FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2024
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
October 17, 2025 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 | OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL MINOR ARTERIAL (5)
URBANIZED AREA (3) REPORTED TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL <95 95-119 120-169 170-220 | >220 | TOTAL
4 <95 95-119 120-169 170-220 > 220 REPORTED <95 95-119 120-169 | 170-220 > 220 REPORTED >220 | REPORTED >=3.5 3.1-34 26-3.0 2125 <=2.0 | REPORTED
[Abilene, TX Toxas 3| 1 [) 1 B 0] 21 23 13 9
dilla—Isabel: Sebastian, PR Puerto Rico 1 0 27 0 0 30 ﬁ
Akron, OH Ohio SE 1 142 33 40 43 4
Albany, GA Georgia 40 20 16 7
Albany, OR Oregon 16 65, 7 2 7|
NY New York 2 60 16] 1 198] 60 61] 76] 34]
NM New Mexico 56 292] 7 17] 26 44 54
[Alexandria, LA Louisiana 6 36 7 8 7 10 13
Allentown, PA--NJ New Jerse 6 12| 19, 12 1
Allentown, PA-NJ Pennsyivania x:‘ 3 35| 33 25 3 26 3
Alton, IL-MO linois 0 1 44 18 1 7
Altoona, PA Pennsylvania 8] 31 8 3
Amarillo, TX Texas 14| 63] 34| 2. 4 22 1
Ames, 1A lowa 3 20
[Anchorage, AK Alaska 18 78 1
[Anderson, IN Indiana 19 1 26
[Ann Arbor, MI WMichigan 19 2 1 25| 1 15, 1 62 8 3 35]
[Anniston--Oxford, AL Alabama ol 1 38 2 1
Antioch, CA| California 20) T 2 48
[Appleton, T Wisconsin 2| 25 1 il 2 12] 73 4 2 4
Arecibo, PR Puerto Rico 1 19| 4 14| 2
Arroyo Grande--Grover Beach, CA California 3| 0| 1] 3]
Asheville, NC North Carolina off 3 45| 2 2 4] 79| 2
Athens-Clarke County, GA eorgia off 0| 1 0 43] 1
Atlanta, GA eorgia off 289 2 1 324 6 5¢ 10 8: 1 770| 53] 13 8:
Auburn, Al labama off 16 7 32
d County, GA-SC eorgia off 24 7 127| 1 1
d County, GA-SC South Carolina off 12 74
\ustin, T exas 5| 46 54 & 26 1 1 209) 46
CA California 39) 0 2 5 1 151 1
altimore, MD Maryland 3| 107 1 1 14 o 12 122 332] 6 9 189 135 190
angor, ME Maine 1 18 18 15 3 6 2
amstable Town, MA 21 9 10 o 3; 1 51 58 1 29 14 il
aton Rouge, LA Louisiana 29) 20 1 1 52 6 3 218 46 37 98 62 7
attle Creek, MI Michigan 3| 12 16 1 33 26 9 17 24 24
ay City, MI Michigan 17 7 7 25 12 12 12 3
eaumont, TX Texas 1 20 1 3] 32 2 25 18 30
Wes! Virginia 7 8| 1 25 20 1 1 1 12
ellingham, WA Washington 18 18 6] 1 1 il 22
I Wisconsin 25| [ 1 15
lllinois 3] 12 5)
o Oregon 0| 1 32 9% 2;
Benton Harbor--St. Joseph-Fair Plain, MI Wichigan n:' 28 29) 13 1 5:
Montana 17 18 1 1 1 1 58 20
Binghamton, NY--PA New York 1 20 30 1 12 48 3 3 16
Birmingham, AL Alabama 126 1 53] 11 3 22 78] 16 7 11 55 3
Bismarck, ND North Dakota 4 14 16 2: 1 1] 60 2 1 1
Blacksburg, VA Virginia 0| 7| 71 1 10 1
Bloomington, IN Indiana §| 9] of 23 0
Bloomington--Normal, IL linois of 32 34 33 1 1 2 3§| 1
aise City, ID Idaho 14 22 23) 21 2 1 21 z?' o 2 10 17
onita Springs, FL Florida 18 24 29) ol 65 80 1 10
oston, MA-NH--RI 117} 21 1 1 242 11 138] 152 13 27, 212] 27 1052 105 1 238 218] 158 830
oston, MA-NH--RI New Hampshire o ol 2 32 1 3 1 32
oulder, CO Colorado of 14 25| 1 7 17 46
owling Green, KY entucky o 1 1 2| 2 29) 1 5 27
merton, WA 0 3. 38| 1 35| 18] 6 2 2 1
dgep: ford, CT--NY lew York of 6|
dgep: mford, CT—-NY_ Connecticut of 3 45| 4 1 70[ 3 3 28] 1 1 142| 6: 6 11 9 8 4
Bristol, TN--VA Virginia of 21 29| off 12 1
Bristol, TN--VA Tennessee B 7 off 35 1§| 1
TX Texas ol 1 13] 2| 1 2 1 76 5) 1 A 1
runswick, GA Georgia 0| 1 1] 0| 34| 34 1 7
uffalo, NY New York 23 4 70| 3 59 1 66] 7 26] 2 294 166 129 1 38] 2 4
urlington, NC North Carolina ol 1 18 ol 1 28 1 7' 2 1 6
urlington, VT Vermont 4 1 18 8| 2 47| 1 9] 4
amarillo, CA California 11 0| 8| 18 0
Canton, OH Ohio 17 of 1 22) 3 2 24 1 1 12] 3 36 3 1 2 1
For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




