3
136.8
219.7

570.7
532.7

99.2
200.5

165.7
82.6
57.4
33.0

142.4
73.3
51.0
29.0

816.4
683.9
194.2
252.7

713.1
606.0
150.2
229.5

ILLINOIS
INDIANA
IOWA
KANSAS

493.5
113.2

59.8
78.9

440.6
101 .8

53.6
70.5

86.7
32.4
24.0
31.6

76.8
29.4
21.5
28.5

580.2
145.6

83.8
110.5

517.4
131.2

75.1
99.0

1.728.0
823.7
468.1
334.6

1.493.0
737.3
414.5
294.6

321.5
165.9

59.4
52.6

278.3
149.2

50.5
46.8

2*049.5
989.6
527.5
387.2

1.771.3
886.5
465.0
341.4

KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLAND

178.4
318.9

30.6
182.1

159.6
286.6

25.9
159.7

34.3
141.0

17.1
105.8

30.7
126.9

15.2
95.4

212.7
459.9

47.7
287.9

190.3
413.5

41.1
255.1

643.3
760.8
216.7
425.3

571.9
679.9
191.0
366.2

1 2 2 .1
69.1
13.7
55.7

104.9
60.0
11.9
48.7

765.4
829.9
230.4
481.0

676.8
739.9
202.9
414.9

MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISS ISSIPPI

MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVACA

169.5
368.2
199.7

64.8

149.2
330.7
179.9

58.3

116.1
169.9
104.3

52.1

104.6
151.8

91.8
46.6

285.6
538.1
304.0
116.9

253.8
482.5
271.7
104.9

590.0
1,059.1

631.6
446.8

516.1
901.7
569.5
397.0

161.6
338.2
162.2

2 1 .2

142.2
291.6
144.9

18.0

751.6
,397.3
793.8
468.0

658.3
1,193.3

714.4
415.0

186.8
153.7

29.7
41.0

166.4
139. 8

26.7
38.8

79.5
43.2

7.8
61.3

70.9
39.3

7.0
58.2

266.3
196.9

37.5
102.3

237.3
179.1

33.7
97.0

786.1
353.0
232.6
184.1

701.8
320.2
207.7
170.6

179.1
37.3
50.5
10.5

159.1
33.1
44.6

9.1

965.2
390.3
283.1
194.6

860.9
353.3
252.3
179.7

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK

53.7
365.8

63.5
470.7

46.0
318.1

59.1
398.9

5.8
216.2

26.8
196.5

5.2
189.2

24.7
172.9

59.5
582.0

90.3
667.2

51.2
507.3

83.8
571.8

182.5
607.1
408.2

1.609.6

159.6
531.5
375.9

1,377.7

18.7
120.4

46.4
248.0

16.2
106.7
41.6

207.7

201.2
727.5
454.6

1,857.6

175.8
638.2
41 7.5

1,585.4

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA
OHIO
OKLAHOMA

132.7
33.1

432.7
65.5

119.0
30.1

374.6
58.6

61.8
5.6

131.2
84.6

55.1
5.0

118.1
76.0

194.5
38.7

563.9
150.1

174.1
35.1

492.7
134.6

355.0
227.6

1,551.9
390.3

310.1
205.4

1,362.6
342.9

32.7
15.6

599.5
19.6

28.5
13.7

530.8
16.8

387.7
243.2

2,151.4
409.9

338.6
219.1

1,893.4
359.7

OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA

212.1
664.8

35.0
1 1 0 .6

195.5
583.1

31.4
99.4

83.2
303.8

15.6
3.8

76.7
265.5

13.7
3.4

295.3
968. 6

50.6
114.4

272.2
848.6
45.1

102.8

523.2
1,144.3

143.2
295.9

460.9
1,007.8

123.4
264.4

71.7
222.7

55.0
40.5

64.4
188.1
47.7
35.8

594.9
1,367.0

198.2
336.4

525.3
1,195.9

171.1
300.2

SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UTAH

55.2
189.9
362.4
138.9

50.2
170.7
321.0
130.5

7.5
133.2

4.3
6C.1

6 .8
119.9

3.9
57.0

62.7
323.1
366.7
199.0

57.0
290.6
324.9
187.5

268.0
720.8

1,642.3
364.2

240.7
647.4

1,454.3
339.7

18.1
138.5
449.6

60.2

16.1
120.7
403.3

53.9

286.1
859.3

2,091.9
424.4

256.8
768.1

1,857.6
393.6

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA

43.4
329.4
173.6
482.4

39.0
299.1
157.4
434.7

9.4
109.8
179.1
132.2

8.4
99.1

162.4
119.3

52.8
439.2
352.7
614.6

47.4
398.2
319.8
554.0

277.6
948.1
728.5
384.3

247.4
844.0
634.3
344.7

25.0
154.0

71.3
56.1

20.9
136.1

61.7
49.2

302.6
1, 102.1

799.8
440.4

268.3
980.1
696.0
393.9

WISCONSIN
WYQMING
DIST. OF COL.
PUERTO RICO

53.6
25.7

139.3

46.7
23.6

111.0

2 0 .3
8.4

E l . l

18.2
7.7

72.1

73.9
34.1

220.4

64.9
31.3

183.1

382.2
361.6
180.3

340.9
331.4
160.6

79.9
21.7
49.4

69.2
19.1
43.3

462.1
383.3
229.7

410.1
350.5
203.9

TOTAL 9,076.4 8,052.5 4,055.3 3,631.3 13,131.7 11,683.8 30,031.2 26,473.9 6,141.2 5,356.8 36,172.4 31,830.7

TABLE II
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FEDERAL AID PRIMARY AND SECONDARY HIGHWAY SYSTEMS
ACTIVE AND COMPLETED PROJECTS FINANCED WITH PRIMARY, SECONDARY AND URBAN FUNDS Mr i s m

AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 1972

/MILLIONS OF DOLLARS/ TABLE H I

PROJECTS UNDERWAY OR AUTHORIZED PROJECTS COMPL ETED JULY 1, 1956 TO
0ATE M

CONSTRUCTION
ENGINEERING

AND ROW TOTAL CONSTRUCT ION AlW ROW T DTAL

STATE
TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS MILES

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS NILES

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL.
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS

$82*9
81*9
33.6
73.8

$43*8
73.8
22*7
38*1

183.1
388.7
88.3

371.9

$37.7
40.5
1.3

19.0

118.9
37.7
1.0
9.6

$120.6
122.4
34.9
92.8

*62.7
111.5
23.7
47.7

$500.8
417.8
285.5
37*.3

251.4
384.7
195.7
185.5

7.693.0
2,997.7
2,C60.8
5.480.0

48.9
65.7
4.5

21.7

23.7
61.1
3.0
10.5

549.7
483.5
290.0
396.0

275.1
445.8
198.7
196.0

CALIFORNIA
COLORA00
CONNECTICUT

250*9
46*3
64*3
29*5

159.7
24*4
32*4
14*9

305.7
78.7
18.5
29.3

24.5
17.8
19.7
9.2

15.8
10.3
9.8
5.0

275.4
64.1
84.0
38.7

175.5
34.7
42.2
19.9

1,619.8
382.6
239.2
98.8

874.1
208.3
117.5
48.8

3,884.8
3,9C9.3

27C.5
532.7

12.9
54.0
36.6
9.8

7.5
29.5
15.0
5.0

1,632.7
436.6
275.8
108.6

881.6
237.8
132.5
53.6

FLORIDA
GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO

93*5
154*1
34*6
30*3

48.3
78.5
16.8
22.0

152. C
467.7
13.7

153.7

20.5
56.8
14.6
2.9

10.8
28.5
7.2
1.9

114.0
210.9
49.2
33.2

107.0
24.0
23.9

544.1
79.9
195.2

269.1
39.4

127.5

5,991.7
170.5 

2, 540.6

59.2
23.4
2 2.9

29.3
11.8
13.4

603.3
103.3
218.1

298.4
51.2

140.9

ILLINOIS
INDIANA
IOWA

228.0
143.5 
91.9
72.3

113*8
72.4
47.9
36.3

590.1
183.0
886.3
522.1

15.2
22.4
5.7
5.8

7.6
11.6
3.4
2.9

243.2
165.9
97.6
78.1

121.4
84.0
51.3
39.2

1,243.9
623.4
547.2
549.1

635.4
319.0
280.7
271.6

8.593.5
3.573.5
12,527.2
14,163.0

54.7
81.5
16.8
40.4

26.1
39.0
8.6

20.2

1,298.6
704.9
564.0
589.5

661.5
358.0
269.3
291.8

KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLAND

84*0
80*5
24.3
66*1

41.3
40.0
11.9
31.9

10 2.3
145.4 
55.2
54.4

37.3
35.5
10.6
33.8

19.2
17.6
5.5

17.3

121.3
116.0
34.9
99.9

57.6
17.4
49.2

426.6
189.2
288.1

208.6
92.4
140.3

2,913.6
1,041.1
1,503.9

21.3
23.9
6.3

10 .4
1 1 . 1

3 .2

447.9
213.1
294.4

219.0
103.5
143.5

MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA

12 2 .5
164.5
131.3
70.7

64.4
88.9
63.4
34.1

79.1
626.0
732.4
427.8

42.6
33.3
2.8

23.8

21.8
17.4
1.5

12.0

197.8
134.1
94.5

106.3
64.9
46.1

952.3
675.0
403.1

463.1
338.2
196.2

9,867.2
16,552.2
8,252.5

68.1
22.2
33.1

32.7
11.3
16.6

1,020.4
697.2
436.2

495.6
349.5
212.8

MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA

109*5
35.4
55*8
9*8

54.7
23.2
28.4
9.0

237.5
198.8
585.2
33.4

89.1
15.4
6.0

11.2

47.1
9.7 
2.6

10.1

198.6
50.8
61.8
21.0

101.8
32.9
31.0
19.1

338.0
437.1
146.5

204.3
222.3
127.2

4.954.3
8,720.2
1.943.4

35.4
37.9
15.4

19.7
18.8
12.8

373*4
475.0
161.9

224.0
241.1
140.0

NJEM HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO

17.9
146.7
19.4

8.9
68.6
12.9

175.2

31.6
51.6
69.6
99.5

•5
106.3

6.6
17.5

•2
50.8
4.4
8.7

18.4
253.0
26.0

382.9

119.4
17.3

183.9

375l7
270.3

1,882.5

181.5
176.5
875.4

552.6
2,664.7
3,618.9

46.6
27.4
32.4

23.2
16.5
15.7

422.3
297.7

1,914.9

204.7
193.0
891.1

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA
OHIO

147.8
31.4

232.7
89.2

73.6
15.9

116.1
45.3

249.8
933.8
169.4
326.7

54.2
3.9
5.9
13.7

27.0
2.1
3.0
6.7

202.0
35.3

238.6
102.9

100.6
18.0

119.1
52.0

304.0
970.3
536.7

155.9
497.3
265.7

15,699.7
2.924.3
6.786.3

17.4
146.4
14.6

9.1
71.8
7.0

321.4
1,116.7

551.3

165.0
569.1 
272.7

CREGCN
PENNSYLVANIA
RHOOE ISLAND

57.7
472.7
27.1

25.3
228.8
13.5
49.9

4 5 .1
247.8
14.8

746.3

12.3
37.9
20.6
1.3

7.8
18.9
10.5

•6

70.0
510.6
47.7
96.6

33.1
247.7
24.0
50.5

969.3
110.8
322.7

476.2
54.7

160.1

2,166.0
258.1

7,787.9

103.4
31.0
24.7

44.9
14.9
12.6

351.1
1,072.7

141.8
347.4

213.4
521.1
69.6
172.7

SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

44*8
94*4

333*3

24.6
47.5
174.5

510.2
433.4
965.8
83.0

1 .6
39.6

1 . 1
9 .7

•9
19.8

•5
7.5

46.4
134.0
334.4
32.3

67.3
175.0
24.9

490.0
1,716.8

176.7

245.2
881.3
126.8

7,916.9
20,933.2
1,758.5

55.9
6.0

17.5

26.1
3.2
12.0

545.4
1,722.8

194.2

271.3
884.5
138.8

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA

7 .7
117.3
87.0
72.8

4.0
61.6
50.1
37.2

13.2
220.1
236.7
40.3

3.5
9.8

14.9
27.5

1.8
4.9
8.1

14.5

1 1 .2
127.1
101.9
100.3

5.8
66.5
58.2
51.7

115.2
548.4
436.0
211.6

265.3
221.5
106.2

4,059.4
4,182.6
1,129.3

53.1
16.9
42.7

25.4
8.7

21.3

601*5
452.9
254.3

290.7
230.2
127.5

WISCONSIN
WYOMING
01ST. OF COL.
PUERTO RICO

95.4
12*1
22*8
54*2

48.1
9.1
14.4
26.8

380.4
53.7
12.3
28.4

34.8
4.4
2.1
3.1

17.4
3.3
1.7
1.6

130.2
16.5
24.9
57.3

65.5
12.4
16.1
28.4

2 12 .9
115.2
170.4

143.1
63.5
77.4

2,725.5
98.7

337.2

10.6
13.8
30.6

7 .2
7.0

12 .4

653.7
223.5
129.0
201.0

325.4
150.3
70.5
89.8

2» 686.4 13,714.2 1,087.5 586.3 6 ,2 2 1.6 3,272.7 25,495.1 13,245.1 258,645.3 2*003.6 1,001.1 27,498.7 14,246.2

