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PREFACE

The Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT), as requested through Senate Joint
Resolution (SJR) Number 69 passed by the 1992 Session of the General Assembly, has
undertaken this study to examine existing relationships between the administrative and
functional classifications of Virginia's roadway system, and develop recommendations for
modernizing the two classifications. It was further requested the Department complete its
work in time to submit the study's findings and.recommendations to the Governor and the
1994 Session of the General Assembly. A copy of the legislation is included in the Appendix.

Responsibility for study development was assigned to the Transportation Planning
Division with Mr. Donald H. Wells being the principal author. Messrs. J. Lewis Parsley, Jr.
and Walter L. Pribble provided invaluable assistance through preparation of the data tables
used in the study.



 



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The origins for both the administrative and functional classification systems are
explored, with explanations provided for the evolution of both systems to their current status.
Both systems are described relative to categorical stratification, and what is included and
excluded from the two respectively. Uses made of each system are described, with a
discussion for each use as to the reason for its relationship to either the administrative or
functional system. A general discussion is given tor procedures used to modernize and update
each system.

Comparisons of the two systems show inequalities for the categorical delineation for
mileage. Reasons for this occurrence are provided. Differences in the public's understanding
of the two systems and the need for data bases to support both systems are also discussed.

Conclusions drawn are the two systems are different, and serve different purposes.
Both are needed and efforts need to be made to achieve greater compatibility and efficiency.
Toward that end, the Virginia Department of Transportation "(VDOT) should integrate the
needs for both the administrative and functional classifications into a single data base to serve
both systems.



 



CHAPTER 1

OVERVIEW AND MANDATE

Virginia has had administrative classifications for roadways since 191 8, when the
Virginia General Assembly approved the establishment of a state system. The secondary
system was created as a result of the Byrd Road Act of 1932. Virginia's state system,
established in 1918, then officially became the primary system. The Byrd Road Act legislation
provided for the creation of a statewide motor fuels tax. A portion of these funds were used
for street maintenance assistance payments and construction project allocations in cities and
towns, the forerunner of the Commonwealth's urban system. Congress, through the
Interstate Highway Act of 1956, established the interstate system,· a national system of
highways designated to connect major metropolitan areas, cities, and industrial centers, to
serve the national defense, and connect with routes of continental importance at suitable
border points.

The Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973 required " ... the- use of functional highway
classification to update and modify the Federal-aid highway systems by July 1, 1976. This
legislative requirement is still effective today. n1 Roadway definitions are contained in Highway
Functional Classification Concepts, Criteria and Procedures, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, revised March 1989. Included are definitions
by roadway category for 1) rural areas, and 2) urbanized areas. Small urban areas are
basically an adaptation of urbanized areas, and for purposes of this discussion will be included
in that category. Definitions of urban areas, small urban areas, urbanized areas, and rural
areas are found on page 11-7 of the aforementioned reference, and a copy can be found in the
Appendix. Both the rural and urbanized (urban) systems contain four basic types of roadway
service facilities: principal arterials, minor arterials, collectors (with sub-categories in the rural
system of major and minor), and local roads or streets.

A review of definitions for each contained in the March 1989 federal document shows
a general compatibility with existing operating conditions on Virginia's roadways. No
refinement or revision to the functional classification terminology is considered necessary.
The functional classification system for roadways also includes guideline percentages that
relate the amount of road mileage and vehicle miles of travel (VMT) for each category. As an
example, the rural system principal arterial mileage should include 30-55 per cent and 2-4 per
cent of the total rural VMT and mileage, respectively. Criteria for all rural and urbanized
(urban) roadway categories can be found in Appendix C. VMT was used as a general
guideline for consideration in developing the statewide functional classification system,
however the roadway mileage served as the governing criteria for development and approval.
Road mileage and VMT for the functional classification system is included, for informational
purposes, in Appendix D.

'Highway Functional Classification Manual, U. S. Department of Transportation, Federal
Highway Administration, Revised March 1989, Page 1-1, 3rd Paragraph, Lines 1-4.
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Virginia's administrative system as it exists today was basically established through
passage of the Byrd Road Act. The primary intent of this legislation was to provide relief for
counties from the burden of roadway construction and maintenance. A delineation between
types of roadways was believed necessary. Major travel ways, previously maintained by the
Commonwealth prior to this legislation, became the primary system, while the acquired
county roads were designated secondary system status. Eventually, funding, design, and
maintenance criteria were developed based on the administrative system.

The advent of the interstate system presented change to Virginia's administrative
system as it had previously been known. Many routes included in the primary system that
had served as major travel ways were superseded by interstate routes constructed parallel
to the primary routes. Further changes in service provided by other primary routes occurred
due to shifts in travel patterns, whereby travellers desired to alter routings previously used to
take advantage of the faster and safer Interstate facilities. Conversely; in many high growth
areas, particularly U.S. Bureau of the Census designated urbanized areas, numerous former
rural county (secondary) roads became overwhelmed by urban development with a resulting
change in the character of travel.

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) recognized these national trends and
mandated the first Functional Classification Study in 1968. Subsequent refinements and
updates have been made since that time, the latest in 1993 as mandated through the
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA) legislation. A functional
classification serves to quantify roadways by character of usage rather than administrative
system.

An administrative system provides visual recognition to travellers by the numbering
system used for interstate, primary, and secondary route designations. The functional
classification system utilized in Virginia and approved by FHWA is predicated on nationally
recognized and accepted functional usage definitions pertaining to the type of service offered.