MILES

FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2024
BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
October 17, 2025 SHEET2 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 <05 95-119 120-169 170-220 >220 TOTAL
@ <95 | 95119 | 120169 [ 170-220 >220 REPORTED <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >=35 3134 2630 2125 <=2.0 REPORTED
Cape Coral, FL Florida 17 % 1 1 6 42 3 14
ape Girardeau, MO-IL linois [
Cape Girardeau, MO--IL issourt 1 7 3
arson City, NV levada 9 1
Cartersville, GA eorgia 1 21 1 1 2 54
asa Grande, AZ Arizona 2 1
Casper, WY Wyoming 3 22
edar Rapids, 1A lowa 1 1E| 39 5]
PA Pennsylvania 4 10] 1
\ampaign, IL lllinoi 2_2| 2 gl 1 EI 1 1 5¢
arieston, WV West Virginia 26 33 27 1 1 12 2 34 2 2 115
rth Charleston, SC South Carolina 3 4 7 2 3 1 3 4 5 2 18
ariotte, NC-SC South Carolina 5
ariotte, NC-SC North Carolina 9 1 11 4 5 7 2 1 3 5 108 8 2 299
ile, VA Virginia 1 1 1 3:
ttanooga, TN-GA Tennessee 7 2 3 1 zE‘ 3 1 1 2 12] 1 7
T TN-GA Georgia 10 [ 14 5 17 1 3
Wyoming 4 25 32| off 12 6 2
Indiana 1@‘ 43 1 1 7 8 91 3 32| 1 1 1 1
Tlinois 2] 252 4 4 1 36: 1 33 358 27 382 18 195] 27 307 54 365 54 2028
California 5| 0| 1 0 0
incinnati, OH-KY~IN Kentucky 4 3 4 1 2 5 2 34 15 1 137
incinnati, OH-~KY~IN Ohio 119 2 35 5 3 6 4 5 9 6! 105 77 10 438
larksville, TN-KY' Tennessee 25 1 1 0 2 [
larksville, TN-KY' Kentucky [ [ 1
Ohio 200 3: 49 5 5 9 6 7 106 13 135 10 13 61
Tennessee 18 1 5 22 12 1
D 1 1 off 10 7 2 1 7!
College Station--Bryan, TX 1 21 31 1 2 1 1 5¢
lorado Springs, CO 2 1 1 1 Ai| 4 3 5 25 2 2 3 3 5] 21
MO 1 1 16 3 1 5
c 7 9| 4 2 35 42 7: 3 1 253
Columbus, GA-AL 2| 1 15 1 41
olumbus, GA-AL 1 1 17 2 1 25 1 1 1 99
Columbus, 16 1 [ 1 1 1 1 21
olumbus, OH 130 4 50 5 7 3 3£| 11 11 175 7 7 558,
Concord, CA 53 19 1 2 45 [ [
oncord, NC 0 [ 2 2 1 1 25 8 1 106
Conway, AR off off 16 108 7 1 107
orpus Christi, TX 2| 2 | 1 1 1 2 15 2 34 112
Corvallis, OR 0 [ 7 4 1 38
allas--Fort Worth—Arlington, TX eﬁi 17 55] 5 1 1a. 7 8 1 323 1 13 2a: 207] 309 66] 165 4 362 459 1467
alton, GA Georgia 1 27 12 2 [ 5.
anbury, CT-NY Connecticut 1 2 2 5] 5] 11
anbury, CT-NY New York
avenport, | Tlinois. 53] 4 2 1 1 2 1 1 1 24 8
avenpor, | Towa 1 25 3 1 1 1
avis, CA California, 4
ayton, OH Ohio 7 1 20| 5 3 5 3 2 3 3 6 4 7 2
ecatur, AL Alabama 4 12 1 1
ecatur, IL Tlinois q 2 1 12 1 1
eKalb, IL Tlinois. 11 7
eliona, FL Florida 14 23 2
enton--Lewisville, TX Texas 36) 3 15 1 2 2 4 1
enver-Aurora, CO Colorado 109) 103 2 2 150 82 86 9% 21 12 15 634
es Maines, 1A Towa 29 60 36 1 10 [
Michigan 266 159 229 4 1 1 233 13 133 54 153 664 24 782] 1465
othan, AL Alabama 0 5 3 2 7 121
over, DE Delaware off 1 3 1 63
. NH-ME Maine off 12
Rochester, NH-ME New Hampshire [ 1 1 1 1 1 60
ubugue, 1A~ Towa zl 2
ubugue, 1A~ Tlinois 3
Suluth, MN-W1 Minnesota 1 1 92
Suluth, MN-WI Wisconsin 22
urham, NC North Carolina 2 35 1 1 2 1 1 3] 1 44 1 1 93
Eau Claire, WI Wisconsin 1 13 1 1 1] 1 4 80
El Paso de Robles (Paso Robles)-Atascadero, CA California [ 1 2 of 4