TABLE III
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STATUS OF THE HIGHWAY TRUST FUND

(Thousands of Dollars)

TABLE IV

THREE MONTHS
ENDED

SEPTEMBER 30, 1972

Balance at beginning of period $**,1*89,531
Income:

Tax revenue:
Motor fuel taxes (net after refunds) ................... 1,156,7o5

Less motorboat fuel revenue 1/ ............ . . . . . 17>300
Net for highways........................... .. 1,139,^5

Trucks, buses, and trailers 2 / ......................... **7,776
Tires, tubes, and tread rubber ............ . ........ 166,823
Vehicle use ............................... . . . . . . 8l,l**7
Parts and accessories, trucks and b u s e s ............... 30,029
Lubricating oil (net after refunds) ................... 23»663

Total excise r e v e n u e s .......... * .................. 1,1*88,923
Interest e a r n e d ........................................... 9»{*0.7

Total Income..........................................$i,** 98,**10
Disbursements:

For highways....................................... 1,1*96*177
National Highway Traffic Safety Adm....................... 7,928
Trust Fund share other highway p r o g r a m s .................

Total Disbursements ............................... $3 >50**,105

Balance at end of period................................... $1*,1*83,836

Liability for unpaid obligations (9/30/72)................. 7>**12,876
Balance less liability for unpaid obligation................ 2,929,01*0

1/ Transferred to the Land and Water Conservation Fund pursuant to Title II,
Sec. 202, Public Law 88 578, effective January 1, 1965«

2/ Three months revenues were $50,1*52,911*.72 less refunds of $2 ,676,980.16
on light trucks, trailers and local transit buses.

The Federal share of the Federal aid highway program is wholly financed by
highway users on a pay as you build basis. The Highway Revenue Act of 1956 (as
since amended) levied or increased certain Federal excise taxes on motor fuel
and automotive products, and earmarked their revenue specifically to a Highway
Trust Fund, which is the source of money for Federal highway aid to the States
both for the Interstate and the primary secondary urban programs. The taxes
earmarked to the Trust Fund and their rates (until October 1, 1977) are:

Motor fuel: k cents per gallon.
New trucks, and trailers (over 10,000 pounds gross weight), and new
buses, other than transit:

10 percent on the manufacturer s wholesale price.
Highway vehicle tires and tubes: 10 cents per pound.
Other tires, and tread rubber: 5 cents per pound.
Heavy vehicle use: $3.00 per 1,000 pounds annually on the total gross

, weight of vehicles rated at more than 26,000 pounds gross weight.
, Parts and accessories: 8 percent on the manufacturer s wholesale

price of truck and bus parts and accessories.
Lubricating oil: 6 cents per gallon, if used for highway purposes.

60537
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION NEWS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE SATURDAY FHWA 97-72
November 25, 1972 (202) 426 0648

The F e d e r a l Highway A d m in is t r a t io n 's B u r e a u of M otor

C a r r i e r Safe ty has m oved to am en d th ose se c t io n s of the F e d e r a l

M otor C a r r i e r S a fe ty R egu la t io n s which d ea l with fuel s y s t e m s fo r

la r g e tru c k s and b u s e s .

The r e v i s io n has been p ro p o se d in an e ffo r t to e lim in a te c o n
fu sion o v e r c e r t i f ic a t io n re q u ir e m e n ts by fuel tank m a n u fa c tu r e r s and
fuel tank i n s t a l l e r s .

The p ro b le m h as a r i s e n o ver the fa c t that c e r ta in p o rtio n s of
Section 393. 67 which b a s ic a l ly p e r ta in to fuel tank m a n u fa c tu r e r s a l s o
r e la te to fuel tank in s t a l l e r s .

P r e s e n t ly tank m a n u fa c tu r e r s a r e r e q u ir e d to c e r t i fy that they
have m et a l l the re q u ir e m e n ts for fuel s y s t e m s . The m a n u fa c tu r e r s
have pointed out that they cannot c e r t i fy the e x a c tn e s s of in s ta l la t io n
w ork b e c a u s e , in m o s t c a s e s , they do not p e r fo r m this w ork.

B M C S D ire c to r R o b e r t A. K aye sa id , "It w as not the p u rp o se of
the c e r t i f ic a t io n re q u ire m e n t to co m p el tank m a n u fa c tu r e r s to c e r t i fy the
v a l id ity of w ork not co m p le ted by them . The p ro p o se d r e v i s io n w ill
c le a r ly s e p a r a te tank m an u factu rin g re q u ir e m e n ts f ro m tank in s ta l la t io n
re q u ir e m e n ts . Tank p r o d u c e r s then should be ab le to c e r t i fy that a l l
tank p ro d u c in g c e r t i f ic a t io n r e q u ir e m e n ts have been m et. "

The p r o p o se d e ffec t iv e date of the r e v is io n is J a n u a r y 1, 1973.

# # #
50548
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE MONDAY P . M . F H W A 9 9 7 2
November 27, 1*72 (Z02) 426 0648

PHOENIX, A R IZ . , N ovem ber 27 A cting F edera l Highway

A d m in istra tor R. R. B a rte lsm eyer today told the N ation 's State

highway o ffic ia ls that they m ust face the fact that the F e d e ra l

State highway p rogra m has entered a new era.

D elivering the keynote address at the opening gen era l sess ion
of the 58th Annual M eeting of the A m erica n A ssoc ia tion o f State Highway
O ffic ia ls in the Del Webb TowneH ouse here this m orning, M r. B artelsm eye
said:

"Highways are as im portant indeed as vital today as they
ever w ere , but no longer can we think of them as a separate entity in
the transportation field . Now we m ust con s id er always w here and how
they m ust in terre la te with the other transportation m odes. In short, we
m ust think in term s of interm odal planning or of a total transportation
system in w hich highways are the connecting link. "

M r. B a rte lsm eyer w ho, as ch ie f engineer o f the Illinois
D iv is ion o f H ighways, served as p residen t o f AASHO in 1959 added:

T ransportation m eans m ovem ent of people and goods
and all o f the m odes we now have, in addition to any new ones that
m ay be just down the road, are going to be requ ired to m eet A m e r ica 's
needs in these final decades of the 20th Century. And they m ust be
com p lete ly coord inated into an ov era ll transportation system if we are
going to be able to m easure up to our m andate. "

m o r e
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Pointing to the grow in g p r o b le m of ru s h h o u r co n g e st io n in 
u rb an ized a r e a s , he said that part o f the so lu tion is to p ro v id e m o d e rn ,
e f fe c t iv e m a ss tra n s it s y s te m s .

" T h e s e m a ss tran s it s y s te m s can be highw ay o r r a i l o r i e n t e d ,
o r both , " he said. "S o m e o f our la rg e c i t ie s need a ll types of tran s it . "

The FHWA A ct in g A d m in is t r a to r said that the D epartm ent of
T ra n s p o r ta t io n fe e ls it is p r o p e r to p e r m it u rb an ized a re a s to use so m e
Highway T r u s t Fund m o n ie s to obtain e ith er highway o r ra i l tran s it
s y s te m s b e ca u s e "anything that we can do to e l im in ate or re d u ce co n g e st io n
is b e n e f i c ia l to highway s y s te m s of th ose a re a s and the m o t o r is t s who
use them . "

He a ls o said that the D epartm en t o f T r a n sp o r ta t io n in 1973 w il l
continue to p r e s s fo r le g is la t io n w h ich w ould p e r m it s o m e Highway T ru st
Fund m o n ie s to be a l lo ca te d on a " p a s s th rou gh" b a s is to u rb an ized a r e a s ,
w h e re lo c a l o f f i c ia ls w ould d ec id e w hether it w ould be spent fo r h ighw ays,
m a s s tra n s it , o r a co m b in a t io n o f the two.

P r a is in g the State highway o f f i c ia l s fo r th e ir "d e d ica t io n and
e n o rm o u s co n tr ib u t io n s " o v e r the y e a r s , M r . B a r t e ls m e y e r a ls o cautioned:

" L e t us think not o f o u r s e lv e s on ly in the n a r ro w , r e s t r i c t iv e con f in es
o f highway e n g in e e rs ; ra th e r , le t us think in b r o a d e r , m o r e sw eep ing te r m s
as tran sp or ta t ion o f f i c i a l s .

" L e t our v i s io n be b ro a d and unlim ited , and unclouded by v e s t ig e s o f
p o l i c i e s and p r o c e d u r e s that on ce w e r e c o n s id e r e d highly d e s ir a b le ,
but w hich a r e no lo n g e r a p p lica b le to to d a y 's d yn am ic A m e r i c a n s o c ie ty . "

In c o n c lu s io n , he urged:

" L e t th is , the 58th Annual M eeting o f the A m e r i c a n A s s o c ia t io n of
State H ighw ay O f f i c ia ls , be a h is t o r i c one. Let it be r e m e m b e r e d as the
o c c a s i o n when A m e r i c a ' s highway o f f i c ia ls m o v e d on a new c o u r s e of
tota l tra n sp o r ta t io n re s p o n s ib i l i ty . . . "

50554
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F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY A .M . F H W A 9 6 7 2
N ovem ber 2 9 , 1 9 7 2 ( 2 0 2 ) 4 2 6 0 6 7 7

S e c r e ta r y of T ra n sp o r ta t io n John A. V olpe today announced

that m o r e than $1. 8 b il l io n in F e d e r a l and State funds was obligated

through S ep tem b er 30 fo r d eve lop m en t highways and lo c a l a c c e s s

road s in the 13 State A p p a lach ia R eg ion . The F e d e r a l share was

$991 m il l io n .

A s of the end of S e p te m b e r , 1,529 m ile s o f d eve lop m en t highways

and a c c e s s road s w e r e c o m p le te d or under co n s tru c t io n in the reg ion ,

an in c r e a s e o f 45 m ile s s in ce June 30. E n g in eer in g and r ig h t o f w a y

a cq u is it io n w e r e underw ay on an additional 609 m i le s ; d es ign had been

a p p ro v e d o r h ear in gs held on 17 m i le s , w hile lo ca t ion s had been a p p roved

and d es ig n underw ay on 355 m ile s .

The A p p a lach ian D eve lop m en t H ighway S ystem w as au thor ized

by C o n g r e s s in 1965 as part o f the A ppa lach ian R eg ion a l D eve lopm ent

A ct .

