FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2017
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
August 23, 2018 SHEET 10F 8
INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (IRI) (1) INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (1) / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING (PSR) (2)
FEDERAL-AID STATE UN- INTERSTATE OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS I OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL MINOR ARTERIAL (5)
URBANIZED AREA (3) REPORTED TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL <95 95-119 120-169 170220 >220 TOTAL
@ <95 | 95119 | 120169 | 170220 >220 REPORTED <95 95-119 | 120169 | 170-220 | >220 | REPORTED >220 | REPORTED >=35 3134 2630 2125 <=20 REPORTED
[Aberdeen--Bel Alr South—Bel Air North, ND VD T 21 7
Abilene, TX X 1 16, 1 7 1 1 8
dilla—Isabel: Sebastian, PR RQ 10]
[Akron, OH OH 2: 4 5 6: 3 & 26
Albany, GA GA 1 3
[Albany, OR R 2 36
NY Y 54 1 25] 1 2 36] 1 o7
NM M 7 a7 1 2 [2 23' 25[ 152
[Alexandria, LA LA T 1 0 0 5
Allentown, PA-NJ J 4 21
[Allentown, PA-NJ A 52 2 2. 3 3 5 3 37 189
[Alton, IL-MO 6] 0|
Altoona, PA PA 14 1 10] 1 3
[Amarillo, TX X 28 18 1 8 2 1 2; 14
Ames. 1A A 2| 2 0
[Anchorage, AK AK 21 16 2 1 15[ 4
[Anderson, IN N 13 1 2 2 o
Anderson, SC SC 0| 7 1 1 7 5,
[Ann Arbor, MI ] 26 1 25 1 1 1 3 3 209
[Anniston—Oxford, AL AL 14 ol 37 2 108
[Antioch, CA CA 0 20| 1 15[ 0 60
[Appleton, W wi 26 16 1 1 2 1 7 2 35] 139
Arecibo, PR PR 19 [ [ 0
Arroyo Grande~Grover Beach, CA CA 0 1 14 1 8 1 38
[Asheville, NC NC 1 81 1 25 5 26 2 3 1 21 1 1 106
[Athens-Clarke County, GA GA 19 3 9 1 7 32
Allanta, GA GA 2 34 6 89| 451 125 106 4 496 115] 9 3 3 811
[Atiantic City, NJ NJ 2 45| 18 17 2 1 5 35] 3 199
[Auburn, Al AL 1 ol 17 6 2 1 E
9t hmond County, GA-SC GA 8| 72 21 2 5
9 hmond County, GA-SC SC ol 26 17 1 24 7
Austin, T X 3 1 138} 147 34 35] 2: 1 126 8 1 32
Avondale--Goodyear, AZ AZ 0 3 7 3 4 2 18
CA CA 38| 3 36 4 2 5 3 5 2 2 192
altimore, MD D 1 2 21 61 7 35 7 6 1 1 13
angor, ME E 0 ol 4 6 a7
arnstable Town, MA A 7 65 2 31 & 2 7 106
aton Rouge, LA A 1 0 7 35| 5 4 9 228
atile Creek, MI 1 ol 1 1 0 80
ay City, MI 1 7! 4 7 76
eaumont, TX X 17 15| 1 7 25| 7 109
eckley, WV v 17 15 68
eliingham, WA A 1 1 2 1 78
eloit, Wi-IL L 2 7
eloit, Wi-IL 1 15|
end, OR OR 1 7 4 1
Benton Harbor—St. Joseph—Fair Plain, MI ] 1 1 7 1 2 1 1
T 1 1 15| 1 15| 1 1
Binghamton, NY—PA NY 3 2 0
Binghamton, NY-PA PA [
Birmingham, AL AL 1 i 25] 2 1 162 8; 11 6 8 502
Bismarck, ND D 1 1 1 1 1 1
Blacksburg, VA A 13 1
Bloomington, IN [ 10
Bloomington—Normal, IL I 3 2 3 1
Bloomsburg--Berwick, PA PA off 12 35|
oise City, ID D 30) 20 2 2; 1 5, 77
onita Springs. FL FL ol 22 7 103
oston, MA-NH-RI WA 1360) 24 1 1 1 1 16 100 12 31 25. 115 122 207 19 13 773
oston, MA-NH-RI NH 2| 19 7] 1 4 48
oulder, CO co 1 15 7 il 1 15| 46
owling Green, KY. KY 10 0 15 25|
remerton, WA WA 3 4 1 % 2 4 1 E 155
ridgeport--Stamford, CT-NY. cT 3 52 5. 1 7 2 4 2 7 & i & i 428
ristol-—Bristol, TN-VA ™ 2| 8|
ristolBristol, TN-VA VA 10 2 25 1 2;
X X 4 13 16 3 1 1 1 1 3
runswick, GA GA 25} 14 15] 2 23 3
For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