The Virginia General Assem bly recognized the existence of the dual systems that are
somewhat competing and adverse. Through the passage of Senate Joint Resolution (SJR)
No. 69 in the 1992 Session, the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) was requested
to examine the existing relationships between the two systems and develop recommendations
for modernizing both. Study findings are to be presented to the Governor and the 1994
Session of the General Assembly.
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CHAPTER 2

ANALYSIS OF VIRGINIA'S ADMINISTRATIVE SYSTEM

The basis for the current administrative system can be traced to the Byrd Road Act of
1932. Initially, the system included approximately 45,000 miles of roadway (8,900 primary,
35,900 seqondarv, and 200 urban). From those beginnings, mileage has increased by almost
20,000 to 64,900. Today there are 1,100 miles of interstate routes, 8,000 miles of
primaries, 45,900 miles of secondaries, and 9,600 miles of urban streets in cities and towns.
Small amounts of mileage for toll f~cilities and frontage roads complete the total. Mileage
breakdowns by jurisdiction, VDOT construction districts, and on a statewide basis can be
found in the Mileage Tables - State Highway Systems, published annually by VDOT.

VDOT is responsible for maintaining and making necessary improvements to all
roadways within the system except for the urban system and toll facilities. For city and town
streets that qualify for inclusion within the urban system, VDOT provides maintenance
payments annually and construction funds for needed, qualified improvements. Toll facilities
generate their own revenue.

Excluded from the administrative system are city and town streets that do not Qualify
for the urban system, county road mileage in Arlington and Henrico Counties, and federal

\ roads. VDOT does, however, make payments to the two counties to assist in maintaining and
improving county roadways. Interstate and primary mileage for the two counties are included
in the administrative system and are VDOT's responsibility.

A number of important activities at VDOT are based on the administrative system. One
is the development of the annual Six-Year Improvement Program and the corresponding
allocation of funds through the state formula. Maintenance needs (including snow removal)
that are the responsibility of VDOT are addressed from an administrative system perspective.
Most of the data bases developed, updated, and used by the Department are based on the
administrative system.

Roadway systems have to be updated and modernized on occasion. Mechanisms are
in place to accomplish such for Virginia's administrative system. Interstate mileage is added
after approved construction projects on new location are completed. Primary mileage can be
altered in several ways. When approved construction projects on new location (mainly
bypasses) are completed, the mileage is added to the system. The primary system can also
be expanded by transferring qualifying secondary mileage. This is accomplished through the
use of Department Policy Memorandum (DPM) Number 8-1 , Criteria for Transferring Secondary
Roads to the Primary System, revision dated May 6, 1991. A review is formally initiated
through a resolution of request submitted by a local governing body. Action must be taken
by the Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB) to approve the transfer.
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Secondary system mileage can be upgraded in numerous ways. Additions are usually
made through the construction of new roadways (sub-division streets generally) built to state
standards. Occasionally mileage is added through the construction of a bypass or a new
thoroughfare. Deletions usually occur through enactment of the aforementioned DPM 8-1 or
a request for abandonment made generally by a local governing body.

Urban system mileage is added by building new streets (usually in subdivisions) to state
standards or upgrading existing facilities to meet these standards. Additional mileage is added
through the construction of bypasses and thoroughfares on new alignment. Deletions can be
made through a request from a local governing body, or by VDOT,based on periodic reviews
made by Department employees.
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CHAPTER 3

ANALYSIS OF VIRGINIA'S FUNCTIONAL SYSTEM

Functional classification originated through passage of the Federal-Aid Highway Act of
1973. This legislation required the use of functional highway classification to update and
modify the federal-aid highway systems. Periodic updates of the system have been made
since the initial effort, the latest being in 1993..

Roadway mileage is classified based on functional usage. Thp"'~ are basically four
categories of usage: principal arterials, minor arterials, collector roads, and local roads. The
system is further stratified by urban and rural categories. Unlike the administrative system
that uses the corporate limits as the boundary for the urban roadway classification, functional
classification allows for county road mileage within U.S. Bureau of the Census designated
urbanized areas to be included in the urban category. The functional classification system also
includes all state and local public road mileage, whether part of the administrative system or
not, and a considerable amount of federally-maintained road mileage. For a more
comprehensive documentation and explanation of functional classification, a good source
document is Highway Functional Classification Concepts, Criteria and Procedures, U.S.
Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, revised March 1989.

In delineating the functional classification, guideline percentages for mileage and vehicle
miles of travel must be used in determining which of the four categories roadways are to be
placed. Virginia's functional delineation of roadway mileage is shown in Appendices E and F.
To provide a better basis of comparison with the administrative system, federal road mileage
is not included. State and local road mileage for the urban and rural systems combined totals
66,200 miles. Included are 3,800 miles of principal arterials (with interstate mileage), 5,200
miles of minor arterials, 14,000 miles of collector roads, and 43,100 miles of local roads.

Several important uses of functional classification are made by VDOT. Standards used
in roadway design are based on functional criteria, maintenance payments made to cities and
towns for qualifying streets are based on functional usage, and federal allocations of roadway
funds to the Commonwealth are based on functional classification.