The A c t and subsequent am endm ents au th or ize a total o f $2. 090
b i l l io n fo r the co n s tru c t io n of up to 2, 700 m i le s o f d eve lop m en t highways
and up to 1, 600 m ile s o f lo c a l a c c e s s ro a d s . P r o v id e d a re y e a r ly

m o r e
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authoriza tion s o f $175 m il l io n fo r each of the f i s c a l y e a r s of 1971 and
1972; $180 m il l io n fo r each of the f i s c a l y e a r s o f 1973 and 1974; $185
m il l io n for each of the f i s c a l y e a rs 1975 through 1977; and $180 m il l io n
fo r f i s c a l y ea r 1978. P a rt ic ip a t in g States include A la b a m a , G e o rg ia
Kentucky, M ary lan d , M is s is s ip p i , New Y o rk , N orth C a ro l in a , O hio ,
P en nsy lvan ia , South C a ro l in a , T e n n e ss e e , V irg in ia , and W est V irg in ia .

The highway p r o g r a m is b e in g c a r r ie d on by the A ppalach ian
States through the A p p a lach ian R e g io n a l C o m m is s io n , in c o o p e ra t io n
with the F e d e r a l Highway A d m in is tra t io n . C on sis t in g o f G o v e r n o r s
o f the 13 States and a F e d e r a l C o ch a irm a n appointed by the P r e s id e n t ,
the C o m m is s io n 's p r im a r y p u rp o se is to con d u ct a co o rd in a te d attack
on the r e g io n 's m o s t s e v e r e e c o n o m ic p r o b le m s , one of w hich has long
been lack of tran sporta t ion . The A ppa lach ian d eve lop m en t highway
s y s te m has been d esign ed to fu rn ish im p ro v e d a c c e s s throughout
A ppa lach ia to open it up m o r e fully to trade and c o m m e r c e .

The trad it ion a l p a rtn ersh ip a rra n g e m e n t betw een the F e d e r a l
Highway A d m in is tra t io n and the State highway d ep a rtm en ts , under w hich
a ll F e d e r a l a id highway p r o g r a m s a re c a r r i e d out, is a ls o e m p lo y e d
in the A ppa lach ian highway p r o g r a m . The highways a re d es ig n ed in
a c c o r d a n c e with standards d e v e lo p e d by the v a riou s States through
the A m e r ic a n A s s o c ia t io n of State Highway O ff i c ia ls , and a p p rov ed
by the F e d e r a l Highway A d m in is tra t ion .

A ttached a re tab les w hich p ro v id e break dow ns on the p r o g r e s s
on both the A ppa lach ian d ev e lo p m e n t highways and lo c a l a c c e s s ro a d s .
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

APPALACHIAN HIGHWAY PROGRAM
IMPROVEMENT STATUS OF APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM MILEAGE

AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 1972

TABLE 1

STATE

IMPROVED TO
APPALACHIAN

TRAFFIC SERVICE
STANDARDS

UNDER
CON
STRUC
TTON

PREPARATION OF DESIGNS, PLANS,
SPECIFICATIONS, AND ESTIMATES,

AND/OR ROW
ACQUISITION UNDERWAY

OR COMPLETED

DESIGNATED MILEAGE

PARTICI
PATING

MILEAGE
2/

TOTAL
APPALACHIAN
DEVELOPMENT
MILEAGE

LOCATION
HEARING

AFFORDED
OR HELD

ROUTE
LOCATION
STUDIES

UNDERWAY

ROUTE
LOCATION
WORK NOT
STARTED

OPEN TO
TRAFFIC

I f

NOT
OPEN TO
TRAFFIC

CON
CURRENT
PS & E

AND ROW

ROW
ACQUI
SITION
ONLY

PREPARA
TION

OF PS & E
ONLY

DESIGN
APPROVED

DESIGN
HEARING

AFFORDED
OR HELD

LOCATION
APPROVED

AND
DESIGN

UNDERWAY

Alabama m m .
Georgia 14.2 9.8 5.2 20.3 . . 36.2 85.7 88.0
Kentucky 123.5 4.6 65.2 92.0 IO.9 25.9 2.3 66.3 2.1 29.7 422.5 586.4

Maryland I5.7 • 26.2 13.7 » 26.0 81.6 84.6
Mississippi . .
New York 76.4 49.8 33.1 36.6 1.7 13.6 10.9 222.1 254.3

North Carolina 55.6 • 44.8 5.6 » « » 47.7 30.1 10.8 194.6 196.4
Ohio 63.3 28.2 11.3 65.O 0.5 6.3 0.3 22.7 197.6 292.4
Pennsylvania 72.3 3.1 39.2 4.7 5O .3 8.0 108.0 183.4 469.0 508.0

South Carolina m m m m
Tennessee 101.7 5.0 29.6 . 24.6 . 27.6 7.9 102.2 27.5 326.1 336.6
Virginia 83.9 22.5 13.9 12.1 17.1 1.0 22.4 3.1 176.0 200.9

West Virginia 75.0 17.4 95.8 56.U 6.9 34.0 26.5 100.8 412.8 422.7
Total 681.6 25.1 386.5 265.5 23.0 239.8 0.5 17.2 328.8 72.8 508.9 38.3 2,588.0 2,970.3

Percent to Total
Under Consideration 26 1 15 10 1 9 * 1 13 3 20 1 100

1/ Includes mileage with addtional contracts required or underway on 35.6 miles in Kentucky, 15.7 miles in Maryland, 4.3 miles in North Carolina, 67.2 miles in
Tennessee, and 6l.l miles in West Virginia, totaling 183.9 miles.

2/ From which not to exceed 2,700 miles is to be designated for construction under the Appalachian program.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

APPALACHIAN HIGHWAY PROGRAM
IMPROVIDENT STATUS OF LOCAL ACCESS ROAD MILEAGE

AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 1972

TABLE 2

STATE

IMPROVED TO
APPALACHIAN

TRAFFIC
SERVICE
STANDARDS

AND
OPEN TO
TRAFFICu

UNDER
CON
STRUC
TION

PREPARATION OF DESIGNS, PLANS,
SPECIFICATIONS, AND ESTIMATES,

AND/OR ROW
ACQUISITION UNDERWAY

OR COMPLETED

DESIGNATED MILEAGE

TOTAL
MILEAGE

LOCATION
HEARING

AFFORDED
OR HELD

ROUTE
LOCATION
STUDIES

UNDERWAY

ROUTE
LOCATION
WORK NOT
STARTED

CON
CURRENT
PS & E

AND ROW

PREPARA
TION

OF PS & E
ONLY

DESIGN
APPROVED

LOCATION
APPROVED

AND
DESIGN

UNDERWAY

Alabama 125.3 10.7 25.7 2.5 3.5 2.3 37.2 207.2
Georgia 2.0 9.7 7.0 * 18.7
Kentucky 2.1 3.1 0.1 * *• 1.5 0.0

Maryland 3.3 0.5 1.3 5.1
Mississippi 45.2 38.6 83.8
New York 1.9 • • 4.0 * 0.4 " 6.3

North Carolina 8.2 0.6 0.5 6.2 3.5 19 .O
Ohio 24.7 2.9 2.1 3.3 3.6 36.6
Pennsylvania 13 .8 24.5 0.3 4.2 18.7 * 15.7 77.2

South Carolina 37.2 11.1 11.0 8.9 68.2
Tennessee 34.7 9.7 2.4 46.8
Virginia 9.6 7.6 m m ** * 17 .2

West Virginia 15.2 2.9 0.7 2.5 21.3

Total 323.2 112.2 41.7 38.8 2 6 .1 2.3 54.2 15.7 6l4.2

Percent to Total
Under Construction 53 18 7 6 5 9 2 100

1/ Includes mileage with additional contracts required or underway on 8,5 miles in Alabama, 5.3 miles in South Carolina, and
21.5 miles in Tennessee, totaling 35.3 miles.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

APPALACHIAN FUNDS OBLIGATED AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 1972

DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY LOCAL ACCESS ROADS TOTAL
STATE TOTAL

COST
FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

federal
FUNDS

Alabama
Georgia
Kentucky

$37,477,896
273,976,292

$20,170,988
170,709,939

$22,398,7234,836,720
2,878,837

$14,633,P5
2,271,535
1,814,021

$22,398,723k2,31^,616
276,855>129

$14,633,P5
22,442,523
172,523,960 i,

Maryland
Mississippi
New York

97,072,248
271,051,989

50,653,942
117,860,335

1,987,070
9,937,311
963,817

1,147,688
6,218,131
557,168

99,059,318
9,937,311

272,015,806

51,801,6P
6,218,131

118,417,P3
North Carolina
Ohio
Pennsylvania

103,6p,97̂
96,852,612
217,487,273

55,274,311
53,582,935107,042,430

2,555,018
5,744,010
12,289,673

1,429,004
2,221,042
5,943,874

106,185,992
102,596,622
229,776,9^6

56,703,315
55,803,977112,986,304

South Carolina
Tennessee
Virginia 106,226,47385,377,838

66,132,903
P, 352,384

12,548,184
6,874,828
4,313,522

8,763,706
4,812,378
2,710,000

12,5^,18^
113,101,301

89,691,360

8,763,706
70,945,281
53,062,384

West Virginia 434,973,335 242,966,542 6,190,619 4,016,245 Mn,163,95^ 246,982,787
Total 1,724,126,930 934,746,709 93,518,332 56,538,097 1 ,817,6 5̂,262 991,284,806



  
 

     

 

APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT
HIGHWAY SYSTEM

STATUS OF IMPROVEMENT AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 1972
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE THURSDAY A.M.
November 30, 1972 FHWA 98 72 (202-426 0677)

The Department of Transportation's Federal Highway Admin

istration announced today that highway construction costs in the

third quarter of 1972 Increased 5*5 percent above the previous

quarter, to lUl.2 percent of the 1967 average. This follows a

1*3 percent decrease for the previous quarter.

The composite price index for the third quarter is 4.2 percent

above that for the third quarter of 1971.

Trends in highway construction costs are measured by an index

of average contract prices compiled by the Administration from reports

of Federal aid highway construction contracts awarded by State highway

departments•

(more)
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The quarterly price index during the past 2 years and the percentage change
from the preceding quarter in each case have been as follows:

4th quarter, 1970
1st quarter, 1971
2nd quarter, 1971
3rd quarter, 1971
4th quarter, 1971
1st quarter, 1972
2nd quarter, 1972
3rd quarter, 1972

Price Percentage
Index Change
130.2 -2.8
124.1 -4.7
133.4 + 7.5
135*5 +1.6
133*5 -1.5
135*5 +1.5
133.7 -1.3
141.2 +5.5

The price levels of the component items of the index in the third quarter of
1972, the previous quarter, and the same quarter a year ago, and the corresponding
percentage changes, are shown in the following table*

Price Index Percentage Change
_______ 19673*100___________ this quarter from ■
Third Second Third Second Third
quarter quarter quarter quarter quarter
1972 1972 1971 1972 1971

Excavation • • • • • • • T35.C"” 127.5 122.0 +5.8 +10.6
Surfacing:
Portland cement concrete 146.2 146.2 156.1 0.0 - 6.3
Bituminous concrete • # 147.0 140.0 137.9 +5.0 + 6.6
Composite surfacing • 146.6 143.2 147.3 +2.3 - 0.5

Structures:
Reinforcing steel • • • 135.3 134.8 135.0 +0.4 + 0.2
Structured steel ... • 141.1 125.7 137.3 +12.2 + 2.8
Structural concrete • • 147.8 135.5 145.1 +9.1 + 1.9
Composite structures • 143.6 132.5 141.0 +8.4 + 1.9

Composite price index • • 141.2 133.7 135.5 +5.5 + 4.2
The U*S* average contract unit prices for the index items during the second

and third quarters of 1972 are:
Unit 2nd Qtr. 1972 3rd Qtr. 1972

Excavation Cu. Yd. $ .¿9 $ .73
PCC surfeuse Sq. Yd. 6.47 6.47
Bit. cone. surf. Ton 9.05 9.50
Str. relnf. Lb. .176 .177
Str. steel Lb. .310 •348
Str. concrete Cu. Yd. 95.26 103.90



  

  
  

      
    

      

         

       

        

         
        

   

       
        

           
         

         
           

      
        

 

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE SATURDAY A.M. F H W A 100
December 2, 1972 (2 0 2 ) 4 2 6 0 6 4 8

The Departm ent of T ransporta tion 's Federa l Highway-

Adm in istra tion has awarded a $56,459 resea rch contract to the

Franklin Institute of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, to exp lore the 

feas ib il ity of converting municipal wastes into road construction

m a te r ia ls .