August 23, 2018

FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2017

MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
SHEET 2 OF 8

INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (IR) (1) INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (1) / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING (PSR) (2)
FEDERAL-AID STATE UN- INTERSTATE OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL MINOR ARTERIAL (5)
URBANIZED AREA (3) REPORTED TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL <95 95-119 120-169 170-220 >220 TOTAL
“) <95 95119 | 120-169 | 170-220 >220 REPORTED <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED <95 95-119 120169 | 170-220 | >220 | REPORTED >=35 3.1-34 26-3.0 2125 <=20 REPORTED
Buffalo, NY NY 322| 52 7 10 75| 29 8 14 1 68| 107 67 7 2 2 295| 0 5! 131 1 26 227
Burlington, NC NC 0 1 1 0 9] 0 0 0 5 5 27| 16 1 21 7
Burlington, VT VT 4] 2 1 1 27 4 1 2 21 12 1 57| 17 1 9 4
Camarillo, CA CA 0 0 0 4 18 12 9 7
Canton, OH OH 1 1 1 16 1 2 3¢ 14 1 1 1 9—9" 57 2 27 1 27 1
Cape Coral, FL FL 2 2 10 1 14 138[ 10 2 1 14
Cape Girardeau, MO-IL [N off
Cape Girardeau, MO—IL MO 21 1 1 g" 1
Carbondale, IL [ 24 39 3 4
Carson City, NV NV 0 9 10 0 10 1
Cartersville, GA GA 3 1 1 12 27 1 3—3" 1
Casa Grande, AZ AZ 9 1 0 13[ 2 0 5 1 1
Casper, WY wY 0 1 13| 22 4 A?" 2
Cedar Rapids, IA A 162| 1 1 1 23| 25 1 1 13 |
C PA PA ] 1 0 12 17 1 27|
Champaign, IL i 22 0 2 1 4 6 3 43 1
Charleston--North Charleston, SC SC 19 1 7 4 4 1 2 4 12 7 TAE" 3 2 1 1 1
Charleston, WV WV 39 5 0 0 0 0 1 4 4 69 3 2 7 2 1
Charlotte, NC--SC NC 5 103 2! 1 15 4 1 2 1 5 1 27 2 275' 4 5 76 3¢ 314
Charlotte, NC--SC SC 0| 7 8 0 0 3 26 8 5 2
Cl VA VA 14| 7 8 1 1 4 4 2—1" 2 1 4 1
C TN-GA GA 43 10 0 11 0 1 1 1 1 gl 23 10 1 7 5
Cl TN-GA ™ 245| 22 3 33| 2! 2 3 5. 12 1 6 5 88, 14 5 6 3
Cheyenne, WY WY 20 4 33 0 0 22 8 10 6 7 53 24 7 1 4 50
Chicago, IL--IN L 284 5 44 1 398 1 12 2 35' 356 278 460 259 21 1572 366 349 636 501 34 2192
Chicago, IL-IN N 5 3 1 52 4] 92 34 44 2; 1 212 3 56 102 5! 5 297
Chico, CA CA 0 0] 12 4 34 4 12 44
Cincinnati, OH--K N 0 0| 0 1 5
Cincinnati, OH--KY--IN KY 3 44/ 1 1 1 1 47 3 22 3¢ 2 1 135
Cincinnati, OH--K OH 8 1 1 129 2 1 3 5: 4; 6 4 6 273 4 87 12 8 10 454
Clarksville, TN--KY KY 0 0 3 1 2
Clarksville, TN-KY N 7: 1 12 0 38 0 0
Cleveland, OH OH 1 155 2 1 205 3 2 5 4 9 6 10; 368 104 10 177 1 18 685
Cleveland, TN N 4 1 18 8 4 2 0 35 0
Coeur d'Alene, ID D 2 1 1E|| 2 2 2 1 18] 47 1 6
College Station—Bryan, TX TX _o" 1 21 29 12 19 7 s_el 1 1 66|
Colorado Springs, CO co 2 36 2 1 4 47 32 46 32 2 186 2! 2 4 A 20
Columbia, MO MO 1 0 u" 1 1 1 9 3 4 2_1" 7 1 50
Columbia, SC SC 5 1 1 4 90 2 1 37 34 43 1 133 5 56 1 21 244
Columbus, GA~AL AL 7 0 0 2 0 1 2 1 23 1 3 34
Columbus, GA--AL GA 107] 1 2 15] 11 4 1 26 1 14 7 6—5" 1 2 20
Columbus, IN N 3| 1 15 0 0 1 4 1 g‘ 2 1 9 1 43
Columbus, OH OH 5 9 1 1 130 37 2 4 10 5 7 3! 37 298| 102 El 144 81 12 551
Concord, CA CA 34 1 1 43 4 2 26 2 40 100 4 3 69 7 17
Concord, NC NC 6] 2 3—5" 3 1 12 2 72| 4 3. 2 12 1
Conroe--The Woodlands, TX X 20 1 26 8 4 3 32 2 1 3 1 9
Conway, AR AR 31 1 EI 4 2 2 27" 2 3. 7
Corpus Christi, TX X 2 1 | 2 3 1 9 14 8 19 64 3 1 1 2 1 9
Corvallis, OR OR 0 1 4 2 1 2—5| 3! 41
Cumberland, MD-WV--PA MD 4 1 1 1?" 1 4 1 0 21| 0
Cumberland, MD-WV--PA PA off 0 0 0 off 0
Cumberland, MD--WV--PA WV, 0| 0 0 0 0 1
Dallas--Fort Worth--Arlington, TX X |DS| 165 6: 7! 1 ﬁ' 13 8 8 1 32 13 134 259 206 300 @' 37! 622 31 21 9 163
Dalton, GA GA 1 16 0 16 0 2 9 6 2 2 0] 3 12 5 58
Danbury, CT-NY cT 1 1 1?“ 1 7 7 3 2 24| 1 21 31 2 2 116
Danville, I I 6 1 9 1 4 0 29 4 12 24
Daphne--Fairhope, AL AL 9 0 m" 1 1 0 0 20 4! 22 14 8
Davenport, IA-IL A 12 24 4 33 4 7 35 0
Davenport, IA-IL L 35 5 ATI 26 1 1 1 65 1 17 1 2 8
Davis, CA CA 4 0 _sl 5| 5 0 8 3
Dayton, OH OH 67 " 89 1 27| 5 3 6: 3 2 21?" 3 A 2 67 286
Decatur, AL AL 6 0 7 0 4 4 51 1 1 1 54
Decatur, IL L 12 1 13] 2 1 1 1 54 9 1 1 73
DeKalb, IL I 10 0 11 0 4 EI 8 1 9 41
Delano, CA CA 0 0 0 7 0 7 1 5 32
Deltona, FL FL 14 0 15 0 3 44 24 2 4 1 0 71
Denton--Lewisville, TX X 23 1 36 1 1 1 2! 1 81 47 24 3¢ 7 5 120
Denver--Aurora, CO co 0| 59 2 3 8 126 103 24 25 16 82 8 16 89 8 500 49 79 20 176 156 663