For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




October 17, 2025

FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2024
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
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 I OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL MINOR ARTERIAL (5)
URBANIZED AREA (3) REPORTED TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL <95 95-119 120-169 170220 >220 TOTAL
@ <95 | 95119 | 120-169 | 170-220 >220 REPORTED <95 95-119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED <95 95-119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >=35 3134 2630 2125 <=2.0 REPORTED
El Paso, TX-NM Texas 1 1 41 37 1 62 4 3 E 4 44 23 1 34 42 7 192
El Paso, TX-NM New Mexico 2 4 1
Elizabethtown--Radolif, KY Kentuck, 3 1 zj‘ 1 1 6
Elkhart, IN-MI Michigan [ 3
Elkhart, IN-MI Indiana 7 1 1§| 9]
Elmira, N' New York 1 14 9 1
Erie, PA Pennsylvania 9| 1 1 28 1 2 1 1
Eugene, OR Oregon 1 14| 1 1 1 21E| 1 2 1
Evansville, IN-KY indiana 42| 9 1
Alaska 1 30 1 1 @
California 1 18 7 1
Puerto Rico 20 1
North Dakota 2 28 1 2 2 2 1
Minnesota 1
gton, NM Mexico 1 1 1 1
ayetteville, NC North Carolina 1 1 1 12| 3: 2 2 35] 3 2 1 1
lle~Springdale-Rogers, AR-MO Missouri
o . AR-MO Arkansas 15 4 4 5¢ 1 10 159 1 11
lagstaff, AZ Arizona 1 1 19
int, MI Michigan 35 4 62 2 2 1 1 [ 35] 2 21 2
jorence, AL Alabama 1 [ 44 1 1 1
lorence, SC South Carolina of 1 16 2 1 2
ond du Lac, WI Wisconsin 1] 9| 1 1 4
ort Colins, C Colorado 0| 1 @‘ 2 4 5 28 2 208
ort Smith, AR-OK Arkansas 22 2 31 1 1 1 1 @I 24
ort Smith, AR-OK Oklahoma 0 1 6
ort Wayne, Indiana 104 1 25 1 0 7
rederick, Mi Maryiand 2 27 1 1 1 1 1 2
i VA Virginia 1 18 2 1 1 1 7
resno, CA California 4 [ 2 1 1 5: 1 1 1 2 1
adsden, AL Alabama 1 15 4 2 1 1 1
ainesville, FL Florida 4 5
ainesvile, GA orgia 2 2 3 6 2 1 1
astonia, NC-SC North Carolina 1 1 1 2 7 3 44 1 1
iroy-Morgan Hill, CA California 6| [
lens Falls, NY New York 1 1 2 1 1 53 1 7
oldsboro, NC North Carolina 17 1 1 5
rand Forks, ND-M North Dakota of 1 2
rand Forks, ND-M Minnesota 1
rand Island, NE Nebraska 55 5] 3
rand Junction, CO Colorado 1 1 9 1 2 1 1 7:
rand Rapids, MI Michigan a 4 4 4 54 2 3 1 145 3 133 23 407
rants Pass, OR Oregon 2 1 107 42
reat Falls, MT lontana 8] 33
reeley, CO 2 24] 1 1 1 85
reen Bay, Wi 1 2 31 1 1 1 1 3 5 146
. NC 7 3 44] 1 2 22 72| 32| 230
reenville, NC 2| 1 7 61
reenville, SC 3 1 6| 1 2 8 2 % 3 269
uayama, PR 4 4 1 12
ulfport, MS Mississippi 3 57 1 3 1 3 1 3 136
Pennsylvania
- WV-PA West Virginia 2 1 4
Virginia
- WV-PA Maryiand 2: 1 2 1 1 1 6.
tammond, L Louisiana 2 1 2 5¢
fanford, CA California
tanover, PA Pennsylvania
fariingen, TX 2. 24 1 1
farrisburg, PA Pennsylvania 6 1 2 34 44 2 2 1 1 2 4 4 2 1
farrisonburg, VA Virginia 1 1 1 15
fartord, CT Connecticut 7 5 7 7 5¢ 6 2 2 102] 10 158 85| 6 5
VS Mississippi 3 12 1 1 1
tazleton, PA Pennsylvania
Hemet, CA California
Hickory, NC North Carolina 2 3 2 2 3 3 5 164
High Point, NC North Carolina 2 1 ﬂ 1 1 1 4 3 2 1 1
Hinesville, GA eorgia [ 1