The intention is to develop synthetic aggregate from municipal
inc inerator residue through a burning process involving tem peratures
in excess of 1800° F.

Acting Federa l Highway Adm in is tra to r R. R. B a rte lsm eyer
explained: "Deve lopm ent of a successful .conversion process would
mean that thousands of acres of valuable land would not be needed for
dumps and landfills . It would reduce transportation costs while provid ing
acceptable and safe substitutes fo r natural aggrega tes which are in
short supply in many areas of this Nation. The p ro jec t a lso re f lec ts
the Nixon Adm in is tra tion 's in terest and commitment to the p reserva t ion
and protection o f the Nation 's natural resources and the environment. "

m ore- -

-
-
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Under the co n tra c t , the F ran k lin Institute w il l a s s e m b le in
C leve lan d , O hio , a la b o r a to r y s ca le plant utiliz ing re s id u e f r o m a

.C leve lan d m u n ic ip a l in c in e r a to r . The plant w il l be cap a b le of
p rod u cin g 60 pounds p er hour of a g g re g a te suitable fo r P o rt la n d C em ent
c o n c r e t e , asp h a lt ic c o n c r e t e and base c o u r s e co n s tru ct io n .

If the re su lts o f the r e s e a r c h a r e fa v o r a b le , it w il l be p o s s ib le
fo r p r iva te industry to build  fu l l s c a le plants fo r p ro d u ct io n o f the
synthetic a g grega te .

60602

# # #

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

Washington, D.C. 20590

Official Business

PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE, $300

POSTAGE AND FEES PAID
FEDERAL H IG H W A Y

AD M IN ISTRATIO N
DOT 512

FIRST CLASS
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I NEW S
F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

allotted rura l Interstate System m ileage completed and open to tra ff ic ,
*

the Department of T ra n s p o s i t io n 's Federa l Highway Adm in istra tion

In addition, three States Montana, North Dakota and South
Dakota have completed and opened to tra ff ic a l l of their allotted
urban Interstate m ileage .

The amount of m ileage involved in each instance is: Delaware,
6 m iles , Maryland, 177 m iles ; Montana, 28 m iles ; North Dakota,

9 m iles ; and South Dakota, 13 m iles .

Another three States G eorg ia , Idaho and South Carolina
have m ore than 90 percent of their Interstate urban " f r e e " m iles open
to tra ff ic , while seven States A rk a n s a s , Massachusetts, Nebraska,
Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon and Pennsylvania have m ore than 90 percent
o f their Interstate rural " f r e e " m iles completed and in use. " F r e e "
m iles are those that a re not part of to ll systems that have been incorporated
into the Interstate System.

O f the total 42 ,500 m ile Interstate System 79. 5 percent of
the rura l m ileage and 79 6 percent of the urban m ileage is now open
to tra ff ic .

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE SATURDAY A.M.
December 9, 1972

FHW A -102-72 
(202) 426 0648

Two States Delaware and M aryland now have a ll of their

reports .

# # # 50674

- - - -
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| DEPARTMENT OF 
I TRANSPORTATION I NEWS

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

The Federal Highway A d m in istra tion 's Bureau o f Motor Carrier

Safety now has a v a ila b le a pamphlet contain ing new acciden t rep ortin g

re g u la tio n s , in stru ction s fo r com pleting the rev ised accident report

form fo r p rop erty ca rry in g c a r r ie r s , and the rep ort form i t s e l f (MCS 50 T ).

E ffe c t iv e January 1, 1973, a l l c a r r ie r s , in clud ing p riva te

c a r r ie r s , must f i l e the new rep ort form. The o ld form w il l not be

accepted a fte r January 1.

The new ru les are contained in Part 394 o f the Motor Carrier

Safety R egu lations, published in the Federal R egister on September 7,

1972. In stru ction s fo r com pleting the rev ised acciden t report form were

published in the Federal R eg ister on October 26, 1972.

Free cop ies o f the new pamphlet may be obtained from the Bureau

o f Motor Carrier S a fe ty , Washington, D.C. 20590, and the Bureau's

various f i e ld o f f i c e s . The acciden t rep ort form i t s e l f may be purchased

from the Superintendent o f Documents, Washington, D.C„ 20402, at a cost

o f $1.25 per pad o f 100 forms (S tock No. 5004 00007).

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

RELEASE AT WILL
FHWA 101 72
(202 426 0677)

60682

tt n tt

121172
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION I NEWS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY A.M. FHWA 103 72
December 13, 1972 (202) 426 0648

The Federal Highway Adm inistration 's Bureau of Motor

C a rr ie r Safety has rev ised the disqualification rules for d rivers

of com m ercia l interstate trucks and buses, effective December 25,

1972.

Under the revision , crim inal offenses committed while a
person is operating his private automobile w ill not be cause for the
disqualification of com m ercia l driving. However, the Bureau
emphasized that conviction of a crim inal offense committed while the
driver is operating a com m ercial veh icle would continue to result in
disqualification and that the rule w ill be vigorously enforced.

Under the new .rules the period of disqualification has been
changed from the present 3 years toT year fo r the fir s t conviction,
and 3 years for each subsequent conviction within the precêeding
3 years.

The revision applies to a ll d rivers who were disqualified prior
to the effective date of the new rule. A d river who was disqualified
at any time for a conviction while operating his private automobile
w ill be elig ib le for the reinstatement of his driving p riv ileges in

m ore

- -

- -

-

-



           
          
             

           
           

       

        
          

            
         

          
           

     

         
          

            

  

  
  

 

 

   
 

 

2

interstate or foreign com m erce upon the effective date of the rule,
provided he is otherwise qualified. Another change in the rules perm its
a driver who has served 1 year or m ore of his suspension for a con
viction while operating a com m ercia l m otor vehicle to be eligible for
the return of his com m ercia l driving status effective upon the implementation
of the new rule, provided he is otherwise qualified.

BMCS D irector Robert A. Kaye said: "The automatic disqualification
of com m ercia l drivers who are convicted of driving personal vehicles
while intoxicated is not in tune with the current program s in identifying
and remedying the causes of a lcoholic d rivers. Experience in admin
istering the driver disqualification rule has shown that strict adherence
to the rule tends to discourage im m ediate identification of drivers who
should be in rehabilitation program s. "

The 1 year period of disqualification for first offenders close ly
parallels the mandatory period for loss of driving priv ileges im posed
by many States upon conviction of driving while intoxicated or a sim ilar
offense.

60675

# # #

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

Washington, D.C. 20590

Official Business

PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE. $300

POSTAGE AND FEES PAID
FEDERAI. HIGHWAY

ADMINISTRATION
DOT 512

FIRST CLASS
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION I NEWS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

C a r r ie r Safety has r e le a s e d a new p u b lica t ion entitled , "B M C S , "

The 15 p a ge pam phlet p r o v id e s a c o n c is e d e s c r ip t io n of the
B u re a u 's sa fe ty a c t iv i t ie s , r e s p o n s ib i l i t ie s and s co p e of authority ,
and d eta ils the m ethods it u ses to p ro v id e g r e a te r sa fe ty in interstate
tru ck and bus o p e ra t io n s . It a ls o g iv e s the a d d r e s s e s o f the BM CS
fie ld o f f i c e s in all o f the 50 States.

BM CS D ir e c t o r R o b e r t A. Kaye said: "W ith e x ten s ive d istr ibu tion
o f this pam phlet , it is hoped that the pub lic w il l be g iven a g r e a te r
p e r s p e c t iv e of the m o to r c a r r i e r sa fety p r o g r a m s , w h ich in turn w il l
lead to g r e a te r public p a r t ic ip a t io n in r e s o lv in g highway safety p r o b le m s . "

F r e e c o p ie s o f the new pam phlet m ay be obta ined fr o m the
B ureau of M o to r C a rr ie r Safety, F e d e r a l Highway A d m in is tra t io n , U. S.
D epartm ent o f T ra n sp o r ta t io n , 400 Seventh S treet, S. W. , W ashington ,
D. C. 20590.

RELEASE AT WILL
FHWA 104-72 
(202) 42 6 0 6 4 8

The F e d e r a l H ighway A d m in is t r a t io n 's B ureau of M otor

# # # 60676

121572
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
December 19, 1972 FHWA 108 72 (202 426 0677)

During the past four years, travel on America’s highways has
increased nearly 25 percent, according to statistics released today by
the Federal Highway Administration.

Acting Federal' Highway Administrator R. R. Bartelsmeyer said
that the preliminary estimate of travel for 1972 (based on information 
for the first six months of the year) is 1,250 billion vehicle miles,
a 5*4 percent increase over the 1,186 billion reported for 1971. Just 
four years ago, in 1968, highway travel topped the one trillion mile mark 
for the first time at 1,016 billion miles.

’’One and one-quarter trillion miles is such a mind stretching figure
that even comparisons are hard to grasp," Mr. Bartelsmeyer said. "It is
equal to more than two and one-half million round trips to the moon»"

Thirteen States reported 1971 travel in excess of 30 billion 
annual vehicle miles and these States accounted for 60 percent of all
the travel in the Nation. California, with 118 billion, far exceeded 
any other State, followed by New York with 72.2 billion; Texas, 70.7
billion; Ohio, 61.1 billion; Pennsylvania, 60.9 billion; Illinois, 57.4
billion; Michigan, 55.6 billion; Florida, 47.5 billion; New Jersey, 43.3
billionj Indiana, 34.3 billion; Georgia, 31.7 billion; North Carolina, 31.4
billion; and Virginia, 30.5 billion.

Twenty-one States, including the 13 listed above, reported travel
exceeding 20 billion annual vehicle miles. These 21 States accounted 
for more than three-fourths of the Nation’s travel.

Main rural roads served 36.6 percent of the 1971 travel with 16
percent of the Nation’s total of 3.8 million miles of roads and streets.
Urban streets accounted for 51.7/percent of the total travel, although 
they represent only 16 percent of the total mileage. Local rural roads
accounted for 11.7 percent of the travel on approximately 68 percent of
the mileage.

The Interstate System, including both completed Interstate highways 
and traveled-way sections, accounted for about 1 percent of the total mileage
of roads and streets and carried 19.0 percent of the travel. The traveled
way consists of those roads and streets presently carrying traffic which will

(more)
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be served by the Interstate System when completed. The Federal-aid primary 
system including Interstate represented about 7 percent of the mileage 
and carried 48.9 percent of the travel. All Federal-aid systems combined,
which includes 24 percent of the mileage, carried 67 percent of the travel.

Passenger cars represented nearly 80 percent of the vehicles and
accounted for over 79 percent of the travel; motorcycles, almost 2.5
percent of all vehicles and about 1 percent of all travel; trucks and
truck combinations, 17 percent of all vehicles and 19 percent of all
travel; similar figures for buses were less than one-half of 1 percent.

In the area of vehicle performance, annual miles per vehicle rose
from 10,076 in 1970 to 10,198 in 1971. Gallons of fuel consumed per vehicle 
continued to rise, going from 830 in 1970 to 838 in 1971. Miles traveled 
per gallon of fuel consumed remained relatively stable going from 12.15 in
1970 to 12.16 in 1971.