For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2017
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
August 23, 2018 SHEET 3 OF 8
INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (IRI) (1) INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (1) / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING (PSR) (2)
FEDERAL-AID STATE UN- INTERSTATE OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS| OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL MINOR ARTERIAL (5)
URBANIZED AREA (3) REPORTED TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL <95 95119 120-169 170-220 >220 TOTAL
@) <95 | 95119 | 120169 | 170220 >220 REPORTED <95 95-119 | 120-169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >=35 3134 263.0 2125 <=2.0 REPORTED
es Moines, 1A 1A 328 4 61 a 2 34 19 14 142] 0 0 4
etroit, MI I 155| 14 4 4 1 242 5 1 1 e 17 17 298 220 252 1120) 9 16 36: 362 375 1357
othan, AL AL 1 4 6 4 2 2 7 17 11
over, DE DE 1 2 1 3 1 1 6
over-Rochester, NH-ME ME
hester, NH-ME NH 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 1 7
L Iy 5 2
L [
1 N 1 1 E 3 1 2 8
1 i 1 7 22
ic 4 45 2 3 1 1 2 1 1 9 1 4 3 1 18 129
PA-NJ J 0 0
ast Stroudsburg, PA-NJ PA 1 1 1 1 10
Eau Claire, W1 Wi 1 1 7 2 1 1 1 1 2 3 7
El Centro-Calexico, CA CA 1 7 1 1 9
Elizabethtown—Radlif, KY KY 1 2 1 3
Elkhart, IN-MI IN 3 1 1 1 4 1 2 1 1 1 1 7
Elkhart, IN-MI ]
Elmira, NY. 4 1 1 2 22|
El Paso de Robles (Paso Robles)-Atascadero, CA CA 1 2 [l 2 1
£l Paso, TX-NM NM 1
£l Paso, TX-NM 23 2 1 44 3 1 5 3 & 4 3 2 3 6 4 4 1
rie, PA PA 1 13 1 1 4 1 1 2 1
ugene, OR OR 1 17 1 1 1 9 1 1
vansville, IN-KY IN 1 1 4 3 2 3 1
vansville, IN-KY KY
airbanks, AK AK 1 1
airfield, CA CA 1 1 1 1
ajardo, PR PR 1 1 1
argo, ND-M 0 1 2
argo, ND-MN 2 1 4 1 1 2 7:
gton, NM 3
ayetteville, NC c 1 1 2 2 4 2 2 1 6 3 1 15
ayetteville~Springdale—Rogers, AR-MO AR 229) 3 a7 1 1 1 7:
lle~Springdal . AR-MO M
lagstaff, AZ AZ 1 1 1
int, M1 I 4 1 2 1 3 2 2 1 3 3 6 8 82 3
lorence, AL AL 3 52| 1 1 25]
jorence, SC SC 1 1 1 2 3
lorida--Imbery~Barceloneta, PR PR 2 1
ond du Lac, Wi Wi 1 2 1 6
ort Collins, CO co 1 20| 2 5 4 4 3 1 18
ort Smith, AR-OK AR 5 2 34 1 2] 1 1 3 5:
ort Smith, AR-OK oK 0
ort Walton Beach--Navarre-Wright, FL FL 0 7 3 3
ort Wayne, IN IN 2 27 1 4 4 5: 3 5 22:
rederick, MD MD 52| 2 26| 1 1
VA VA 1 1 1 2
resno, CA CA | 3 1 5 2 3¢ 2 2 1 2 12: 4 205
adsden, AL AL 1 1 65
ainesville, FL FL 1 63
ainesville, GA GA 32| 1 1 @l 1 71
astonia, NC-SC NC 67| 2 1 35 2 1 2 123
astonia, NC-SC SC [
iroy-Morgan Hill, CA A 1 19 1 1 3
lens Falls, NY N 1 1 1 1 1 1 45
oldsboro, NC c 1 2 1 17 2 1 1 1 1 7
rand Forks, ND-MN
rand Forks, ND-MN 2 1 2
rand Island, NE E 3 1 1 2
rand Junction, CO co 2 25 1 3 2 1 1 7:
rand Rapids, MI I 1 3 51 3 4 6 3 4 2 1 17 9 7: 125 5: 67 4
rants Pass, OR OR 2 25 1 2 2 14
reat Falls, MT MT 8 3
reeley, CO co 0 1 2 1 2 1
reen Bay, Wi Wi 1 26 1 3 1 1 1 1 62 2 153
, NC NC 2 4 59) 2 3 2 1 2 70) 2 4 195
reenville, NC NC 1 of 2 1 34| 7 57
For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2017

MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
August 23, 2018 SHEET 4 OF 8
INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (IRI) (1) INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (1) / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING (PSR) (2)
FEDERAL-AID STATE UN- INTERSTATE OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS| OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL MINOR ARTERIAL (5)
URBANIZED AREA (3) REPORTED TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL <95 95-119 120-169 170-220 >220 TOTAL
@ <95 | 95119 | 120169 | 170220 >220 REPORTED <95 95-119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >=35 3134 2630 2125 <=2.0 REPORTED
Greenville, SC SC 3 42 1 27 1 3 1 97] & & 9 3 1 28
Guayama, PR PR 2 1
Gulfport, MS. S 3 42 4 2 1 9 3: 2 3 1 2 13
9  MD-WV-PA D 6 2 24 1 2
9 , MD-WV-PA PA 6!
9 ) v 2 2 1
ammond, LA A 1 2 33 2 17
anford, CA CA 1 1 2 2 1
anover, PA PA 1 5
arlingen, TX i3 2 3 1 1 1 3 3
arrisburg, PA PA 7 1 9 1 3 2 2 1 1 1 3 4 67 2 13 1
farrisonburg, VA VA 1 1 1 6| 5 1
artford, CT cT 6 83 5 & 5 7: 3 2 232) 69 14 10 72 I
9. MS MS 1 2 11 1 1 17
lazleton, PA| PA 10 7 7
met, CA CA 0 1
ickory, NC NC 1 E 40 4 2 2 1 5 3 1 1
igh Point, NC NC 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 55 2 1 1
iton Head Island, SC C 7
inesville, GA A 1
folland, MI ] 1 1 2: 2 1 1 1
prings--Beverly Hills~Cilrus Springs, FL FL 2
fot Springs, AR AR 1 5 1 1 1
A 1 16 10 1 1 7 6 3 2 1 1 158
i3 1 10 5 5 1 22 1 6 8 2 282) 228 12 183 12 16: 8: 79 13 482 159 6 16
KY 0 3 4 2
OH 0 1 2 7 4
Wy 3 42| 1 1 7 19 1 1 2
AL 1 1 17 1 1 51 43 4 1 1 1
D 1 4 38 4
IN 2 10 2 2 15 1 2 1 6 8: 4 53 3 283 8 20 11 6 7
indio—Cathedral City, CA CA 2 2 1 1 2 9 4 1 3 2 1 1
iowa City, IA A 6 1 1 1 4
NY 32| 0
Ml 0| 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 7
MS 2| 6 7 1 8. 9 5 6: 3¢ 6 3 4 3 7 6: 10: 31
™ 56) 12 1
FL 42| 7 éﬁ 3 5 127 2 1 1 14 3 5 24
C 0 1 18 1 3
anesville, W1 1 7 9 1 1 2 1 6
efferson City, MO 3 4 2 3 1 1 7
johnson City, TN T 10 1 7
johnstown, PA PA 1 1 1 4
jonesboro, AR AR 4 1 1 3 45
joplin, MO o) 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 74
ana Diaz, PR PR 1 0
ahului, HI HI 1 3 7
ailua (Honolulu County)-Kaneohe, HI HI 1 2 5
alamazoo, MI 0] 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 7 3 3 4 1 183
ankakee, IL I 1 20 2 1 49
ansas City, MO-KS KS 6 86 4 5: 42| 7 9 1 7: 3 398
ansas City, MO-KS MO 2 126 1 1 157, 8 1 1 12 2 3 1 147] 5 9 2 128 10, 595
k-Pasco, WA WA 2 30 2 E 1 1 1 6 2: 9 129
nosha, Wi--IL wi 5 1 1 7 3 7
ileen, TX i3 1 21 1 1 1 6
ingsport, TN-VA ™ 0. 2 26
ingsport, TN-VA VA 0 3| 1
ingston, NY NY 3: 38 4] 1 1 4 1 1
issimmee, FL FL 1 1 21 1 7 4 6
noxvile, TN ™ 36: 6 7 7] 1 2 2 21
okomo, IN IN 10 1 2 1 1 7
a Crosse, WI-MN MN 0|
a Crosse, WI-MN wi 1 12 1 1 1 1 1 5
ady Lake~The Villages, FL FL 4 3 1 1
afayette, IN IN 1 0| 1 1 3 1 7:
afayelle, LA LA o 1 0| 1 1 2 3] 1 1 2 32 10
afayette~Louisvile—Erie, CO co 0 7] 3 7] 1 4 4
ake Charles, LA LA 27]] [ 1 3 6 4] 39 1 16 9

For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




August 23, 2018

FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2017
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
SHEET 5 OF 8

INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (IRI) (1)

INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (1) / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING (PSR) (2)