Updates of the functional classification system are usually made decennially after
publication of the U.S. Census, which includes adjustments of urbanized area boundaries.
Intermittent, smaller updates· and adjustments are also made. The latest update was
mandated by ISTEA legislation.
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CHAPTER 4

COMPARISON OF THE TWO CLASSIFICATIONS

One basis for comparison is the classification of road mileage between the two
systems. Data tables for Virginia's rural and urban functional system mileages are
incorporated into this report as Appendices E and F respectively. Road mileage is categorized
within each jurisdiction by administrative classification. Each administrative classification is
then further stratified by functional classification. Several summaries of interest were derived
from this data.

For the Rural Functional Classification System:

1. There are 724 miles of interstate route. All of this mileage is included in the
principal arterial category.

2. Primary mileage now totals 7,129 miles. Two-thirds of this amount (4,748
miles) is functionally classified as arterial mileage, either principal or minor.
The remaining one-third (2,381 miles) is functionally classified as collector, with
virtually the entire amount included in the major collector subcategory.

3. The 41,190 miles of secondary roadway include only 28 miles (0.07 per cent)
of arterial roadway, and 9,799 miles (23.79 percent) of collector roadway.
Remaining secondary mileage functionally classified as local is 31,362.

For the urban functional classification system:

1. There are 380 miles of interstate, all classified as principal arterial. In U.S.
Bureau of the Census designated urbanized areas, road mileage in counties
surrounding the central city or cities is incorporated into the urban functional
classification system if the mileage is included within the urbanized area
boundary. Of the 380 miles in urban interstate mileage, 202 miles are located
in counties.

2. Primary and primary extension mileage accounts for 1,904 miles, 96% of which
is functionally classified as principal or minor arterial. The remainder is collector
mileage. The 1,904 total miles include 675 miles in counties that are part of
an urbanized areets).

3. "Other" city streets and secondary routes total 14,926 miles of roadway.
Included are 60 miles (0.40 per cent) of principal arterials, 1,302 miles
(8.72 per cent) of minor arterials, 1,763 miles (11.81 per cent) collector
mileage, and 11,801 miles (79.07 per cent) local roadways. Secondary routes
in counties account for 6,342 miles of the total 14,926 miles.
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4. For the 83 miles of primary and primary extension roadway functionally
classified as collectors, 67 miles is located within urbanized areas, with 54 of
those miles within the three large urbanized areas (Northern Virginia, Hampton
Roads, and Richmond).

5. The 60 miles of "Other" city streets and secondary routes classified as principal
arterials includes 54 miles within urbanized areas, with 51 of those miles in the
three large urbanized areas..

Federally-maintained roadways and proposed new roadways scheduled for construction
but not open to the public, while a part of the official functional classification submittal to the
Federal Highway Administration in 1993, were not included in data summaries and analysis
for this report in order to provide a better basis for comparison.

A basic difference in development of the two systems accounts for much of the
variance in any mileage comparison. In formulating the functional system, guideline
percentages for road mileage and VMT of the state totals must be used in classifying
roadways into one of the four categories: principal arterial, mlnor arterial, collector, or local
facility. The administrative system has no limiting factor for any sub-stratification - interstate
(other than federal limitations), primaries, secondaries, or urban facilities. Inequities in mileage
comparisons can also be attributed to differences in definitions. For the functional
classification, county road mileage within the urbanized area boundary is classified as urban.
In the administrative system, the corporate limits serve as the urban boundary.

Due to long-standing usage in signing for roadways, the administrative classification
is far better understood by the general public than functional classification. Virginia's
functional system does, however, provide greater insight as to the type of travel service each
roadway is providing. This served to establish functional criteria as the basis for roadway
design standards.

The findings of the SJR 188 study, published in March 1993, concluded the allocation
of the Transportation Trust Funds can best be accomplished in Virginia by using the
administrative system as the basis for distribution. FHWA road improvement fund distribution
to states, however, is primarily based on functional usage.

VDOT's data bases are usually formulated based on the administrative system, but
federal reporting requirements are generally based on the functional system. This has, in the
past, often required major work efforts to reformat data.
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSIONS

Based on earlier discussions in this report, it can be recognized that significant
differences exist between the two classification systems. Much of this can be attributed to
the differing reasons for developing each system, how the systems evolved, and the differing
uses made of each.

For reasons previously stated, dual classifications will likely continue. Significant
opportunities do exist, however, to make the systems more compatible. Data bases have
previously been developed in different formats because they serve different needs and respond
to different requirements. Aligning formats where compatibility permits could be beneficial
to the Commonwealth.

Most data bases used by VDOT are maintained on an administrative basis. Significant
reporting requirements must be met that are based either on the administrative or .functional
classifications. It is suggested a single data base be maintained that responds to the needs
of both systems by showing both roadway classifications on data entered for every purpose,
and for every road segment. This would involve some work and agreement on what the
termini for each roadway segment should be.

Every effort should be made to insure the two systems become compatible to the
maximum extent possible. This will lead ultimately to great savings in time and effort, the
development of an improved approach for dealing with transportation issues, and an improved
understanding for transportation professionals, others who are involved with transportation
issues, and the general public. Action taken relative to the aforementioned suggestion could
enhance these benefits.
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SENATE JOINT RESOLU"lION NO. 69

Requesting the Virginia Department 01 ~TranspQ"I.(JllfJlI it) study the administrative and
functional classification of Viuinia's highways.:

Agreed to by the Senate. Febl uary 11. 1992
Agreed to by the House ot Delegates. February 21. 1992

WHEREAS. Virginia's highways are grouped into several systems: the Interstate system.
the primary system (Including the arterial network), lhe secondary system, and the urnan
system: and :