Additional travel and related information for the Nation for 1971
is shown on the accompanying table VM 1 by road class and vehicle type.
These data are based on estimates prepared annually by the State highway
departments. The summary of State estimates of travel by administrative 
highway system is shown on table VM 2.
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ES TIM A TED M OTOR V E H IC L E TR A V E L IN T H E U N IT E D S TA TE S AND R ELATED D A T A 1 9 7 1 1

Source : Program Management Division
Office of Highway Planning, FHWA

Table VM 1
October 1972

Item

Passenger vehicles

Personal passenger vehicles

Passenger
cars
2/

Motor
cycles
2/ 3/

All
personal
passenger
vehicles

Buses

Commercial School All
buses

All
passenger
vehicles

Cargo vehicles

Single
unit

trucks
Combi
nations

All
trucks

All
motor

vehicles

Motor vehicle travel:
(million vehicle miles)

Main rural roads

Local rural roads

All rural roads

Urban streets

Total travel 939,102 15,053

323,383

105,560

1+28,91+3

525,212

95^,155

925

193

1 ,1 1 8

1,767

2,885

825

958

1,783

1+29

2,212

1,750

1,151

2,901

2,196

5,097

325,133

106,711

1+31,81+1+

527,1+08

959,252

80,972

30,1+15

111,387

73,009

l8l+,396

28,1+09

1,67*+

30,083

12,558

1+2,61+1

109,381

32,089

11+1,1+70

85,567

227,037

l+3l+,5ll+

138,800

573,31*+

612,975

1 ,186,289

Number of vehicles registered
(thousands)

Average miles traveled
per vehicle

Fuel consumed
(million gallons)

Average fuel consumption per
vehicle (gallons)

Average miles traveled per
gallon of fuel consumed

92,799

10,121

69,213

7I+6

13.57

3,3*+5

i+,500

301

90

50,00

96,1*+*+

9,926

69,51*+ 

723

13.73

90.3

31.9*+9

631

6,988

*+.57

307.3

7,198

316

1,028

7.00

397 6

12,819

9*+7

2,382

5.38

96,5*+2

9,938

70,1+61

730

1 3 .6 1

18,828

9,79l+

18 ,2 2 1

968

10.12

97I+

1+3,779

8,865

9,102

1+.81

19,802

1 1 ,1+65

27,086

1,368
8.38

116,31+1+ 

10 ,198

97,5I+7

838

1 2 .1 6

l/ For the 50 States and District of Columbia.
2/ Separate estimates of passenger car and motorcycle travel are not available by highway category. , ... .
3/ Figures in this column vary significantly from the corresponding values for 1970. This represents a change in the basic assumptions of

miles per vehicle and miles per gallon, not a shift in the t r e n d . _________________________ 
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VEHICLE MILES, BY STATE AND HIGHWAY SYSTEM 1971
Source: Program Management Division TABLE VM2

O ffice o f Highway Planning, FHWA (M illions) SEPTEMBER 1972

FEDERAL AID HIGHWAY SYSTEM NOT ON FEDERAL AID SYSTEM
SUB

TOTALINTERSTATE RURAL INTERSTATE URBAN OTHER PRIMARY SECONDARY OTHER
TOTAL TOTAL STATE URBANCENSUS STATE TOTAL FEDERAL FEDERAL OTHER URBAN LOCAL URBAN TOTAL AND TOTAL

TRAVELED TRAVELED TOTAL INTER STATE STATE LOCAL LOCAL
TOTAL

AID AID i EDERAL AND RURAL MUNICI
FINAL WAY FINAL WAY RURAL URBAN TOTAL RURAL URBAN RURAL URBAN RURAL URBAN MUNICI PALy 1 / PAL

01 31 02 32 03 Ok 05 06 07 08 9 . 10 11 12

Connecticut 773 21*9 1,022 2,589 1*50 3,039 U,061 1,223 1,81*6 3,069 987 885 7 1*9 1,928 3,239 5,819 9,058 286 2,Ol*9 286 5,1*1*1 3,811 13,309 17,120
Maine 681 52 733 91 69 160 893 1,731 556 2,287 1,009

663
160 1,169 3,1*73 876 l*,3l*9 959 300 312 515 l*,7l*l* 1,691 6,1*35

Massachusetts 1,802 216 2,018 2,026 1,175 3,201 5,219 3,036 3,167 6,203 710 1,276 1,682 l*,331 6,993 8,760 15,753 200 1,303 616 10,158 7,809 20,221
1,580

28,030
New Hampshire 578 25 603 I62 65 227 830 1,373 351* 1,727 909 187 1* 3 1,103 2,889 771 3,660 193 23I* 173 575 3,255 ■*,835England Rhode Island 139 19 158 837 63 900 1,058 231* 1,221 1,1*55 239 1*80 17 2LL 980 6L8 2,81*5 3,1*93 117 ll*9 87 1,192 852 I*,186 5,038
Vermont W9 IO9 598 1*8 9 57 655 9IO 170 1,080 508 12 172 11 703 2,188 25O 2,1*38 70 2 222 236 2,480 1*88 2,968

Total L,L62 670 5,132 5,753 1,831 7,581* 12,716 8,507 7,311* 15,821 1*,315 2,1*31* 1,1*76 1,989 10,2lU . 19,1*30 19,321 38,751 1,825 1*,037 1,696 18,117 22,951 1*1,1*75 6k, k26

New Jersey 6U5 291* 939 2,628 1,567 ■*,195 5,131* 3,597 6,632 10,229 52 126 1,887 3,186 5,251 6,1*75 14,139 20,611*
39,736

1,563 3,216 l*,636 13,260 12,671* 30,615 1*3,289
Middle

A tlantic
New York 3,311 199 3,510 6,761 693 7,1*51* 10,961* 9,696 12,21*2 21,938 2,1*1*9 2,056 2,285 kk 6,831* 17,91*0 21,796 271 2,039 8,658 21,513

11,815
26,869 1+5,3^ 72,217

Pennsylvania 5,761* 1*19 6,183 2,1*06 872 3,278 9,1*61 9,050 6,936 15,986 6,306 l*,ll*9 53 116 10,621* 21,592 ll*, 1*79 36,071 3,669 5,003 1*,33I* 29,595 31,297 60,892

Total 9,720 9I2 10,632 11,795 3,132 1>*,927 25,559 22,31*3 25,810 1*8,153 8,807 6,331 >*,225 3,31*6 22,709 1*6,007 50,1*11* 96,1*21 5,503 10,258 17,628 1*6,588 69,138 107,260 176,398
Delaware 1*1*6 1*1*6 1*1*6 862 968 1,830 28k 1(02 686 1,11*6 1,816 2,962 95 11*5 1,21*1 1,961 3,202

South D ist. o f Col. 250 172 1*22 1(22 1,079 1,079 • 510 510 2,011 2,011 875 2,886 2,886
Atlantic Maryland 1,310 1,310 3,058 1*1*1 3,1*99 l*,809 3,196 3,066 6,262 1,787 1,501 1*99 1*79 i*,266 6,792 8,51*5 15,337 712 106 3,391* 2,666 10,898 U ,317 22,215

(North) Virginia 2,981* 537 3,521 2,11*3 351 2,l*9U 6,015 1*,953 l*,139 9,092 3,381 1,522 2,500 538 7,91*1 1U.355 8,693 23,048 126 662 2,209 U,1*59 16,690 13,811* 30,501*
West Virginia 707 1*32 1,139 131* 196 330 l,!*69 1,71*6 765 2,5H 1,1*25 25I* 1,118 1*2 2,839 5,1*28 1,391 6,819 9 30 386 1,1*91 5,823 2,912 8,735

Total 5,001 969 5,970 6,031 1,160 7,191 13,161 10,757 10,017 20,771* 6,877 3,679 1+,117 1,569 16,21*2 27,721 22,1*56 50,177 81*7 798 6,081* 9,636 31*,652 32,890 67,51*2

Florida 2,813 1,102 3,915 1,993 1,102 3,095 7,010 5,868 it, 1*71* 10,31*2 5,1*1*8 3,732 612 131* 9,926 15,81*3 11,1*35 27,278 1,873 1,353 3,796 13,193 21,512 25,981 1*7,1*93
South

Atlantic
(South)

Georgia 3,072 935 l*,007 2,312 187 2,1*99 6,506 7,030 2,579 9,609 3,077 623 1,517 558 5,775 15,631 6,259 21,890 11*1* 1*71 1,903 7,21*8 17,678 13,978 31,656
North Carolina 1,983 1,189 3,172 662 560 1,222

728
l*,39l* 5,35 * 2,673 8,027 10,505 2,987 k 227 13,723 19,035 7,109 26,11*1* 1,893 6>*6 33 2,662 20,961 10,1*17 31,378

South Carolina 1,370 1*97 1,867 61*9 79 2,595 5,315 2,1*77 7,792 3,21*9 1,306 192 15 1*,762 10,623 1*,526 15,11*9 1*05 1,392 1*29 389 11,1*57 6,307 17,761*

Total 9,238 3,723 12,961 5,616 1,928 7,51*1* 20,505 23,567 12,203 35,770 22,279 8,61*8 2,325 931* 31*,186 61,132 29,329 90,1*61 l*,315 3,862 6,161 23,1*92 71,608 56,683 128,291

I llin o is 3,330 831 1*,161 5,1*69 563 6,032
2,598

10,193 9,096 9,160 18,256 1,075 819 2,178 720 1*,792 16,510 16,731
6,351*

33,21*1 l,ll*2 3,597 2,88o 16,530 20,532 36,858 57,390
Indiana 3,91*0 676 I*,6l6 2,210

1*,7H
388 7,211* 8,i*oo 2,880 11,280 3,670 735 1,800 lL l 6,3^6 18,1*86 21*,81*0 179 95 1,536 7,61*2 20,201 ll*,091 34,292

East Michigan 3,572 317 3,889 1,628 6,339 10,228 7,61*5 7,562 15,207
16,832

1,628 617 7,1*50 3,528 13,223 20,612 18,01*6 38,658 33 60 3,017 13,789 23,662 31,895 55,557
North Ohio 5,963 66 6,029 6,1*66 890 7,356 13,385 9,717 7,115 I*,808 2,01*1 2,567 2,627 12,01*3 23,121 19,139 1*2,260 128 1*20 5,23l* 13,009 28,1*83 32,568 61,051

Central Wisconsin 2,009 11*3 2,152 898 255 1,153 3,305 6,187 3,01*6 9,233 2,628 721 1,81*1 1,171* 6,361* 12,808 6,091* 18,902 201* 139 1,880 l*,731 ll*,892 10,961* 25,856

Total l8 ,8 lL 2,033 20,81*7 19,751* 3,72>t 23,1*78 1*1*,325 41,045 29,763 70,808 13,809 i*,933 15,836 8,190 1*2,768 91,537 66,361* 157,901 1,686 1»,311 ll*,5l*7 55,701 107,770 126,376 234,146

Iowa 2,077 285 2,362 577 89 666 3,028 6,131* 1,957 8,091 2,300
1^ 35

356 2,656 10,796 2,979 13,775 121 81 1,118 3,786 12,035 6,81*6 18,881
Kansas 1,251* 9U 1,31*8 587 1*7 631* 1,982 3,967 1,275 5,21*2 615 29 1*81* 2,563 7,365 2,1*22 9,787 72 69 l,ll*2 2,730 8,579 5,221 13,800
Minnesota 755 359 1,111* 1,791 51*2 2,333 3 ,Wt7 *+,656 3,097 7,753 1,062 lid* 1*,353 I97 5,756 11,185 5,771 16,956 68 93 1,877 It,1*10 13,130 10,271* 23,404

West Missouri 2,867 733 3,600 2,509 381* 2,893 6,1*93 6,015 2,201* 8,219 2.66U 757 21 51* 3,1*96 12,300 5,908 18,208 199 721 1,809 6,ll*0 ll*,308 12,769 27,077
North Nebraska 1,063 68 1,131 26I 3 261* 1,395 3,071* 987 l*,06l 661 19 882 172 1,731* 5,71*8 1,1*1*2 7,190 5 906 1,802 6,659 3,2l*l* 9,903