FEDERAL-AID STATE UN- INTERSTATE OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS| OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL MINOR ARTERIAL (5)
URBANIZED AREA (3) REPORTED TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL <95 95119 120-169 170-220 >220 TOTAL
@) <95 | 95119 | 120169 | 170220 >220 REPORTED <95 95-119 | 120-169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >=35 3134 2630 2125 <=2.0 REPORTED
ake Havasu Cily, AZ AZ 0 0| 1 2 1
ake Jackson—-Angleton, TX ™ 0 16 7 4 1 3
FL 1 12| 12| 3
PA 17 44 1 4 5: 4 2 2
CA 1 of 13| 1 1 10 1 1
M 2 1 1 | 17| 1 1 1 2 3¢ 6 5. 226
23 3 10 [ 52| 1
2! 26] @l 1 3 1 2 4 1
4 1 67 2 1 37] 5 2 1 1 16 24 9 9 1 5:
1 1 1 2 1 1 3 7
1 7 1 1 2 5: 4
PA 1 32) 7
FL 4 52) 2
A 13 1 1 2 1 1 1 75,
[ 7] 1
A 4] 1
E 1 1 4
exinglon-Fayette, KY v 28] 1 1 1 1 1 1
xington Park-California—Chesapeake Ranch Estates, MD D 16
ima, OH H [ 1 1 1
incoln, NE NE 57, 1 1 1 1 1 10: 2 1 1
itlle Rock, AR A 11 4 1 2 9 3 1 2 1 1 5 5: 18: 3
vermore, CA CA 10
odi, CA CA 1 1 4
ogan, UT Ut 2 7
ompoc, CA CA
ongmont, CO co 1 1 1 1
ongview, TX ™ 4 1 1 2 3
ongview, WA-OR OR
ongview, WA-OR WA 2 4
orain-Elyria, OH OH 15 20 1 1 1 1 4 6 1 1 7 109
0s Angeles--Long Beach~Anaheim, CA CA 35: 140 5 e 3 336, i 7 7: 2 1 30: 7 16 582 599 939 23 13 36 58 51 1235 283
0s Lunas, NM NM 7 1
Jefferson County, KY=IN KY 7 7 1 1 10 1 2 3 1 1 1 4 6 10: 6 4 3
ubbock, TX ™ 2 1 3 4 1 2 2 1 12 3 3 3 1
ynchburg, VA A 2 2 2 1 4 1 1 1
facon, GA A 4 3 8 0| 3 4 2
ladera, CA A 0 7] 2
fadison, W1 I 18 1 1 4 2 4 2 3 1 1 5 3 8 1
NH 2 26 2 1 1 1 2
deville~Covington, LA LA 1 1 2
fanhattan, KS KS
tankato, MN MN 22| 1
iansfield, OH oH 1 1 1 3 1 1
lanteca, CA CA 1 7
farysvile, WA WA 1 1 1 1 2 1 1
Idin-Simpsonville, SC SC 1 1 1 1
tayagiiez, PR PR 4 1
icAllen, TX ™ 4 53 16: 4 4 2 1 28 6 2 & 1 17
icKinn ™ 1 0 1 2 1 4 5 1 1 7
fedfo OR 28 2 1 1 5: 6! 1 9
femph AR 24 1 3
femph S 16 1 2 4 1 2 1 1 7:
femph ™ 498 59 1 6 3 5 4 3 229) 2 2
rced, CA A 4 0 3 2 2 2 8
fami, FL L 5. 10 1 1 130] 15 1 1 1 36 14 13 4 2 71 34 6 39 6 5 923
ichigan City—La Porte, N 1 1 4 1 2 1 1 7
ichigan City—La Porte, IN-M! ] 0 0
idletown, OH OH 7 7 1 32| 2
idland, MI ] 3 23] 11 2 7
idland, TX ™ 1 1 2 12 1 58] 4 1 1 5:
iwaukee, Wi wi 8 1 1 1 1 101 95] 19 125 17 685, 52 i 16 398 B
1 Paul, MN-WI NN 10 14 3 2 21 1 2 1 1 120 3 2 1 199| 563 3 24 34 157 167
1 Paul, MN-WI wi 0
ission Viejo~Lake Forest~San Clemente, CA CA 9! 23] 1 2 4 2: 1 1 1 1 2 4
issoula, MT T 1 20 3 9
fobile, AL AL 3 4 50 7 2 2 13 8 3 4 1 22 1
fodesto, CA CA 0 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 7 1 3 3 ﬂ
For footnotes, see Footnotes Page. |




August 23, 2018

FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2017
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
SHEET 6 OF 8

INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (IRI) (1)

INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (1) / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING (PSR) (2)