WHEREAS, within some or these systems, blghways are grouped Into other categor ies
such as principal and minor arterial roads, collector roads, sUbdivision streets, rural
additions, gated roads, and nonsurface treated roads: and

WHEREAS, tbe manner In wbicb any given highway is classified may have a signlttcnnt
impact on its funding or priority for construction, reconstruction, maintenance, or
replacement; and

WHEREAS, tbe classification of highways is determined adnlinistraUvely. affected only
marginally by a very few statutes: and

WHEREAS, in order to ensure the adequacy, eUkicncy, and safety of Virginia's
highways, It is highly desirable that both these classifications themselves and the standards
and methods used in assigning classifications to particular highways be objective,
reasonable, 'air, rational. reRective 01 modern engineering practices, and appropriate to
Virginia's current transportation needs; now, therefore. be it

RESOLVED by the Senate. the. House of- Delegates concurring, That the Virginin
Department of Transportation be requested to study and develop recommendattons for
modernizing the administrative and functional classification of Virginia's highways.

The Department shall complete Its work in thne to SUbmit its findings and
recommendations to the Governor and the 1994 Session of the General Assembly as
provlded In the procedures of the Division of Legislative Automated Systems for prccesslng
legislative documents.
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II-7

Urban areas are defined in Federal-aid highway law (Section
101 of Title 23, u.s. Code) as follows:

"The term 'urban area' means an urbanized area or, in
the case of an urbanized area encompassing more than one
State, that part of the urbanized area in each such State,
or an urban place as designated by the Bureau of the Census
having a population of five thousand or more and not within
any urbanized area, within boundarie~ to be fixed by
responsible State and local officials in cooperation with
each other, subject to approval by the Secretary. Such
boundaries shall, as a minimum, encompass the.entire urban
place designated by the Bureau of the Census."

For clarity and simplicity this reference manual will use the
following terminology, which is consistent with the above
definition.

Small urban areas are those urban places, as designated by
the Bureau of the Census having a population of five thousand
(5,000) or more and not within any urbanized area.

Urbanized areas are designated as such by the Bureau of the
Census.

Rural areas comprise the areas outside the boundaries of
small urban and urbanized areas, as defined above.

13
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Guidelines on extent of rural functional systems

Range (percent)
Systems

Principaj arteriaj system
Principaj arteriaf plus minor
arterial road systems

Collector road system
Local roadsystem

VMT
30-55
45-75

20-35
5-20

20-25
65-75

• With most States falling in the 7 - 10 perqe.nt range.

Guidelines on extent of urban functional systems

Range (percent)
Systems

Principal arterial system
Principal arterial plus minor

arterial road systems
Collector road system
Local road system

VMT
40-65
65-80

5-10
10-30

15

Miles
5-10

15-25

5-10
65-SO
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FUNCTIONALCLASSIACATlON MILEAGE &VMT

RURAL

IN'I'ER- OTIIEIl MINOR MAJOR MINOR LOCAL TOTAL

STATE PRINCIPAL ARTERIALS COl.Ll!CTOaS COLl.ECTOIlS

ARTEIlIALS

TOTAL RURAL
ACCOMAC CO R

MILES 37.21 159.16 18.29
VMT 506:180 287.857 11.390

ALBEMARLECO R
MILES 20.73 183.02 25.48

VMT 296.449 437.012 19.556

ALLEGHANYCO R
MILES 2.50 105.93 3.79

VMT 19.955 138.011 1.289

AMEUACO R
MILES 17.82 83.91 25.10

VMT 218.898 113.047 11.239

AMHERSTCO R
MILES 14.41 98.50 27.53

VMT 193.234 78.404 8.471

APPOMArroxCO R
MILES 16.75 86.96 44.69

VMT 192.585 147.314 15.990

AUGUSTACO R
MILES 233.23 104.24

VMT 525.813 64 510

BATH CO R
MILES 49.75 26.38

VMT 26.352 6.745

BEDFOROCO R
MILES 26.90 195.95 35.16

VMT 387.066 252.955 28.181

BLAND CO R
MILES 79.04

VMT 64.852

BOTETOURTCO R
MILES 36.83 98.52 21.78

VMT 351.235 175.882 15.102

BRUNSWICKCO R
MILES 23.25 166.52 33.98

VMT 266.631 182.618 10.284

BUCHANAN CO R
MILES 34.78 138.73 8.01

VMT 324.746 271.241 9.403

BUCKINGHAMCO R
MILES 96.13 31.84

VMT 53.466 9.797

17



18



19



FUNCTIONALCLASSIFICATION MILEAGE& VMT

RURAL

1KTEIl- OTBEil MINOa WAJOIl MINOR LOCAL TafAL

STATE .aDlClPAL ARTDlALS cou.ecroas COURCIORS

ARTEIlIALS

HIGHLAND CO R
MILES 47.88 6.13

VMT 16,765 692

ISLE OF WIGHTCO R
MILES 19.19 79.84 40.60

VMT 296.8n 105,888 13,588

JAMES CITYCO R
MILES 24.21 14.24

WT 70.599 16,926

KING GEORGECO R
MILES 17.06 62.31 1.40

VMT 179.983 107.261 896

KING WILLIAMCO R
MILES 8.43 7t.44 23.59

VMT 55.082 38.794 6,621

KING & QUeEN co R
MILES 9.20 78.03 18.29

VMT 37.359 42.256 4,144

LANCASTERCO R
MILES 30.21 ! 66.02

1 8.14
1 160.59 1 264.96

1
VMT 133.636 82.166 4.659 31.366 251.827

LEE CO R
MILES 5.33 124.30 27.40

VMT 41,459 98,052 6,619

LOUDOUN CO R
MILES 32.55 167.05 39.34

VMT 227,520 327,471 13.682

LOUISACO R
MILES 107.72 35.34

VMT 154.727 16.436

LUNENBURGCO R
MILES 95.18 34.55

VMT 105.800 9.764

MADISON CO R
MILES 16.64 34.15 22.68

VMT 189.076 37.719 6.9n

MATHEWSCO R
MILES 38.99 9.92

VMT 49.004 13.185

MECKLENBURGCO R
MILES 38.00 184.48 32.50

VMT 227.373 206.388 7.279
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FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION MILEAGE & VMT