Central North Dakota 1*92 59 551 19 3 22 573 1,217 21*2 1,1*59 2>*lt 11 1*77 19 751 2,1*89 29I* 2,783 1 2 697 1*72 3,187 768 3,955
South Dakota 693 201 89U 32 9 1*1 935 1,670 252 1,922 250 38 U55 37 780 3,269 368 3,637 22 6 579 57I* 3,870 91*8 4,818

Total 9,201 1,799 11,000 5,776 1,077 6,853 17,853 26,733 10,011* 36,7U7 5,1*96 998 9,923 1,319 17,736 53,152 19,181* 72,336 1*88 972 8,128 19,911* 61,768 ¡10,070 101,838

East
Alabama 1,295 978 2,273 381* 995 1,379 3,652 5,186 2,287 7,1*73 1,595 378 987 219 3,179 10,01*1 1*,263 ll*,30U 57 31 1*1*0 3,1*83 10,538 7,777 18,315
Kentucky 2,729 290 3,019 756 51*6 1,302 !*,321 l*,66l* 1,81*8 6,512 3,993 617 2l*5 78 l*,933 11,921 3,81*5 15,766 1,368 808 1,150 2,1*08 ll*,!*39 7,061 21,500

South M ississippi 1,151 2l*9 1,1*00 385 360 7U5 2,11*5 ■*,231* 906 5,11*0 973 113 1,219 266 2,571 7,826 2,030 9,856 8 22 61*3 1,726 8,1*77 3,778 12,255
Tennessee 2,601 709 3,310 1,711* 509 2,223 5,533 5,618 3,44i 9,059 1,386 230 878 135 2,629 11,192 6,029 17,221 55 7 1,81*9 5,715 13,096 11,751 24,847

Total 7,776 2,226 10,002 3,239 2,1*10 5,61*9 15,651 19,702 8,1*82 28,181* 7,9l*7 1,338 3,329 698 13,312 1*0,980 16,167 57,11*7 1,1*88 868 1*,082 13,332 1*6,550 30,367 76,917
Arkansas 1,305 7k 1,379 1*1*0 1*1*0 1,819 3,063 1,205

1,892
It,268 2,51*3 LL3 301 lOl* 3,391 7,286 2,192 9,1*78 67 61 873 1,630 8,226 3,883 12,109

Louisiana 1,01*1* 938 1,982 881* 135 1,019 3,001 2,81*8 l*,7l*0 3,71*6 777 1*,523 8,576 3,688 12,261* 828 502 1,239 2,782 10,61*3 6,972 17,615
Oklahoma 1,592 79 1,671 1,31*0 1,31*0 3,011 5,11*3 1,792 6,935 1,251 1*69 830 868 3,1*18

11,877
8,895 U,L69 13,361* 303 133 1,010 3,817 10,208 8,1*19 18,627

Central Texas It,937 1,1*10 6,31*7 8,396 1,1*96 9,892 16,239 12,122 8,900 21,022 8,632 3,21*5 27,101 22,037 1*9,138 1,827 919 2,870 15,955 31,798 38,911 70,709

Total 8,878 2,501 11,379 11,060 1,631 12,691 2l*,070 23,176 13,789 36,965 16,172 l*,93l* 1,131 972 23,209 51,858 32,386 81*,21*1* 3,025 1,615 5,992 2l*,l8l* 60,875 58,185 119,060
Arizona 1,781 1,178 2,959 612 185 797 3,756 1,1*86 1*28 1,911* 7U7 65 857 2,1*62 1*,131 6,01*9 3,752 9,801 330 15 803 2,286 7,182 6,053 13,235
Colorado l,37l* 367 1,71*1 988 181 1,169 2,910 2,1*15 2,130 l*,5l*5 1,155 270 . 1,1+25 5,311 3,569 8,880 20 36 1,762 2,960 7,093 6,565 13,658
Idaho 711* 259 973 65 16 8 i 1,051* 1,329 319 1,61*8 1*35 29 359 15U 977 3,096 583 3,679 k 609 638 3,709 1,221 4,930
Montana 511 1*97 1,008 1*2 3 1*5 1,053 1,702 3O5 2,007 1*93 72 565 3,203 1*22 3,625 831* 620 1*,037 l,0l*2 5,079

Division Nevada 631* 156 79O 52 60 112 902 71*3 305 l,0l*8 332 73 103 215 723 1,968 705 2,673 27 30 136 757 2,131 1,1*92 3,623
New Mexico 1,1*08 1*15 1,823 295 177 1*72 2,295 1,671* 722 2,396 l,0l*6 131 7 1,181* l*,550 1,325 5,875 122 591* 508 916 5,180 2,835 8,015
Utah 7I9 721 1,1*1*0 713 51* 767 2,207 952 6Ll* 1,596 575 1*52 I5L I89 1,370 3,121 2,052 5,173 23 89 1*66 793 3,610 2,93** 6,544
Wyoming 866 IO9 975 23 26 1*9 1,021* 982 153 1,135 251 22 17 9 299 2,225 233 2,1*58 2 3 361* 371 2,591 607 3,198

Total 8,007 3,702 11,709 2,790 702 3,1*92 15,201 11,283 5,006 16,289 5,031* i ,u i* 1,1*97 3,029 10,671* 29,523 12,61*1 1*2,161* 528 767 5,1*82 9,31*1 35,533 22,71*9 58,282
California 5,71*8 3,676 9,1*21* 14,109 1*,338 18,1*1*7 27,871 11,852 23,395 35,21*7 2,878 1,067 ■*,785 7,599 16,329 28,939 50,508 79,1*1*7 206 381 12,772 25,217 1*1,917 76,106 118,023

P acific
Oregon 1,802 105 1,907 995 ll*l 1,136 3,01*3 2,515 1,539 l*,05l* 1,132 1*21 938 60l* 3,095 6,1*92 3,700 10,192 1*3 32 2,827 1,287 9,362 5,019 14,381
Washington 795 918 1,713 2,730 281 3,011 l*,72l* 2,660 1,895 1*,555 1,223 783 1,527 1,061 1*,591* 7,123 6,750 13,873 26 121 1,711* 6,126 8,863 12,997 21,860

Total 8,31*5 l*,699 13,01*1* 17,831* !*,760 22,591* 35,638 17,027 26,829 1*3,856 5,233 2,271 7,250 9,261* 2l*,0l8 1*2,551* 60,958 103,512 275 531* 17,313 32,630 60,lU2 9l*,122 154,264
T o ta l A ll Divisions 89,1*1*2 23,231* 112,676 89,61*8 22,355 112,003 221*,679 201*,11*0 11*9,227 353,367 95,969 36,680 51,109 31,310 215,068 1*63,891* 329,220 793,1H* 19,980 28,022 87,113 252,935 570,987 610,177 1,181,164

Alaska „ 1*72 ll*6 618 176 55 231 61*8 201 81*9 210 1*10 858 611 1,469
Hawaii 55 126 181 31*2 171 513 69I* 7I8 516 1,231* 192 58 56 39 3U5 1,11*7 1,126 2,273 10 312 1,061 1,1*69 2,187 3,656

United States Total 89,1*97 23,360 112,857 89,990 22,526 112,516 225,373 205,330 11*9,889 355,219 96,337 36,793 51,165 31,31*9 215,61*1* 1*65,689 330,51*7 796,236 19,990 28,022 87,635 25l*,!*06 573,3H* 612,975 1,186,289

1 / Traveled way includes travel on highways in the Interstate System status o f completion group 2. This group consists o f mileage which is adequate fo r present t r a f f ic but w il l need further construction and improvement to bring i t to fu l l
Interstate standards. In some instances these are divided highways with f u l l control o f access and in others they are tw o , three or four lane undivided highways with no access con tro l.
Note: For th is ta b le , travel on frontage roads has been placed in systems 11 and 12. The numerical codes which are shown above fo r a l l Ik administrative highway systems are used for id en tifica tion purposes in analyses o f tra v e l, mileage, and

accident data based on these systems.
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION I NEW S

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
December 19, 1972

FHWA 1 0 9 7 2
(2 0 2 ) 4 2 6 0 6 4 8

Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe today announced

new steps to promote highway safety through wider use of energy

absorbing crash cushions which markedly reduce the severity of

motor vehicle collisions with fixed roadside objects.

Secretary Volpe said the Federal Highway Administration will
require installation of crash cushions on new Federal aid freeways,
high speed roads or high volume highways at locations which cannot
be designed to eliminate fixed roadside hazards. He identified
these hazards as fixtures such as bridge piers and large sign posts.

Mr. Volpe said State highway department plans will not be
approved for Federal funding unless they call for crash devices
to be installed before the road is opened to traffic.

In addition, Mr. Volpe said, a simultaneous effort will be
mounted to see that crash cushions are installed at certain
critical locations on existing freeways.

"Starting on an experimental basis a few years ago, highway
engineers have now developed and tested a variety of crash barriers
that are proven life savers," Mr. Volpe said. "It is time now
to put these life savers to work on a broad scale, just as we have
done in recent years with break away light and sign posts and
improved guardrails.

more
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"More than 4,500 lives are lost each year in crashes with
fixed objects. I am convinced that greater use of crash cushions
will help avert many of these tragedies," the Secretary added.

Acting Federal Highway Administrator Ralph R. Bartelsmeyer
explained that crash cushions are relatively inexpensive devices
placed in front of dangerous obstacles which cannot be eliminated
from the roadside. The devices can be sand filled plastic
containers, water filled soft plastic cells, empty metal drums,
or other devices now 'undergoing development.

When struck by a vehicle, the cushions, known technically
as impact attenuators, dissipate the impact by absorbing the
energy. As a result, motorists who otherwise might have been
killed, are often able to drive away.

Mr. Bartelsmeyer said a particular application of the
protective devices is in the gore areas of freeways, where exit
ramps leave the main roadways. These can be danger spots, 
especially if there are differences in elevation. Frequently,
fixed objects, such as bridge or overpass piers and parapets
and massive sign posts, must be located in these areas.

Calling for positive steps to deal with the situation,
Mr. Bartelsmeyer said each State highway department is being asked
to identify and inventory hazardous conditions in gore areas of 
existing highways, which could be corrected by crash cushions.
This inventory should require about 6 months, while the installation
of the cushions is planned to be done within 2 years.

Although gores have received the major attention thus far,
Mr. Bartelsmeyer pointed to other areas where the cushions could
be installed with beneficial results. He cited bridge piers in 
narrow medians, openings between parallel bridges on divided,
highways, and barricades for drawbridges and ferry landings.

# # #
50796

-
-



 

   
 

  
  

   
  

          

           

       

          
        

          
    

          
            

     

            
            

          

            
     

          
          

           

            
          

            
           

            
   

am tes O

& DEPARTMENT OF
% TRANSPORTATION NEWS
f e d e r a l h ig h w a y a d m in is t r a t io n

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
December 19, 1972

FHWA 110-72 
(202) 426-0648

Secretary o f Transportation John A. Volpe today announced the release

o f new ’’Sign Cost and Depreciation Schedules” which are expected to

grea tly acce lera te the national highway b illboard removal program.

Developed over the past three months by the Department o f Transportation ’ s
Federal Highway Adm inistration, the new National Schedules represent input
from the American Association o f State Highway O ff ic ia ls , individual State
highway departments, industry, and consultants.

’’These new National Schedules provide a formula fo r valuing nonconforming
poster panel and painted b u lle t in signs quickly and fa i r ly , and on a
uniform national b as is ,” said Secretary Volpe.

’’Their use is optional those States which have th e ir own approved
cost schedules may continue to use them, i f v e r i f ie d but we b e lieve that
the m ajority o f States w il l quickly adopt the new National Schedules.

’’And we fe e l that th e ir use w i l l g rea tly accelera te the removal o f
unsightly b illboards from the nation ’ s highways.”