FEDERAL-AID STATE UN- INTERSTATE OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS| OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL MINOR ARTERIAL (5)
URBANIZED AREA (3) REPORTED TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL <95 95119 120-169 170-220 >220 TOTAL
@ <95 | 95119 | 120169 | 170220 >220 REPORTED <95 95-119 | 120-169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >=35 3134 263.0 2125 <=2.0 REPORTED
alifornia, PA PA 12 1 1 7 1 1 7
fonroe, LA LA 1 15 1 7 1 2 2 1
fonroe, MI ] 12 1
AL AL 4 3 38 5¢ 1 1 1 1 1
WV v 2 25 4 22| 4
ristown, TN N 3 2 0| 3 0 0
lount Vernon, WA A 7] [ 4 1 7 6
luncie, IN 1 0 7] 16 1 17 1 1 20
Temecula-Menifee, CA A 2 42 1 2 1 17 1
luskegon, MI i 1 1 1 6 2 1 1 1
rle Beach~Socastee, SC-NC NC
rile Beach~Socastee, SC-NC SC 12 1 2 2 2 1 2 5 3 1 1
D 22) 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 5: 1 o
A 3 1 21 1 1
A 0 9|
H 1 12| 7 1 3: 62 2 1 3 1 1 10
L 44 152 1 17 8 7: 261 3 6 2 1 429)
oH 2 1 22 2
WA 13 1 1 6 4 2
NG 7 1 7] 4
cT 5¢ 6 3 1 2 4 1 1 1 6 4 103 6 4 30
LA 1 2 3 1 71 6 2 4 2: 3 1 4 3¢ a7 3 7 239
lew York--Newark, NY-NJ-CT cT 0 0
lew York-Newark, NY-NJ-CT NJ 1 2 2 1 265 17 3 2 1 1 258 295 12 263 20: 27 116¢ 5¢ 16 498 527 459 22:
NJ-CT NY 127¢ 1 4 3 24 25 10 9 13 8 6: 47 10 14 298 26: 64: 1455, 1 122 122 129 84 13
lorth Port—Port Charlotte, FL FL 1 2 7 14
h—New London, CT—RI cT 5 1 1 1 2 3 1 1
h—New London, CT—RI RI
Ocala, FL FL 1 1 4 6
Odessa, TX ™ 12| 2 22 5: 1 1 2: 2
Ogden-Layton, UT uT B 66, 1 1 7: 24 1 3 2 4 2 1 13
Oklahoma City, OK OK 7 1 1 109 3 4 3 3 & 6 3 1 6 195 225 i 607
Olympia--Lacey, WA WA 1 18] 5¢ 26 2 1 124
Omaha, NE-IA 1A & 13 0
Omaha, NE-IA NE 9 2 35 3 & 1 1 3 2 4 125] o 5 2 1 1 199
Oriando, FL 5 1 1 11 1 129 16 4 2 1 254 223 2 2 5 339
Oshkosh, Wi wi 1 31 1 1 3
Owensboro, KY KY 2 1 1 1 12 2:
Oxnard, CA CA 7 2 1 1 3 2 2 06| 3 2 2 7
Paim Bay-Melbourne, FL Fi 1 4 40 1 1 10 2 1 1 & 1 3 14
Paim Coast--Daytona Beach—Port Orange, FL Fi 1 3 42 126 3 2 1 4 2: il 8
Panama City, FL Fi 4 4 5
Parkersburg, WV—OH OH
Parkersburg, WV—OH W 1 1 1 1 1 4
Pascagoula, MS WS 2 42| 1 3
Pensacola, FL-AL AL 6|
Pensacola, F! FL 2 30 6 1 88] i1 2 1 1
Peoria, IL I 3 37 1 2 1 2 1 84 4 1 4 e 3 1
T A 0 7]
X D DE 2. 40 1 2 2! 1 1 127] 2 1 2 1 24 1
X D D 4 9 25
X D J 4 67 6 1 8 4 7 5: 6 319 122 7 19 13 12 &
X D PA 10¢ 2 2 166, 6 2 3 1 14 12 31 202 18 920) 3 259 376 280 10
P Mesa, AZ 17 6 7 14 2 1 18 3 o 6 24 293 17 2 545 30 14 14
Pine Bluff, AR AR 2 17 30) 21
Pittsburgh, PA PA 14 2 2 19 5 2 1 10 18 10 11 5: 3 489) A7 1 265 14 10 858
Pillsfield, MA WA 4 1 1 1 47]
Pocatello, ID [ 2 1 1 20 1 1 4
Ponce, PR PR 5¢ 1 3|
Port Arthur, TX 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 7 2 1
Porterville, CA CA 7]
Port Huron, MI ] 1 1 1
Porlland, ME ME 38 1 1
Porlland, OR-WA OR 75 2 3 4 7 3 24 2 2 1 458
Porlland, OR-WA WA 22 24 3 1 2 1 1 4 157
M ME 3 1 7
, NH-ME NH 1 12 2 2 1 7 1 1 a7
Port St. Lucie, FL FL 2 22 2 2 5: 2 2 ] 98 20 5 1 186