RURAL

1N'11!Jl- 0I'BEIl IONO. MAlOR IONO. LOCAL TOJ'AL

STAn! PRINCIPAL AaTEIUALS COLU!CTORS COu.ECrORS

AaTEalALS

MIDDLESEXCO R
MILES 14.46 46.27 7.23

VMT 72.419 101388 4176

MONTGOMERYCO R
MILES 7.17 111.91 12.93

VMT 97.768 232.630 16.059

NELSON CO R
MILES 21.46 83.99 31.43

VMT 184.771 97.395 9.058

NEW KENTCO R
MILES 61.72 7.91

VMT 207.000 4.000

NORTHAMPTON CO R
MILES

~~I 57.41 1 ~~I " 176.48 1 297.091
VMT 80.819 52.750 STl,579

NORTHUMBERLAND COR
MILES 23.42 68.52 12.60

VMT 104.m 60.070 4.969

NOlTOWAYCO R
MILES 37.20 90.98 19.30

VMT 368.964 118.581 7.325

ORANGECO R
MILES 64.91 30.12

VMT 92.440 14.424

PAGECO R
MILES 16.49 49.38' 25.12

VMT 58.132 95.086 21.187

PATRICK CO R
MILES 135.02 34.20

VMT 101.760 12.140

PIlTSYLVANIA CO R
MILES 48.92 264.34 109.80

VMT 372.382 336.016 58.925

POWHATANCO R
MILES 55.00 25.03

VMT 0 116.000 17.000

PRINCE EDWARDCO R
MILES 45.61 86.04 36.05

VMT 236.709 72.651 12556

PRINCE GEORGECO R
MILES 9.30 55.84 26.56

VMT 93.000 82.000 13.000

21



FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION MILEAGE & VMT

RURAL

Dn"EIl- araB yorOR IIAIOR MINOR LOCAL TOTAL

STATE PRINCIPAL ARTERIALS COu.ECTORS COLLECTORS

ARTERIALS

PRINCE WILLIAM CO R
MILES 19.83 92.49 18.40

VMT 476.753 527.626 25.671

PULASKI CO R
MILES 88.00 8.44

VMT 148,488 4,169

RAPPAHANNOCK CO R
MILES 24.35 24.32 20.17

VMT 118.537 19.197 8.165

RICHMOND CO R
MILES 15.11 46.23 14.27

VMT 101.320 25.722 5.445

AOANOKECO R
MILES 6.32 44.03 2.99

VMT 129.592 133.228 1.221

ROCKBRIDGE CO R
MILES 165.89 42.12

VMT 230.880 13.872

ROCKINGHAM CO R
MILES 19.68 238.88 68.34

VMT 181.408 433.723 40.307

RUSSELL CO R
MILES 41.21 139.75 28.91

VMT 331.235 210,479 13.471

SCOTT eo R
MILES 18.28 151.69 32.32

VMT 149.223 124.905 14.029

SHENANDOAH CO R
MILES 12.99 178.96 24.81

VMT 29.076 369,700 13.296

SMYTH CO R
MILES 134.95 21.82

VMT 226.183 16,009

SOUTHAMPTON CO R
MILES 42.56 152.45 48.33

VMT 321.703 193.170 19.103

SPOTSYLVANIA CO R
MILES 8.36 126.82 18.35

VMT 44.191 326.127 11.083

STAFFORD CO R
MILES 10.03 86.01 12.05

VMT 104.914 375.396 18.182
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FUNCTIONAL CLASSIACATION MILEAGE& VMT

URBAN

tNTER- OlMER OlMER MINOR COLLECTORS LOCAL TOTAL

STATE FREEWAYS PRINCIPAL ARTERtAL

EXPRESSWAYS MlERlALS

TOTAL URBAN

ABINGDON U
MILES 4.39 4.88

\IMT 53.537 31.126
ASHLAND U

MILES
66~1 3~1 25.01

1 36.08/
VMT 17.000 86.000

AQUIAHARBOR COP U
MILES

59~~1 2~1'~1 3~~1 7.41 1
VMT 62.080

BEDFORD U
MILES 2.88. 1.56 8.59

WIT 31.726 3.932 16.386
BLACKSBURG U

MILES 6.73 8.51 6.25
VMT 94.220 94,737 18.691

BLUEFIELD U
MILES 3.59

1 ( I 36~1 28~~1 ~~I 28.02/
VMT 37.652 106.854

BUENAVISTA U
MILES 5.12

1 3~1 10~1 ~~I 43.50 1
VMT 44.581 66,616

CHRISTIANSBURG U
MILES 0.62 5.05 6.57

WIT 7.871 24,297 35.256
COWNSVILLE COP U

MILES 5.76
1 ~~I 27.23 1 35.49j

VMT 75.412 19.524 95.455