The Highway B eau tifica tion Act o f 1965 provided fo r b illboards to be
prohibited within 660 fe e t o f the righ t o f w ay o f Federal a id In tersta te
System and Primary highways. So fa r , some 70,000 signs have been removed.

The basic cost figu res in the National Schedules include a l l d irect and
ind irect costs required to construct an outdoor advertis ing sign, including
labor, m ateria l, overhead and p ro f it which are typ ica l o f the sign industry.
National m od ifiers, keyed to the postal z ip code system, which r e f le c t
d ifferen ces in sign construction costs in d iffe ren t parts o f the country, are
provided with the Schedules.

more

- -

- - -

- -

' 

— 

— 



       

        
           
           

          
         

  

  
   

 

 

  
  

 
 

2

Acting Federal Highway Administrator R. R. Bartelsmeyer said:

"We believe these National Standards involve a so lid formula based 
on costs which w ill give the States a needed tool for evaluating signs
on a equitable and uniform basis for reimbursing individual and sign
company owners,^ We fu lly expect that their use w ill substantially reduce
the administrative costs of State highway departments on this program."

¿0868
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

Washington, D.C. 20590

Official Business

PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE, 8300
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I TRANSPORTATION I NEWS

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

In a move to avoid duplication o f e f fo r t and improve manpower

u t i l iz a t io n , the Federal Highway Administration is encouraging State

highway departments to play the major ro le in auditing Federal aid

highway programs.

Acting Federal Highway Administrator R. R. Bartelsmeyer said

today that in some cases, i t has been the practice fo r both the State

and the Federal Highway Administration to conduct intensive audits

which could be rep e tit iou s .

Under a new "s in g le audit" program aimed at perm itting the States
greater freedom in the management o f th e ir own a f fa ir s , States w il l
assume overa ll auditing re sp on s ib ility . The FHWA w il l operate in a
review capacity, checking on the State highway departments' audits.

Mr. Bartelsmeyer said the "s in g le audit" concept is an extension
o f the tra d it ion a l Federal State partnership under which the States
plan and build highways subject to approval o f the Federal Government. 
The same working re la tionsh ip that ex is ts between the two parties in
carrying out various other professional functions, such as engineering
and righ t o f w ay acqu is ition , w i l l be expanded to include auditing, he
added.

"The exce llen t Federal State re la tionsh ip that we have is in a
large measure responsible fo r our Nation 's fin e highway program," said
Mr. Bartelsmeyer. The s in g le audit concept w i l l d e fin ite ly strengthen
that re la tion sh ip ."

FOR RELEASE FRIDAY A.M. 
December 22, 1972 (202 426 0677) FHWA 106
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY A.M. FHWA 107 72
December 26, 1972 (202) 426 0648

The Federal Highway Administration’ s Bureau of Motor Carrier

Safety announced today that lightweight motor vehicles transporting mail,

their drivers, and the owners who operate them, i f under contract to the 

U.S. Postal Service, w ill be exempt from certain provisions of the Motor

Carrier Safety Regulations.

Earlier this year BMCS Director Robert A. Kaye announced that
the Bureau was extending its safety regulatory jurisdiction to include 
motor carrier vehicles under contract with the United States Postal Service.
And at the same time he proposed an administrative exemption from the 
regulations for carriers and drivers engaged exclusively in transporting
mail by means of light weight motor vehicles.

The exemption announced today w ill be based on a manufacturer's
gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR). Vehicles with a gross vehicle weight 
rating of 10,000 lbs or less w ill be exempt from a ll provisions of the 
Motor Carrier Safety Regulations except the provisions governing the 
transportation of hazardous materials.

Transportation of mail in lightweight vehicles consists,
according to the Postal Service, generally of single vehicle operations
conducted by an individual who w ill sometimes use members of his family
to drive. The operations are essentially local delivery services
traversing a small geographic area. Furthermore, the Postal Service has
said that it is prepared to exercise adequate surveillance of these
carriers to insure that they operate safely.
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

EDERAL HIGHWAY

I NEWS
ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590
FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY
December 27, 1972 (202 426 0677) FHWA 105 72

Federal, State and local governments will have $22.3 billion available

for highway purposes during calendar year 1973, according to the latest

estimate released today by the Department of Transportation s Federal Highway

Administration.

The 1973 estimate, compiled by the Federal Highway Administration,
indicates that receipts for highways by all units of government are expected
to reach $22.9 billion supplemented by $1.9 billion from bond sales, making
a total of $24.8 billion. However, redemption of highway bonds issued in
prior years, plus bond interest, will require about $2.5 billion of the total
receipts, leaving $22.3 billion available for highway improvements, maintenance
and administration.

According to Acting Federal Highway Administrator R. R. Bartelsmeyer,
the 1973 total receipts will be $827 million more than the $24 billion total
receipts in 1972, which included $2.4 billion from bonds.

Revenues to the Federal Highway Trust Fund, obtained wholly from Federal
excise taxes on highway users, are expected to exceed $5.6 billion or about
25 percent of all current income in 1973 (excluding bond proceeds). State and
local vehicle registration fees, motor fuel taxes, and other imposts on high
way users, plus tolls and parking fees, will yield $11.9 billion or 52 percent
of current income. Although not all road user taxes are used for highways,
the amounts of these taxes that are used for highways will account for 76 
percent of the 1973 current highway income. Most of the remainder of the money
for highways will be provided from property taxes and assessments and from
general fund appropriations, largely at the local government level.

Most Federal funds are not spent directly, but are paid to the States
in reimbursement for work done on the Federal aid highway program. Federal
aid and other Federal payments to the States are estimated at approximately
$5.0 billion for 1972 and $5.1 billion for 1973. This estimate assumes the
enactment by Congress of Federal aid highway fund authorizations for fiscal
year 1974, which begins July 1, 1973.

The States will transfer about $2.7 billion of highway user taxes in
1973 to local governments over one fourth of all State highway user tax
revenues as State aid for local roads and streets. Taking into account the
Federal and State intergovernmental transfers, and changes in reserves, the
States will administer $16.2 billion of highway funds in 1973, about 67

(more)
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percent of the total. County and township governments as a group, and
municipalities will handle in excess of $3.4 billion and $4.0 billion
respectively.

Highway disbursements in 1973 are expected to reach $22.9 billion,
plus $1.5 billion for retirement of bonds. Capital outlay (expenditures for
right of way, engineering, and construction) will amount to $12.6 billion or
55 percent of total current disbursements (excluding debt retirement).
Maintenance, including traffic services such as snow removal, sanding, traffic
control and service facilities, is expected to cost $5.8 billion or 26 percent
of the total. Capital outlay will be about 5 percent higher and maintenance
will be about 7 percent higher in 1973 than in 1972.

Capital outlay on municipal streets and highways, including extensions
of State systems, will amount to $4.8 billion, about 38 percent of all
capital outlay for highways in 1973.

Highway construction expenditures (excluding right of way and
engineering costs) are expected to exceed $10.1 billion in 1973, as compared
with $9.8 billion in 1972, and will constitute 81 percent of the total of
1973 capital outlay. Right of way will account for over $1.3 billion or 10
percent; preliminary and construction engineering for $1.1 billion or 9 percent.

The Interstate Highway System will take 32 percent of the total capital
outlay in 1973, and another 35 percent will be spent on the other Federal aid
highway systems. The $8.5 billion that constitute this combined 67 percent
includes Federal, State, and some local funds.

The Federal aid highway systems, of course, are parts of the State and
local road and street systems. In the Federal aid program, costs are generally
shared on a 90 percent Federal, 10 percent State basis for Interstate projects
and on a 50 50 basis for other Federal aid projects. The State and local
governments also undertake some construction on the Federal aid systems wholly
with their own funds.

Actual amounts for 1970, estimates for 1971 and 1972 and forecasts for
1973 of receipts, disbursements, and capital expenditures for highways are
shown separately in the accompanying tables HF 11, HF 12, and HF 21.

Although not shown in the accompanying tables, total long term debt for
highway purposes outstanding at the end of 1971 was $20.9 billion. This was
increased by $914 million in 1972 and is expected to be additionally increased
by $346 million in 1973, with the total outstanding debt reaching $22.2 billion
at the end of 1973. Highway obligations of the States will account for $16.8
billion of this total, those of county and township governments for $1.6
billion, and those of municipalities for $3.8 billion. Of the total debt,
$7.7 billion and $14.5 billion will be obligations for toll and toll free
facilities respectively.
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TOTAL RECEIPTS FOR HIGHWAYS, ALL UNITS OF GOVERNMENT, 1 9 7 0 1 9 7 3 1

ITEM

COLLE ÜTING AGENCIES
DECEMBER 1972

COLLECTING AGENCIES
FEDERi L GOVERNMEN

COUNTIES
AND

TOWNSHIPS

MUNICI
PALITIES TOTAL

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

COUNTIES
AND

TOWNSHIPS

MUNICI
PALITIES TOTAL

FEDERAI
ADMIN]

HIGHWAY
TRUST
FUND

HIGHWAY
CSTRATION

OTHER
FUNDS

OTHER
FEDERAL

AGENCIES

TOTAL
FEDERAL

STATE
AGENCIES
AND D.C.

FEDERA]
ADMIN

HIGHWAY
TRUST
FUND

HIGHWAY
CSTRATION

OTHER
FUNDS

OTHER
FEDERAL

AGENCIES

TOTAL
FEDERAL

STATE
AGENCIES
AND D.C.

1970 1971
Imposts on highway users: 2/

Motor fuel and vehicle taxes
Tolls
Parking fees

Subtotal

5,295

57295
*

5,295

57295

8,853
834

1
9,688

50
2 k
2

7&

96
93

J
252

14 ,29 4
951
66

15,3U

5.640

5.640

; 5.640

5.640

9,165
889

1
10,055

56
26
2

m

101
97
70

26ff

1 L ,962
1,012

I S T o i
Other taxes and fees:

Property taxes and assessments
General fund appropriations
Other taxes and fees

Subtotal

315

315

291
12

303

606
12

¿18

263
150
S 3

707
384

1,110

594
936

61
1 ,5 9 1

1 ,3 0 1
2,18 9

242
3,732

:
332

332

308
13

321

640

si
148
154
302

740
420
22

1,182

660
985
72

1,400
2,19 3

261

Investment income and other receipts 152 10 69 231 331 100 156 818 197 11 73 281 353 103 157 894
Total current income 5,447 325 372 6,ILL 10,432 1,28 6 1,9 9 9 19,861 5,837 343 394 6 ,5 74 20,795
Bond issue proceeds (par value) ¿/

1,305 174 407 1,886 2,649 178 457 3,284
Grand total receipts 5,447 325 372 6,144 11,737 1,460 2,406 21,747 5 ,837 343 394 1,547 2,599 24,079

Federal Government
Highway Trust Fund
All other funds

State agencies:
Highway user imposts
All other funds

Counties and townships
Municipalities

Subtotal

4, 405

-it,405

252

252

112

^112

4,405
364

4,769

+4,405
+272

2,316
12 3
+60

+73

+1 ,L32 
+56 
IL7
+7

+1,^21

+19

+884
+67
+87

+1,000

: k 7 9 3

J+,793

253

253

107

107

4,793
360

5,153

+4,793
+268

2,340
180
+54
+71

+70

+1,L67
+67
1L2
+8

+22

+873
+113
+88

Funds drawn from (+) or placed in ( ) reserves 954 +10 .944 +15 1 7 +34 9I2 944 +17 +1 926 779 +43 +50 1 ,6 1 2
Total funds available 88 83 260 14,100 2,864 3,440 20,835 100 107 288 495 15,246 3,060 3,666 22,467

1972 (P R ELIM IN A R Y) 19 73 (F ORECAST)
Imposts on highway users: 2/
Motor fuel and vehicle taxes
Tolls
Parking fees