For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




August 23, 2018

MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2017

TABLE HM-73
SHEET 7 OF 8

INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (IRI) (1)

INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (1) / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING (PSR) (2)

FEDERAL-AID STATE UN- INTERSTATE OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL MINOR ARTERIAL (5)
URBANIZED AREA (3) REPORTED TOTAL TOTAL [ TOTAL <95 95119 | 120169 170-220 >220 TOTAL
) <95 | 95119 | 120169 | 170-220 > 220 REPORTED <95 95-119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 [ REPORTED <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >35 3134 | 2630 2125 <=2.0 REPORTED
Potistown, PA PA ol o 1 13 1 7 4 46 12 1 1 40
Newburgh, NY--NJ NJ 0| 0| 0 0 4 15 23
Newburgh, NY—NJ NY 56| 5 15 5 2 % 1 7 7 % 4 1 230
Prescott Valley--Prescott, AZ AZ 6| 14 1 0 7 1 51
Providence, R-MA WA 94| 3 15 1 1 7 2 3; 124
Providence, RI-MA RI 7! 4 1 1 76 25 2 8 7 1 8 105 325
Provo-Orem, UT Ut 17| 31 0| 57] 2: 2 ot
Pueblo, CO ) 12 32| 6| 35 151
Racine, W1 wi 4 1 of 4 12 1 1 15| 12 73
Raleigh, NC NC E 62 12 47, 105 27 25 1 13( 13‘ 35 436
Rapid City, SD SD 1 4 12| 5 5 17 69
Reading, PA PA 1 28] 1 15 1 20[ 2 105
Redding, CA| CA 2 1 21 1 34 105
Reno, NV—CA NV 2 B 1 16| 14 1 1 35 3 203
lEcnmonu, VA VA 257 88 23 1 1 1 63) 55 9 3. 1 38 2 252
Riverside--San Bernardino, CA CA 9| 42 2 1 1 2 71 25 7 4¢ 5 362 147 102 699
Roanoke, VA A 541 21 4| 13| 1 16 67
Rochester, MN N 46} 0 14| of 3 19
Rochester, NY Y 235 45 1 47| 5] 28 2 0 7 7
Rockford, IL L 0 2 13 19 3 2 2 7 2 55] 3 3 150
Rock Hill, SC C off gl 1 7 1 1 55
L NC C off 1 6 17 1 2 1 68
Rome, GA A 36} 7] 2 26
Round Lake Beach--McHenry-Grayslake. IL-W1 1 0| 4] 7
A CA 46 4 1 1 7 1 28] 85 129 3 258 4 2 375
aginaw, MI ] 2| 1 1 1 1 37 1 2% 114
alem, OR OR! 2| 1 12| 17 1 8 7 1 107]
alinas, CA CA off 2 8 1 3
alisbury, MD--DE DE off 7
alisbury, MD-DE MD 36) 1 25|
alt Lake City-West Valley City, UT Ut 18] 32 1 % 116 4 4 1 1 1 2; 6 22 & 2
an Angelo, TX X 0| [ 0 13 27 34 2;
an Antonio, TX X 42 146 18 | 1 1 81 107 5 7 44 4 17 6: 30 123 100 7
an Diego, CA CA 31 100, 28 26 32 3 123) 1 3 106 7" 3 2 105 24 159 18 7
an Francisco--Oakland, CA CA 8 a7 27 39 2 i‘ 2 1 110] 23 7 o 24 1 12 164 51 B
an German--Cabo Rojo-Sabana Grande, PR PR 76) 3 3| [ ﬁ 0
an Jose, CA CA 18] 17 11 1 1 80 1 18] 7: 7 11 2% 5 43 24 36:
an Juan, PR PR 70 22 2 25 1 1 1 1 2 ﬂ 3 5!
an Luis Obispo, CA CA 7 1 | 2
an Marcos, TX TX 0| 1 gl 15|
anta Barbara, CA CA 1 1 2| 1 1 1 35 1
anta Clarita, CA CA 1 12
anta Cruz, CA CA 2 26 1
anta Fe, NM N 13 2 2 14
anta Maria, CA CA 1 2 15 1
anta Rosa, CA CA 3 1 2 22 2% 1
Bradenton, FL FL 24 ol 102 2 16 7 1 4 1
aratoga Springs. NY NY 12 1 2| 7
avannah, GA GA 124 3 23 16 1 15|
cranton, PA PA off 45| 12 12 4 21 ﬂ 2 2 42 4 4 3 5¢ 2§|
o . CA A 3 12 3 15 35
catlle, WA A 39) 7 1 1 1 2 2; 1 153 1 10 1 1 208 102 16! 31 260 31 1156
b Beach South-Florida Ridge. FL FL 0| 1 3: 1 2 3 7
br Park, FL FL off 1
1 1 3| 1 1 4 2 5
erman, TX T 18 1 54 &
reve LA 2 1 2 1 10 1 1 2 1 1 6: 3 5 27 3 209
ierra AZ 1 1 3
mi Val CA 15| 1 1 4
ioux Ci 1A 82| 1 [l
ioux C E 7! 1
ioux City, SD
joux Falls, SD SD 2 33| 1 1 6; 52 1 14
idell, LA A 2 30 1 ﬂ a1
outh Bend, IN-MI N 1 1 17, 26 2 1 2 1 1 2 22 3 126
outh Bend, IN-MI I ﬂ of 4 1 10 48
outh Lyon-—-Howell, MI I off 1 21 14] 1 7 2 12| 9 84
sC C 2| 28] 38| 1 10} 2 13 1 2 17| 8 107