COVINGTON U

MILES 2.19 4.03
VMT 9.279 9.280

CULPEPER U
MILES

66~1 94~:1 9~1 25.36
1 40.47

1
VMT 64.161 234.285

EMPORIA U
MILES 2.74 7.32 6.65

VMT 53.000 51.000 12.000
FARMVILLE U

MILES
28~~1 33~:1 6.49

1 22.07
1 36.46

1
WIT 16.294 2.207 80.493

FRANKLIN U
MILES 13.88 4.78

VMT 79.013 7.410
FRONT ROYAL U

MILES
94~1 5.27! 6.12

1 45.93
1 63.52

1
VMT 25.459 19.888 77.989 217.336

GAlAX U
MILES

98:34~1 5.28
1 7.96

1 36.17
1 57.39

1
VMT 27.7~ 22.296 12.515 160.890

HARRISONBURG U
MILES 14.00 25.56

VMT 149.323 110.731
LEESBURG U

MILES 7.87 12.53
VMT 99,167 19.509

LEXINGTON U
MILES 1.02 5.13

VMT 3.506 8.761
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FUNCTIONAL ClASS1ACATlONMILEAGE& VMT

URBAN

INTER- OtHER OTHER ..NOR COLlECTORS lOCAL TOTAL

STAlE FREEWAYS PRINCIPAL ARlERlAL

EXPRESSWAYS ARlERlAL8
MARION U

MILES 1.17 1 6O~1 ,o~~l 25., 0
1 37.21 1

VMT 24.025 9.613 104.967
MARTlNSVILLE U

MILES 14.03 9.79
VMT 114.271 39.296

PULASKI U
MILES

62~:;1 10.36 1 . 446
1 3~e:1 fiT.47 I

VMT 39.727 10.~ 151.089
QUANTICOSTATION U

MILES 1.31 1 9~~1 6~~' 2:;:1 8.771
VMT 25.841 43.556

RADFORD U
MILES 9.09 4.05

VMT 28.578 8.001
SOUTHBOSTON U

MILES 8.71 4.12
VMT 53.747 6.026

STAUNTON U
MILES

&1~1 1':36~1 17.16 1 ~~I 124.38 1
VMT 62.795 356.392

SruARTS DRAFTCOP U
MILES

22~O:I 7.24 1 16.90 1 27.69 1
VMT 27.721 5.070 54.890

WAYNESBORO U
MILES 9.98

VMT 93.097
WINCHESTER U

MILES 12.06
VMT 161.204

WYTHEVILLE U
MILES 8.18

VMT 54.595
BRISTOL UZ

MILES 19.51
VMT 156.452

CHARLOTTESVILLE UZ
MILES 6.28 24.39

VMT 116.838 226.950
DANVILLE UZ

MILES 7.17 36.73
VMT 61.275 285.657'

FREDERICKSBURG UZ
MILES 26.65

VMT 333.266
HAMPTONROADS UZ

MILES 57.36 528.83
VMT 1.241.139 7.303.121

KINGSPORT UZ
MILES 2.73 6.66

VMT 22.940 21.994
LYNCHBURG UZ

MILES 26.72 78.94
VMT 394.672 714.756

NORTHERN VA. UZ
MILES 43.03 552.52

VMT 699.111 7.414.797
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FUNCTlONAL CLASSIF1CATlON MILEAGE & VMT

URBAN

INTER- OTHER OTHER ..NOR COlLECTORS LOCAL TOTAL

STATE FREEWAYS PlUNClPAL ARTERIAl.

EXPRESSWAYS ARtERW,.B
RICHMOND uz

MILES 43.20 350.80 308.31
VMT 980.253 3.249.305 1.262.071

ROANOKE UZ
MILES 3.51 72.90 89.73

VMT 135.135 783.289 400.204
TRI-CmeS uz

MILES 90.98 105.51
VMT 607.917 278.000

TOTAL URBAN
MILES 380.49 206.56 974.05 2,005.00 1,846.04 11,801.01 17,213.15

van 23.146.335 3,875,832 17.363.840 22.835.763 7.566.172 15.433,350 90.221.292

28



APPENDIX E

29



RURAL FU'NCI10NAL a...ASSlPlCAll0N MlLP.AGES BY ADMlNlST'RAnvE. a.ASSlPlCAnON FOR.nIB STATE OP VIRGINIA

TOTAL RURAL MILES: 48HO.91

STATEWIDE TOTALS

0I1fER MINOR MAJOR MINOR

PRINaPAL ARTERIALS COLLECl'ORS OOlLECTORS

AR~

INTER­

STATETOTAL

MILES

BY

TYPE TYPE MILEAGE MILEAGE MJL.E.t.GE MD..EAGE MILEAGE MIL.EAGE

.::E =~:I _45p j 3l:d ::1 .::1 3UB7J
STATBWIDE TarALS 724.45 IS30M 32la.3S "".51 2510.63 11217...