Subtotal

5,293

57293

1 :
5,293

57293

9,930
938

1
10,869

62
28
_2
93

IO6
101

2Ü

15,391
1 ,0 6 7

16,537

5,6L4

5,6LL

r 5 6 k k 10,468
988

1
11,457

68
30

101

111
105
J
301

16,291
1,123

17,503
Other taxes and fees:

Property taxes and assessments
General fund appropriations
Other taxes and fees

Subtotal :
342

3^2

338
13

351

680

si
170
I60
330

773
L60

t M

68O
1,030

1,793

1,453
2,340

:
346

3 s

363 709
M
724

237
810
500

2 k
T733E

715
1,075

1,525
2,521

298
L,3LL

Investment income and other receipts 215 7 98 320 390 108 158 976 245 88 159 1 ,0 3 7
349 449 6,306 11,589 1 ,4 5 7 2,233 21,585 5,889 353 466 6,708 12,284 1,548 2,344 22,884

Bond issue proceeds (par value)
1,696 182 505 2,383 1,216 185 510 1 , 9 U

5,508 349 449 6,306 13,285 1 ,6 3 9 2,738 23,968 5,889 353 466 6,708 13,500 1,733 . 2,854
Intergovernmental payments:

Federal Government:
Highway Trust Fund
All other funds

State agencies:
Highway user imposts
All other funds

Counties and townships
Municipalities

Subtotal

4,613

4,613

234 13 7

13 7

4 ,6 13
3 7 1

4,984

+4,605
+256

2,515
155
+58
+60

+2,309

+3
+93

+1 ,5 6 7
+59
147

+5
+22

+948
+96
+89

+1 ,0 9 1

1

L,710

L,710

278 133

S 5 3

U,710
Lll

5,121

+4,693
+305

2,670
170
+60

+6
+86

+1,650
+65
150
+10

+1,667

+11
+20

+1,020
+105
+90
80

+l ,16£
Funds drawn from (+) or placed in ( ) reserves 776 776 228 +42 +65 897 1,0 6 6 1,006 +4o4 +72 +74 456
Total funds available 1!9 115 312 546 15,366 3,265 3,894 23,071 173 75 333 581 1 6 ,19 2 3,472 4,094 24,339
month, State dSta generally for calendar yeat; local data for fiscal years ending in various and collection exo
monthsof thecalender year Data for 1970 are final; those for later years are subject to future adjustments. 3 / ^ o c e e ^

2/ Excludes amounts allocated for nonhighway purposes. Motor fuel and vehicle taxes are net after refunds are irclJted with

snses. Par
of short te
Investment
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TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS FOR HIGHWAYS, ALL UNITS OF GOVERNMENT, 1 9 7 0 -1 97 3 1
(in millions of dollars) TABLE HF 12

ITIM

EXPENDING AGENCIES EXPENDING AGENCIES

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

COUNTIES
AND

TOWNSHIPS
MUNICI

PALITIES TOTAL

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

COUNTIES
AND

TOWNSHIPS
MUNICI

PALITIES TOTAL

FEDERAL HIGHWAY
ATMINISTRATION

TOTAL
FEDERAL

STATE
AGENCIES
AND D.C.

FEDERAL HIGHWAY
AEMINISTRATION

TOTAL
FEDERAL

STATE
AGENCIES
AND D.C.HIGHWAY

TRUST
TOND

OTHER
FUNDS

FEDERAL
AGENCIES HIGHWAY

TRUST
FUND

OTHER
FUNDS

FEDERAL
AGENCIES

1 9 7 0 1 9 7 1

Capital outlay:
On rural State administered highways
On municipal extensions of State highways
On local rural roads
On local municipal roads and streets
Not classified by system

Subtotal
2/ 7

7
2/ h i

51
211
211

259
259

5,886
2,980

351
120

97327

15

851
59

9Ï5

16

1,058

1,075

5,901
2,996
1,192
1,227

252
11,575

2/ 11
11

2/ ¿0
50

232
232

293
293

6,069
3,358

376
133

9,926

15

915
50

98Ô

10

1,115

1,125

6,085
3,358
1,291
1,298

m
12,325

Maintenance and traffic services:
On rural State administered highways
On municipal extensions of State highways
On local rural roads
On local municipal roads and streets
Not classified by system

Subtotal

I
2
2

58
55

SO
50

1,655
275

23
16

ÎI957

7

1,519
37

1,563

29

1,211

1,250

1,661
303

1,552
1,265

T 525,720
2
2 is It

1,755
353

28
25

2 ,l5o

9

1,597
59

Ï7555

31

1,300

17331

1 ,753
375

1,525
1,375

ST)!!
Administration and research 3/
Highway law enforcement and safety
Interest on debt

81 ho 1 122 719
800
505

211
58
65

223
555
15Ó

1,275
1,303

710

89 55 2 156 856
893
616

230
69
68

255
590
150

1,577
1,552

835
Total current disbursements 88 83 260 531 13,318 2,712 3,122 19,583 100 107 288 595 15,531 2,902 3,351 21,169
Debt retirement (par value) h j 782 152 318 1,252 815 158 325 1,298
Grand total disbursements 88 83 260 531 15,100 2,865 3,550 20,835 100 107 288 595 15,256 3,060 3,666 22,567

1 9 7 2 ( P R E L I M I N A R Y ) 1 9 7 3 (F 0 R E C A S T

Capital outlay:
On rural State administered highways
On municipal extensions of State highways
On local rural roads
On local municipal roads and streets
Not classified by system

Subtotal
2/ 12

13
2/ 2 2

59
252
253

22 2
325

5,680
3,189

550
157

9,566

15

983
52

1,050

11

1,185

Î7Ï95

5,695
3,200
1,523
1,39^

222
12,037

2/ 22
29

2/ 21
37

270
27O i t

5,875
3,337

595
176

9,881

15

1,056
55

17I 25

9

1.255

1.255

5,889
3,356
1,550
1,575

22á
12,596

Maintenance and traffic services:
On rural State administered highways
On municipal extensions of State highways
On local rural roads
On local municipal roads and streets
Not classified by system

Subtotal
1
1 55

22.
59

1,911
381

35
32

2 7 5 »

11

1,585
55

1,650

33

1,380

1,922
5l5

1,620
1,566

57*il
1
1

62
52 s

2,057
521

52
50

27550

13

1,668
59

1,750

35

1,555

1,590

2,060
556

1,710
i,5 5 5

Administration and research 3/
Highway law enforcement and safety
Interest on debt

106 55 1 162 916
983
718

250
79
71

265
530
160

1,593
1,592

959

155 37 1 182 960
1,070

758

270
90
75

285
560
170

1,697
1,720
1,002

Total current disbursements 119 115 312 5h6 15,552 3,100 3,565 21,652 173 75 333 581 15,219 3,299 3,759 22,858
Debt retirement (par value) 5/ 925 165 330 1,519 973 173 335 1,581
Grand total disbursements 119 115 312 556 15,366 3,265 3,895 23,071 1 173 75 333 581 16,192 3,572 5,095 25,339

in various months of the calendar year. Bata for 1970 are finalj those for later years are subject
to future adjustment.

2/ Includes payments to Puerto Rico of $5 million and $1 million in 1970; $6 million and $1
million in 1971; $6 million and $1 million in 1972; and $7 million and $1 million in 1973.

2 Includes small amounts of miscellaneous expenditures and engineering and equipment
costs not charged to capital outlay and maintenance.

it/ Redemption premiums and discounts are included with interest payments. Redemption
of short term notes, or by refunding, is excluded.
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ESTIMATED CAPITAL EXPENDITURES FOR HIGHWAYS, 1970 19731
BY FEDERAL SYSTEMS, BY EXPENDING AGENCIES

TABLE HF 21
(In millions of dollars) DECEMBER 1972

FEDERAL AID SYSTEM OTHER STATE ROADS OTHER LOCAL ROADS AND STREETS ALL SYSTEMS

EXPENDING INTERSTATE SYSTEM OTHER ABC SYSTEMS
ENGI CON ENGI CON CONAGENCIES RIGHT ENGI

RIGHT
OF WAY

ENGI CON
RIGHT
OF WAY

ENGI CON NEER STRUC TOTAL RIGHT NEER STRUC TOTAL RIGHT NEER STRUC TOTAL
NEER
ING

STRUC
TION

TOTAL NEER
ING

STRIC
TION

TOTAL OF WAY ING TION OF WAY ING TION OF WAY ING TION u

1970
State Highway Departments 552 377 2,892 3,821 520 U39 3,31*7 1*,306 81 83 56I 725 13 11+9 162 1,153 912 6,91*9 9,011*State Toll Facilities 9 9 185 203 10 55 65 9 2 33 1*1* . _ _ 18 21 273 312Local Toll Facilities 1 8 9 . . . . _ 1 1 1 9

787
10Counties and Townships 23 10 11*0 173 1 1 1*1* 1*9 61*7 7l*0 68 59 911+Municipalities » 8 1* 1*3 55 57 71 882 1,0 10 65 75 925 1,065Federal Government

Total 55T w 37SB5 £7^33 551 5S3 37Ì55 +̂7599 9Ï % w 77Ö ÎÔÎ
10

n s
2l*3

1,9 22 r i i 17301*
10

1,078
21+3

9,186
2?3

1 1,56 8

1971
State Highway Departments 1*51* 366 3,2l*9 l*,069 506 1*37 3,1*68 It,1*11 93 85 628 806 8 188 I96 1,053 896 7,533 9,1*82State Toll Facilities 5 Ï* 102 ill 1 3 67 71 36 12 211* 262 1*2 19 383 1*1*1*Local Toll Facilities 2 2 . . _ _ 2 2 1+ 1*
Counties and Townships 22 10 135 167 1 1 1*7 53 711 8 11 70 63 81*6 979Municipalities 8 1* 1*6 58 55 76 933 1 ,061+ 63 80 979 1 , 1 2 2
Federal Government

+̂59 l*fl*
12 27I+ 286 12 2 7 b 286Total 370 3,353 I*,l82 537 1*,707 130 97 81*2 1,069 102 ll*9 2,108 2,359 1,228 1,070 10 ,0 19 12,317

1972
State Highway Departments 1+31 3*+6 2,968 3,7L5 51*0 1*08 3 , 1 1 3 l*,06l 21* 88 766 878 18 266 281* 995 860 7,113 8,968
State Toll Facilities l* 2 9 h 100 2 65 67 25 1 1 295 331 29 15 l*5l* 1*98
Local Toll Facilities 3 3 _ 1 1 1* 1*
Counties and Townships 22 10 131+ 166 1 . 1 50 58 7 7 b 882 73 68 908 l,0l*9
Municipalities 8 1* 1*9 61 . . 57 82 993 1,132 65 86 l,0l+2 1,193Federal Government

w ÜÖ55
13 318 13 305 318

Total 3,81*8 570 551* 3T3SI *¡7355 50 99 1 ,0 6 1 1 ,2 10 107 17 1 2,339 2,617 1,162 l,0i+2 9,826 12,030

1973
State Highway Departments 503 362 3,073 3,938 58L 1*15 3,ll*6 l*,ll*5 26 126 792 91*1* 23 322 3L5 1,113 926 7,333 9,372
State Toll Facilities 3 1 92 96 1 55 56 30 16 3 1 1 357 . * 33 18 1+58 509Local Toll Facilities 1 1 _ _ 1 1 2 2
Counties amd Townships 21 10 131* 165 1 . 1 5l* 63 81*1 958 76 73 975 1 ,121*
Municipalities 9 1* 51 61* 57 88 l,0l*l* 1 ,18 9 66 92 1,095 1,253Federal Government

5ÖS 3§3 3,166
13 316 329

2,822
13 316 329Total T+7Ö35 SiI* 1*30 37I5S l*,l+30 57 ÏÏ2 1 ,10 3 1,302 Ill 187 2,52l* 1,288 1 ,12 2 10,179 12,589

1/ Excludes expenditures on roads in Puerto Rico, and thus differs from Table HF 12 totals.
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