For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2024
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
October 17, 2025 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 <95 | 95119 120169 | 170220 >220 TOTAL
@ <95 | 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | ‘95-119 | 120-169 | 170-220 | >220 | REPORTED | <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >35 | 3134 2630 2125 <=2.0 REPORTED
ioland, M1 Michigan 6 1 [ 3 3 2 1 21 7 E
fot Springs, AR Arkansas 1 [ 16 7 0 5 59 3
iouma, LA Louisiana 2 [ 13 3 7 4 18 1
fouston, TX Texas 33 9 55] a 7: 8 1 334 2 130 19 125 257 77"
unting! West Virginia 3: 2 1 1 21] 1
unting! hio 26 o
unting Kentucky 0 4
untsville, A ‘Alabama 1 15 1 16
idaho Falls, ID Idaho 4 2
N Indiana 403 1 25] 2 10 1 1 1]
indio-—Cathedral City. CA California, 43 1 1 2 17 3]
lowa City, IA Towa 12 [
'l_—m a, NY New York 8 23 1
[Jackson, MI Michigan 8| 1 19 4
[Jackson, MS Mississippi 0 5; 8 @ 5; 34 58 7
jackson, TN Tennessee 22 1 1 [
e, FL Flor 12 9: 52 1 2 1 16 1
ile, NC North Carolina 0 6
Janesville, WI Wisconsin of 6 1 2:
efferson City, MO Missouri 0 30 1 1
johnson City, TN Tennessee 10 1 0 a
johnstown, PA Pennsylvania 1 7| 1
[Jonesboro, AR Arkansas 21| 1 o 2 12| 1
Joplin, MO Missouri of 1 9| 2 7 1
jana Diaz, PR Puerto Rico of of
ahului, HI lawai of of 1
ailua (Honolulu County)—Kaneohe, HI lawaii of Q|
la M ichigan 27| 17| 1 1 9
ankakee, IL linois 0 of 1.
ansas City, MO-KS ansas 40 51
ansas City, MO-KS' issourt 1 1 1 1 1 108] 2 3 1 126 96
Washington 13 30 1 1 1 5
Wisconsin 4 [ 1 10 24
Texas 1 1 12
Virginia 0
Tennessee 2 7 2
New York 1 2 2
Florida a8 7 1
Tennessee 55 7 7| 139 2 2
indiana 22 1 1
isconsin 0 il 1 1
innesota 0 0
indiana 26 0 1
afayette, LA Louisiana 13, 1 2 :| 1 1 1 44
afayette—Louisville—Erie, CO Colorado 4
ake Charles, LA Louisiana 1 27| 2
ake Havasu Cily, AZ Arizona 0|
ake Jackson-Angleton, TX. Texas [ 1
akeland, FL Florida 1 15|
ancaster, PA Pennsylvania 9
ansing, MI Michigan 12| 3! 52, 1 2: 1 1.
aredo, TX Texas 3 10 1 1 1
as Cruces, NM New Mexico of 2! 31 14
s Vegas--Henderson, NV N 0 6 83) 1 7: 3 3 1
awrence, K Kansas 10
awton, OK Oklahoma 5 1
ebanon, PA Pennsylvania
ee's Summit, MO Missouri
eesburg~Eustis-Tavares, FL Florida 10] a4
cominste Y 17 2% 1 1
eviston, Idaho
eviston, Washinglon 1
ewiston, ME Maine 1 20
oxington Park—Calffornia~Chesapeake Ranch Estates, MD Maryland 17
exington-Fayette, KY Kentucky 3 1 31 1
ima, OH Ohio 13 9
incoln, NE Nebraska 16 1 11 1 1
ittle Rock, AR Arkansas 19 5! 3] 1 31 1 2 1 a12] 8
For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