CDUNTYnoWN

l1RBAN PUNCJ10NAL~IPICAnONMILEAGES BY ADMINJST'RA11VE a..ASSIPlCAnON FORnm STATE OPVIR.GINIA

17213.1.5

STATBWIDETOTALS

380.49

201.59 918.86 703.32 83.D8 0.00

4.97 55.19 1301.68 1762.96 11801.01

380.4'

INTER­

STATE

1llOLDl

MIl.EAGE

1146.06

OOu..ECroRS

MILEAGE

2IIOS.oo206.56 974.05

OlHER OTHER

FREEWAYS PRlNaPAL

a. AR.TEJUALS

EXPRESSWAYS

MILEAGE MILEAGE

TOTAL

MILES

BY

TYPE TYPE MILEAGE

380.49 INTERSTATE

1906.85 PRIMARY

14925.81 SEroNDARY

STATEWJDETOTALS

OOUNI'YrrowN
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RURAL PUN:;nONAL UASSWiCATION MILEAGES BY ADMINlSlRA11VE a.ASSIPlCATION FOR 1HE STA"IE OP VIRGINIA

TOTAL RURAL MILES: 48940.91

ACCOMAC 00 0.00

TOTALMll.ES = 100.63

6's3.15 55252

ALBEMARLE CO 26.01

TOTALMII...ES = 120.55

766.07 61951

AllEGHANYro 38.04

TOTAL Mn..ES = 73.59

391.13 27950

AMELlACO 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 39.44

394.24 354.80

AMHERST00 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 76.67

528.40 451.73

APPOMATfOX 00 0.00

TOTAI. MII...ES ::: 51.14

476.61 425.47

AUGUSTA 00 41.41

TOTAI. MILES = 156.76

1155.09 956.92

FArnOO 0.00

TOTALMll.ES = 74.80

3l7.42 242.62

BEDFORD 00 0.00

TOTALMn.ES = 142.79

10211.10 87731

BlAND 00 21.69

TOTAL MIU.S = 78.53

310.10 209.88

BOTETOURTCO 23.92

TOTAL Mll£S = 76.75

62239 521.72

BRUNSWICKCO 20.77

TOTAL MIlES = 113.00

696.49 562.72

BUOiANANa:> 0.00

TOTAL MIlES ::: 72.51

531.33 458.82

BUCKINGHAM 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 96..34

661.71 565.37

0.00 0.00

37.21 60.36 3.06

98.80 15.23 438.49

26.01

20.73 55.92 43.90

139.1:2 2.~.48 454.91

38.04

2.50 17.10 53.99

51.94 3.79 znm

17.82 21.62

62.29 25.10 267.41

14.41 58.69 357

94.93 27.53 3'19.27

16.7's 27.11 7.28

79.68 44.69 301.10

41.41

95.84 60.92

172.31 104.24 680.37

74.80

49.75 26.38 166.49

26.90 75.45 40.44

0_'iO 155.51 35.16 686.14

21.69

14.20 6433

14.71 195.17

23.92

36.83 0.00 39.92

58.60 21.78 441..34

xxn
23.25 24.90 64.85

10[.67 33.98 427.07

34.78 2031 17.42

121.31 8.01 32950

85.87 10.47

85.66 31.84 447.87

COUNTYtrOWN

TOTAL

MD...ES

BY

TYPE

11'fiER­

STA"I'E

TYPE MILEAGE

INTERSTAl'e

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSfATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INt'ERSfAlC

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INIERSTAl'E

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTAlE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSfATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSfATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

()TIlER MINOR MAJOR

PRINCIPAL AR.1EIUALS COUEcroRS

AR1ER.1ALS

MD...EAGE MD..EAGE MD..EAGE
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RURAL FUNCnONAL C1ASSIPICAnON MII..EAGES BY ADNINlSTRA11VE aASSFlCA110N FOR nmSfATE OP VIRGINIA.

TOTAL RURAL MIl..ES: 41940.91

CAMPBEU.OO 0.00

TOTAL MII..£S = 85.79

689.34- 603SS

CAROUNCOO 15S4

TOTAL Mn..ES = 95.87

578.84 467.43

O\RROU.CO 24.29

TOTAL MILES = 91.66

935.44 819.49

QIARLES CITY00 0.00

TOTAL Mll.£S = 45.00

179.41 134.41

0iARL0TTE. CO 0.00

IDTALMn.ES= 114.11

591.11 477.00

OiESTERflELD co 0.00

TOTAL MnES = 12.63

335.65 323.Q2

a..ARKEro 0.00

TOTAL MnES = 49.11

1..4i8.76 :209.65

CRAIG CO 0.00

TOTAL Mn.ES = 59.66

240.10 180.44

ct.n.PEPERCO 0.00

TOTAL Mn.ES = 77.78

517.79 440.01

CUMBERlAND co 0.00

TOTAL MIlES = SO_li4

343.93 293.39

DICKINSONro 0.00

TOTAl.. MILES = 78.94

479.01 400.07

DINWIDDIECO 19.04

TOTAL MD.ES = 66.62

580.41 494.75

ESSEX CO 0.00

TOTAL Mn.ES = 43SS

308.62 265.07

FAUQUIER CO 21.93

IDTALMll£S= 103.12

898.06 773.01

Mll..l!AGEMJUAGE

anmR MINOR MAJOR.