For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.
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FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2017
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
SHEET 8 OF 8

INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (IR) (1) INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (1) / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING (PSR) (2)
FEDERAL-AID STATE UN- INTERSTATE OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL MINOR ARTERIAL (5)
URBANIZED AREA (3) REPORTED TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL <95 95-119 120-169 170-220 >220 TOTAL
“) <95 95119 | 120-169 | 170-220 >220 REPORTED <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED <95 95-119 120169 | 170-220 | >220 | REPORTED >35 3134 26-3.0 2125 <=20 REPORTED
pokane, WA WA 20 4 2 1 27 13 2 0 1 A 26 40 3 44 TB—Dl 2! 3 69 42 43 212
feld, I I 33 37 0 0 0 3 10 16 4 69 3 1 32 1 22 122
, MA-CT CT " 11 4 1 0 7 12 1 33 1 1 21 7 2
, MA-CT MA 20 62 72 7 1 1 1 4 39 61 3 28 215 1 2 12 2 28 2;
field, MO MO 17 |_| 60 5 1 7 3 7 12 2 57 1 2 4 2 16 1
field, OH OH 1 7 4 25 8 1 1 14
pring Hill, FL FL 11 1 A 4 48] 27 1 1
tate College, PA PA 4 1 5 3 29 8
t. Augustine, FL FL 2 2 1 Z—EI 17 1
VA VA 1 1 1 7 4 1 0 16 21 1 4
t. Cloud, MN MN 26| 37 4 1 1 AE“ 20 1 1 5!
t. George, UT [ 7| 1 1 1 1 8 2_2" 7 20 1 1 6
t Joseph, MO-KS KS 1 7 3
tJoseph, MO- MO 1 1 5 29 1 12 4
t. Louis, MO--IL. L 51 1 9 1 2 6 52 1 223 6 6 109 3 14 29 7]
t Louis, MO MO 3 153 1 1 195] 62 1 16 4 1 102] 1 5 8 4 4 345 5: 5 14 9 119 459
tockton, CA CA 12 21 11 4 1 1 Z—DI 1 2 2 26 89 1 2 1 16 69
umter, SC SC 0 0 4 0 gl 1 4 38| 1 2 16 7 56
yracuse, NY NY 1 54 1 77| 24 1 32 1 1 1 87| 0 4 4
allahassee, FL FL 20 1 21 0 0 0| 4 68 62 2; 2; 4 11
‘ampa--St. Petersburg, FL FL 3 10 12 12—2| 24 4 34 3 6 5! 1 1 45_9“ 241 9 11 82 3 572
Temple, TX X 1 3 23 2 43 4 4 2! 36
Terre Haute, IN IN 1 1 1 E" 3 1 6—3| 14 1 26 1 79
Texarkana-Texarkana, TX--AR AR 2 1 5 2 22 7 6] 0 1 7 0 21
Texarkana-—Texarkana, TX--AR TX 1 1 1 El 12 34| 31 1 1 1 47
Texas City, TX. X 1 15 1 5| 31 48 21 0 3!
Thousand Oaks, CA CA 0 7 28] 2 21 1 1 s—zl 9 42 1
Titusville, FL FL 1 12 3| 20 4 1 30][ 7 2 0
Toledo, OH-MI MI 1 2 2 1 1 7[ 14 1 14 4
Toledo, OH--MI OH 57 71 2 1 Ql 4 24 34 18 2 148 7 24 40 2 32 192
Topeka, KS KS 24 33 1 4 4 25| 2 5 2 EI 1 37 3! 64 161
Tracy, CA CA 0 7 0 0 0 4 8 7 30][ 4 4 3
Trenton, NJ NJ 3 1 3—8" 2 1 16| 1 13 1 17 67| 1 1 40 2 46 139
Tucson, AZ AZ 14 3 5 0 41 1 4 1 0 8| 2 1 24 1 4 78 5; 4 81 6 58 304
Tulsa, OK OK 2 12 2 5—3" 67 2 22 7 2 120 3¢ 2 67 5 31 21?" 2 4 242 192 128 633
Turlock, CA CA 0 0 1 16) 4 4 14 12 4 4 4
Tuscaloosa, AL AL 1 1 1 1?“ 0 3 1 13 6 6—8" 1 22 19 34 4
Twin Rivers—Hightstown, NJ NJ Al 4] 4 4 21 0 5 1 3
Tyler, TX TX 22 off 0 6 1 1 10—2“ 1 2 2 1 1 1
Uniontown—Connellsville, PA PA 0| 0 17 4 25 1 31 5 1 9
Urban Honolulu, HI HI 1 1 1 AE" 4 4 4 28] 4 2 1 2 75" 4 1 21 3 1
Utica, NY NY 78 2 28 3 52 40 14 1 5 84 1 1 1 0 0 42
Vacaville, CA CA 0| 1 E" 0 1 3 4 2—3| 7 4 17
Valdosta, GA GA 22 2 0 0 0 21 0| 2 4 2 42 3 1 1 58
Vallejo, CA CA TI 1 2 2 1 E“ 6| 3 1 1 20 57" 1 3 54
Victoria, TX X 0| 0 0 0 4] 4. 7 1 60 2 42
Victorville--Hesperia, CA CA 4?I 1 2 1 18] 0] 1 14 1 2 S—EI 23 2 9 6 5 266
Villas, NJ NJ of 0 0 12] 3 11 9 4 33
Vineland, NJ NJ of 0 0 1 21 2 2—3" 2 1 2 2. 121
Virginia Beach, VA VA 112' 6 1 1 101 2 1 0 22 7: 6 10 5 2 327 4 3 8! 54 306
Visalia, CA CA 8 0| 1 1 1 31 1 1 1 52 2 A 14 17
Waco, TX X _1I 1 23 1 2 2 1 1 55 2 5 3 12
Waldorf, MD MD 36 ﬂ 3 a4
Walla Walla, WA-OR OR off 1 7
Walla Walla, WA-OR WA off 1 1 4 1?“ 1 4
Warner Robins, GA GA 11 1 1 18 0 0| 5; 1 1 74 1 17
DC 2 12] 2 4 16 2 73 ufl 2 138 163
Vi MD 414 72 2 89 6 1 1 83 5 6 3 28 281 2
Washington, DC--VA-MD VA 350 72 1 1 97, 7 1 1 108 5. 7 4 27 284 3 7 8 3 23
Waterbury, CT cT 0| 6 1 1 1 14 4 48 1 1 2! 2! 1 9
Waterloo, IA 1A 13_5| 6 1 18 7 S—QI
Watertown, NY NY 14 1 3 5 50][ 3 3
Watsonville, CA CA 2 1 1
Wausau, WI Wi 1 1 24 3 1 33 4 1 41 2 8
e WV--OH-PA OH 2 36| 2 EI 5 4 2
Weirton--Steubenville, WV--OH--PA PA 0 0 0 0 0 0
irt WV--OH--PA wv. 2 1 4 2 1 Z—D" 4 26
Wenatchee, WA WA 15 2 2 1 6 23 11 1 14 1 9 5¢
West Bend, WI wi 1 1 4 1 4 1 39 12 2 34 4
Westminster—Eldersburg, MD MD 24 0 0 0 0 0| 2 9 45 0
Wheeling, WV--OH OH 1 1 1 1 7 2 13| 2 6 1 2 2
Wheeling, WV--OH WV 1 1 2 16 0 0 1 3| 1 5 28 7 4 2
Wichita Falls, TX X 1 1 7 13 4 1 22 1 12 1 61 10 13 1 4
Wichita, KS KS 4 5 6 1 58 39 8 3 % 1 2 15 75 2 36 39 36 215
Total US 18,594 11,39 1,963 1,937 690 31 15‘3ﬁ 6,328 1,633 1,602 577 288 10.427] 16,071 7842 11,830 7229] 8338 51,317 16,742 11.216 19,998 13,600 13,989 75,546

For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2017
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILTY RATING

HM-73 Footnotes Page:

(1) Data are reported as the International Roughness Index (IRI) in inches per mile. Reference: World Bank Technical Paper Number 46, 1986. Lower IRI represents smoother riding
roadways; to obtain a comprehensive assessment of pavement condition, additional measures of pavement distress are needed. Excludes structures and unpaved roadways.

(2) The “Present Serviceability Rating” (PSR) is a subjective, primarily ride-based system adapted from the “AASHO ROAD TESTS” conducted in the late 1950's and early 1960’s. Reference:
Highway Special Report 61E, 1962. The PSR values range from 0.1 to 5.0; higher PSR values represent smoother riding roadways. Excludes structures and unpaved roadways.

(3) A “Federal-Aid Urbanized Area” is an area with 50,000 or more persons that at a minimum encompasses the land area delineated as the urbanized area by the Bureau of the Census. Urbanized
areas or data may be missing or unreported in some States.

(4) Column contains unreported IRI/PSR data for all displayed functional systems.

(5) Estimated from sample data.
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