October 17, 2025

FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2024
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 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 | 1204169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >=35 3134 263.0 2125 <=2.0 REPORTED
odi, CA California. 1 12 5 0 [
ogan, UT Utah 2 4 3 4 3
ompoc, CA California. [
ongmont, CO Colorado 1 12 1 5:
ongview, TX Texas 5 1 1 1 2. d 1 7:
ongview, WA-OR Washington 1 15| 1 7] 2 4
ongview, WA-OR Oregon 0| of
orain-Elyria, OH Ohio 1 [ 15 19 7 | 3 3 a 10 123
0 Angeles—Long Beach--Anaheim, CA California. 13 13 5 7 2 297 62 6 2 2?( 13 51 60 952 2 21 349
os Lunas, New Mexico B off 1 EI 2 32
isville/J County, KY~1 Kentucky 6 1 1 97 14 5 2 3 1 57 7 105 57 3 334
lle/J County, KY~1 Indiana 5¢ 2 30 5| 7 7 1 22
ubbook, TX Texas 15 3 43 4 1 1 8 32 4 31 1 192
Virginia [ 2 31 2 B 15 3 10 80
Georgia 2: 37| 0| 1 4 17 zj 1 120
California, 0 7] [ [
Wisconsin 1 23 2: 44 2 3 2 2 22] 1 2 2 6 160
New Hampshire 2 27 1 10 2 1 1 1 1 7:
Lovisiana 1 19 5| 1 2 1 44
Kansas 1 12
Minnesota 10 1 1 4.
Ohio 1 19 1 3 2 1 6
California 12
Washington 1 1 2 2 1 2 2 1 94
South Carolina 2 23 1
Puerto Rico 20 2 4
Texas 50 1 6: 1 1 7 3 1?' 1?' 1
Oregon 1 24 17 1
Mississippi 14 1 1 1
Tennessee 125| 59 1 2 2 1 1
Arkansas 20 1 4 1 3 3
California, 0 7 [
R Florida 2: 106 120 169 1 1 34 14 13 5 3 303 62| 241 13 106 94
jan City~La Porte, IN-MI Indiana 2 1 2
ichigan City~La Porte, IN-MI Michigan
dietown, NY New York 1 1 1 2 2
iddletown, OH Ohio
land, MI Michigan 2 1 5
idland, TX Texas 1 18 4 16 1 1 1
Milwaukee, W1 isconsin 6 1 1 92 31 5¢ 14 1 135 2] 5 102 12 37 6
Minneapolis--St. Paul, MN-WI innesota 1 17 2 1 215 1 2 1 163] 1 3 2 1015 196 27 7 105 1673 |
Mission Viejo—Lake Forest-San Clemente, CA alifornia 29) 1 28 18 2 5: 3: 2 1 4
Missoula, MT fontana [ 1 20 3
Mobile, AL ‘Alabama 14 3 41 2 1 7 4 4 1 1 190
Modesto, CA California. 26| 0 1 1 1 1 1 0
Monroe, LA Louisiana 1 15 o] 3¢ 2 3] 79
Monroe, MI Michigan 14 16 2 16 48
Montgomery. AL Alabama 3 35 5 1 1 4 2 4 2 2 155
Morgantown, WV West Virginia 1 19 3
Morristown, T Tennessee 4 6 1 1
Mount Vernon, WA Washington 3 1 1 1 1 5
Muncie, IN Indiana 3 1 1
Muskegon, MI ichigan 23] 1 19 1 7 8 1 & i1 14
Myrile Beach-Socastee, SC-NC South Carolina 24 28] 7 1 1 25] 2 5: 2 1 134
Myrile Beach-Socastee, SC-NC North Carolina
iampa, ID Idaho 2 1 1 3 1 1 1 9 2 7: 1 E
iapa, C. California. 3
iashua, NH-MA [
iashua, NH-MA New Hampshire 1 1 3 1 4 4 3 3 1 126
TN Tennessee 89) 16 268 6 5 17 1 [
lew Bedford, MA 13 13 16 2 3
lew Haven, CT Connecticut 0| 60 3 37 2 1 1 5 7 109 4 3 312
lew Orleans, LA Lovisiana 19 20 63 3 2 2 8 AZI ot 2] 10 306
lew York-Newark, NY--NJ-CT New Jersey [ 192 1 1 19 1 1 24 338 1 24 17 188 2422 1175 365 3 32| 2159
lew York-Newark, NY--NJ~CT New York 141 ot 34 4 1 1 & i1 7 52 438 69 1 257 24: 621 54 17 515 57. 1026 2342
lewark, O Ohio 3| [ 1 [ 15 11 3 1 4 10 2 25
iorman, Of Oklahoma 33 8 of 3| 7 4 1 0 1 [ 1
London, CT-RI Connecticut [ 42 o] 10] 17 10 4 23 2 34 1 9 99

For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2024
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
October 17, 2025 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 95-119 120-169 170-220 >220 TOTAL
@ <95 | 95119 | 120-169 | 170-220 >220 REPORTED <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED <95 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >=35 3134 263.0 2125 <20 REPORTED
Ocala, FL Florida 4 6] 0 5 34 2 1 62
dessa, TX Texas 6! 18] 0 1 12 20 1 1 1 70
Ogden~Layton, UT Utah 2. 37 1 1 4 2 19 27 2 & 1 1 127
Kiahoma City, OK Oklahoma 257 7 2 1 1 7 1 6] 1 [ [
Olympia--Lacey, WA Washington 3 4 15 a4 1 % 121
maha, NE-IA Nebraska 15 a1 1 1 69 1 3 3: 5 266 &: 197
Omaha, NE-IA Towa 13 [ [ [ 2
ando, Florida 50 128 145 17 5 3 1 169 7 5 2 2 289
Oshkosh, Wi Wisconsin 3 1 4
wensboro, KY Kentucky 13 1 1 4
Oxnard, CA California. 3 3 1 2 3 2 1
aim Bay-Melbourne, FL Florida 1 3 1 1 o 3 1 5¢ 3 24 12
Parkersburg, WV~OH West Virginia 1 15 1 1 4
Parkersburg, WV—-OH Ohio 15
ensacola, FL-AL Florida 1 32 67 1 7: 2 3 142|
‘Alabama [
Tlinois 32 §| 3 1 1 1 1 3 2 4 2 3 17
California, 6!
)--DE- Delaware 9|l 5 2 2 1 2 1 3 2 1
)-DE- Maryland 0 1
-DE- New Jerse 8 92 130 4 6 3 562 44 135 1 2.
. )-DE- Pennsylvania 1 1 1 3 3 1 140) 88 153 33 195] 1 53 191 365 159 199
\ Arizona 138 168 1 1 206 40 a7 10 6 108 169 432 269 153
ttsburgh, PA Pennsylvania 1 1 1 6 1 87 158 9 123 6! 138 134 225 9 106
ttsfield, MA 1 off 1 1 0
ocatello, ID Idaho 1 1 off 4: 1 20]
once, PR Puerto Rico 9| of
ort Arthur, TX Texas EI 1 2: 1 3] 1 3
ort Huron, MI Michigan 1 1 5¢ 1 17 3.
ort St. Lucie, FL Florida 2 2 24 1 2. 8 3 4 1
orterville, CA California off
Portland, ME Maine 3E| 7 24 1 2 1 1
ortland, OR-- Washington 12 2 32 1 2 1 1 1 2. 5 3. 4
ortland, OR- regon 2 30 4 3 3 4 922 258 9 5 1
N New Hampshire 1 7 7
L NI Maine off
h, NY-NJ New York 2 14 3 2 3 1 3: 4 2 2
rescolt Valley--Prescott, AZ Arizona 1 12
rovidence, RI-MA 16 1 12 1 1 22| 1 3
rovidence, RI-MA Rhode Island 15| a6 5: 7: 45 2 8 7 8: 95]
rovo-Orem, U Utah [ 26 2: 1 1
ueblo, CO Colorado 3| 1 2 1
Racine, W Wisconsin [ 1 1
Raleigh, NC North Carolina 15 [ 1 2 5 3 3 1 6 7 3
Rapid City, SD South Dakota 2 1 1 1
eading, PA Pennsylvania 1 2 2 1 1 7 1 1
Redding, CA California 1 2 1
eno, NV-CA California
Reno, NV-CA Nevada 1 43 2 3. 196
Ecnmcnd‘ VA Virginia 1 15 1 5 1 4 1 1 207 102 4 531
Riverside--San Bernardino, CA California 85 2 25 3 1 2 5 6 7 62|
0anoke, VA Virginia 48 1 119
Rochester, [ 4 6
ochester, NY | 1 3 1 7 3 2 406
Rock Hil, SC 16 1 2 1 1 78
ookford, IL 3 1 25( 2 1 4. 4 4 54
Rocky Mount, NC 1 1 2
ome, [ 1 1
Round Lake Beach--McHenry-Grayslake, IL-W1 10 1 21 2 ﬁ
ound Lake Beach--McHenry--Grayslake, IL-W1 [ [ of
California 39 3 1 58 5 9 14 [ of
aginaw, M1 Michigan 20 1 17 1 54 50 1 6 1
alem, OR Oregon [ 1 15 1 186 2 22 1 1
alinas, CA California 5|
alisbury, MD-DE Delaware off
alisbury, MD-DE Manyland 0 1 1 2 1 3
alt Lake City-West Valley City, UT Utah 20 3 1 1 7: i1 % 4 2 1 2 5: 5. 212
an Angelo, TX Texas [ 1 12| 2 1 1 14 55
For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




October 17, 2025

FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2024
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (IRI) (1)

TABLE HM-73
SHEET 7 OF 8

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 95119 | 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >=35 3134 263.0 2125 <20 REPORTED
an Antonio, TX Texas 4 1 1 1 7 1 72| 5 I 4 2 23 195 7 9 24 61 21 795
an Diego, CA California 68| 8 3 2 2 3 121 1 2 9 8 86 300 [ 1
an Francisco-Oakland, CA California 35 6! 2 2 1 1 2 87 1 2 7 o 230 439 1 4 8 72| 1 217
an Germén--Cabo Rojo-Sabana Grande, PR Puerto Rico 0| [ 2
an Jose, CA California 39) 2 1 1 1 7: 1 1 7 8. 108 298 34 2 74
an Juan, PR Puerto Rico 8| 2 1 2 1 4 1 4 5¢ 9 211 1 4 33 395
an Luis Obispo, CA California 8| 1)
an Marcos, TX Texas 3| 1 17 1
anta Barbara, CA| California 18 30 1 1 1 48] 1 2
anta Clarita, CA California 15 1 1 9| 1 39
anta Cruz, CA California 1 19 16
anta Fe, NM New Mexico 2 4 45 1 1 1 5:
anta Maria, CA California 1 1 17
anta Rosa, CA California 1 2 3 1 7 33
aratoga Springs, NY New York 1 2 2 37 1 3
avannah, GA Georgia 3: 4 1 19 5 1 1 85 4 2: 3 1 2 14
cranton, PA Pennsylvania 4 5 2 25 2 1 2 1 1 113, 1 32 4 32| 48 169
.CA California 12 1 35 1 [ 7
eattle, WA Washington 20 8 1 1 115, 9 1 1 133] 102 103 209 14 17 733 168 2 24 285 1144
ebring—Avon Park, FL Florida 0 [ 3 2 39 1 28
Sheboygan, WI Wisconsin 10 4 5 18 1 56
Texas [ 17 1 7 25 1 62
Louisiana 2 1 1 55 10 2 1 2 1 1 90 2 27 4 186
Arizona 0 0| 10 2
California [ 10 1
lowa 4 1 @i
South Dakota [ 7 [
Nebraska 1 3 1 1 1
South Dakota 22| 2 i‘ 1 35 1 54 32| 3 128
lidell, LA Louisiana 1 2 27 10 15 1 3
outh Bend, IN-MI Michigan 1 off 14 z;| 2 4
outh Bend, IN-MI Indiana 87| 17| 1 25 1 38 7]
outh Lyon--Howell, MI Michigan 21 1 19 35 23] 2. 1 o
. South Carolina 39 10 1 1 61 16 3 1 9
Washington 28 1 19 3 I 2. 3 172, 22 6 5 4 202
Florida 0 1 1 38 2 40
Tlinois 3 41 1 1 69 3 2 1 2 114
1 5 ﬁ 2 4 3 2 164 3 3: 76
Connesticut o [
lissouri 1 1 5. 69)] 2 1 1 54] 3 2 1 108
Ohio 1 10 24 1 1 5
Florida 0| 2 ﬁ 1 3
Minnesota ol 3 37 24 2 8
Utah 3 1 1 1 d 16
. issouri 1 E‘ 5 1 29 1 4.
|§ (ansas 0 4 3
St. Louis, M linois 64 81 7| 9 2 34 1 173 [ 4 7 2 2! 236
|§t Louis, M lissouri 14 1 1 181 5 2 2 101 9 6 8 5 4 SAEI 2 4 135 127 17 511
State College, PA Pennsylvania 8 5| 3 21
St VA Virginia 2 23 8| 2 1 19 57
Stockton, CA California 2 1 19 1 ﬂ 2 1 2 1 9
[Sumter, SC South Carolina [ 6| 1 §| 17 a7
[Syracuse, NY New York 1 4 67 22| 31| 1 1 84 37 45 21 3 223
allahassee, FL Florida 1 16 [ 1 35 10 10 62
ampa--St_ Petersburg, FL Florida 18 100 13, 3 43 304 64 5 1 1 24 189 135 128 8 4 561
femple, TX Texas [ 1 23 4] 41 12 1 37
erre Haute, IN Indiana 18 3 off 26| 0 0
exarkana--Texarkana, TX—AR Arkansas 7| off of 11 7 1 1 4 4
exarkana-—-Texarkana, TX-AR exas 2| 1) 3| 1 33 11 7 1 14
housand Oaks, CA California zz‘ 0 1 zj‘ 2 1 51 4 3
itusville, FL Florida 1 15 1 2 33 5
oledo, OH-MI Michigan 3 2| 1 6 1
[Toledo, OH-MI Ohio 7 of 9| 5 2 3 2 1 150 8 22] 4 1 2 189
[Topeka, KS Kansas 3 aj 15 22| 9 0
renton, NJ New Jersey 48 10 18 34 1 1 1 87] 241 10 2 179
Ucson, AZ Arizona 11 41 of 4 3 1 2 11 @i 3 4 5 3 5 227
ulsa, OK Oklahoma 199)| 1 47| 68 1 1 109)| 4 1 1 5 74 19
urlock, CA California 3] o] 7] 9| 4 14| 0

For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2024
MILES BY MEASURED PAVEMENT ROUGHNESS / PRESENT SERVICEABILITY RATING

TABLE HM-73
October 17, 2025 SHEET 8 OF 8
INTERNATIONAL ROUGHNESS INDEX (RI) (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 95-119 | 120-169 | 170220 >220 REPORTED <95 95-119 | 120-169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED <95 95-119 120169 | 170220 | >220 | REPORTED >=35 3134 2630 2125 <=20 REPORTED
Tuscaloosa, AL Alabama 1 14 I3 1 1 1 67 1 2 2 il 1 9
Tyler, TX Texas 0 7" 1 1 5 116) 1 4
Utica, NY. New York [l 1 20| 2 3 2. 4 a7 1 1 4
acaille, CA California 1 7 21
aldosta, GA Georgia il 23| 2 1 4
liejo. CA California 1 1 1 1 2 48
ctoria, TX Texas 1 1 1 30| il 1 2
ctorville--Hesperia, CA California 7: 1 1 2 1 1 55| 1 3
neland, NJ New Jersey 16} 10 7 7 1 10:
rginia Beach, VA Virginia 5 1 1 4] 25 I3 4 10 5 2 271 1 3 14 1 [ 37.
isalia, CA California 0 20| 5 1 29 0
aco, TX Texas 1 22| 19| 10 7 27| 4 21 2 2% 3. 14
aldorf, MD Maryland 8| 27 31 2
alla Walla, WA-OR 12| | 1 9 2 4
alla Walla, WA-OR Oregon 1 0
amer Robins, GA Georgia 3 3 1 19 8
. DC-VA-MD Maryland [3 82| [ 1 8 4 6 3 3 5 7 128 7 18|
. DC-VA-MD District of Columbia 9 1 2 7: 1 12 15
. DC-VA-MD Virginia 7 1 9| [ 1 1 4 7 4 3 5 15 23 3 566
aterbury, CT Connecticut 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 9
aterloo, IA lowa 1 1 1
. New York 1 1 3 5
. CA California 0
ausau, Wi Wisconsin 20 3 1 1 7
WA 1 23 1 1 1 1 il
eeling, WV--OH West Virginia 1 2|
eling, WV--OH Ohio 1 9| 0
ichita Falls, TX Texas 1 19| 1 1 4 il 2 4
ichita, K Kansas & 4 5 3. 7 51 6
VA Virginia 1 1 il 14] 1 7
port, PA Pennsylvania 1 11 5| 1
gton, NC North Carolina 7 7] 2 1 2 1 1 2 6
VA Virginia 1 16 9| 1 9
lem, NC North Carolina 5 1 69 5: 1 69 2 1 1 3 4 5 1 153
inter Haven, FL Florida 10 & 1 3 1 5
oodiand, CA California 4|
orcester, MA-CT Connecticut 0| 4
orcester, MA-CT 7 8 1 17 3 2 3 2 2 1 3 5. 8 5 23
‘akima, WA 1 21 1 1 1 2 1 7:
Yauco, PR Puerto Rico [J 1
[York, PA Pennsylvania 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 7:
[Youngstown, OH--PA Ohio 7 3 | I3 2 1 11 8 2 4 1 1 18!
Yuba City, CA California 2 1
Yuma, AZ-CA California 1 0 0
Yuma, AZ--CA Arizona 1 14 0 1 4 1 3
hyrhills, FL Florida 0 0 2 0 1 2
Total US 6.424] 10,666 1,528 1,349 395 17 14,108 6,196 1,403 1,31 43 222 9.57: 14,893 7.02 10,415 6350] 7.2 20,67 12,283 18,245 10,81 13,39 66,610

For footnotes, see Footnotes Page.




FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM LENGTH - 2024
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 subiective, primarily ride-based system adapted from the “AASHO ROAD TESTS” conducted in the late 1950’s and early 1960’s. Reference: Hiahway 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. Puerto Rico did not report 2014 data.

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

(5) Estimated from sample data.
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