PRINCIPAL ARTEIUAl.S COLl.ECrORS

ARl'ERIALS

MILEAGE MD..EAGE MD..EAGE

23.99 4.5.09 16.71

141.83 13J17 438.65

15_li4

41.07 37.26 1754

94.52 31.03 341.88

24.29

48.05 43.61

130.34 41.39 647.76

..
34.24 10.76

13.40 15.62 105.39

24.00 39.69 49.75 0.67

69.26 13.21 394.53

10.14 249

2l.24 77,(17 224.71

17.64 2458 6.89

31.61 26.81 151.23

0.00 0.00 0.00

59.66

1123 0.00 169.21

13.72 .51.22 2.84

88.59 21.83 329.59

28.95 2159

4O.os 10.93 242.41

38.03 40.91

80.46 13.15 306.46

19.04

19.88 '1:1.93 18.81

89.92 43.00 361.83

4355

63.79 19.89 181.39

21.93

54.06 22.48 2658

14256 60.37 S70.08

IN"IER­

STAn:

TYPE MD..EAGE

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECDNDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTE.RSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECDNDARY

ImERSfAl'E

PRIMARY

SEroNDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEroNDARY

INrERSTAl'E

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE.

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PR.IMARY

SECONDARY

Irom::RSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE.

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

TOTAL

MILES

BY

1YPECOUNrYlIUWN
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RURAL PUNCnONAL a..ASSlFlCA11ON MD.EAGES BY ADMINlS'IltAnvE aASSlPlCAll0N FOR 1HE STATE OF VIRGINIA

'lUTAL RUIlAL MD...ES: 41940.91

FLOYD OJ 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 54.81

676.01 621.20

FLlNANNA CX) 1.51

TOTALMILES= 57.85

339.98 280.62

FRANKl...INCD 0.00

TOTAL MIlES = 89St

1l1l.90 1022.36

FREDERlCK OJ 23.91

TOTAL Mn..ES == 99.12

671.15 548.12

Gn..ESCO 0.00

TOTALMIlES = 71.76

403.26 331_"iO

GLOUCESTER ex> 0.00

TOTAL MIlES = 45_"'5

372.57 327.02

GOOCI-U..AND ex> 23.38

TOTAL Mn..ES = 72.20

394.00 298.42

GRAYSON CO 0.00

TOTALMILES= 109.97

767.26 657.29

GREENE CO 0.00

TOTALMn.ES = 27.14

207.80 180.66

GREENSV1ll.E 00 15.47

TOTAL MIlES = 22.00

335.61 298.14

HALIFAX 00 0.00

TOTAL Mn.ES = 144.66

993.78 849.12

HANOVER CO 14.76

TOTAL Mn..ES = 69.67

659.93 575.50

HENRICOro 1.80

TOTAL MILES = 357

35.63 30.26

HENRYro 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 98.16

731.87 633.71

MILEAGE MllMGE MILEAGE

C1nIER. MINOR MAJOR

PlUNClPAL AR.~ COl.LECroRS

ARTERIALS

0.00 0.00

SUI

103.32 37.64 480.24

lSI

.2.,36 .15.49

48.4.5 20.28 211.89

27.65 42.93 18.96

189.94 60.77 771.65

23.91

38.76 32.74 27.62

64.47 47.73 435.92

28.13 13.23 30.4

47.81 11.92 271.71

20..59 22.88 208

46.11 21.13 259.78

23.38

0.00 8.42 63.78

30.98 26.93 240.51

86.71 23.26

111.19 32.85 513..2S

21.49 5.65

22.67 20.73 137..26

15.47

7.84 14.16

62.29 26.17 209.68

45.66 63.71 1.~.62 4.67

213.73 42.30 593.09

14.76

7.71 46.60 15.36 --
87.36 86.99 401.15

1.80

0.00 0.00 3S1

4.45 2."i.81

36.:!4 45.90 16.02

5.22 135S7 42.10 450.82

IN'IF.R­

STATE

TYPE MD..EAGE

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SE(X)NDARY

INTeRSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARy

INreRSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

Il"lffiRSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE.

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

TOTAL

MnES

BY

TYPECOUNI'YtroWN
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RURAL PUNC'J10ML QASSlPlCAnoN MIU!AGES BY ADMJNIS11tAnvE a.ASSIPlCA'I10N POR 'IHE STATE OPVIJlGINIA

"IUI'AL RURAL MILES: 41940.'1

56.26 14.94

32.94 6.13 174.16

19.19 42.81 9S7

70.z7 40.60 318.45

8.70

14.11 10.59

13.62 14.24 125.42

. -
17.06' 36.49 21.87

40.44 1.40 130.30

8.43 37.39 1.15

70.29 23.59 169.98

9.20 42.79

78.03 18.29 197.28

30.21 27.Q6

38.96 8.14 160.59

5.33 80.02 19.87

104.43 27.40 436.97

32.."iS 51.42 2."i.51

141.54 39.34 466.16

19.87

82.25 30.60

17.12 35.34 388.40

38.86 24.33

70.85 34-SS 397.89

16.64 45.40 0.80

33.35 22.68 247.93

3OS7 3.08

35.91 9.92 92.8S

1652

38.00 52.82 .53.78

130.70 3250 560.09

IHIER­

Sl"ATE

TYPE MIl.EAGB

INJERSTA11:.

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INl'ERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INT'ERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INJERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INlERSfATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INT'ERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEroNDARY

N1CRSTA1C

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

NIERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

NJERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INIERSTAT'E

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

1UTAL

MILE.S

BY

TYPB

HIGHLAND00. 0.00

1UrALMIU:S = 71.20

2:84.43 213.23

ISLEOF WIGHT CD 0.00

TOTALMILES= 71.63

500.95 429.32

JAMESaTY 8.70

TOTAL MIU:S = 24.70

186.68 153.28

KING GEORGECO 0.00

TOTALMn..ES = 7~.42

247_~ 172.14

ICING wn.LIAM CD 0.00

TC1TALMD..ES = 46.97

310.83 263.86

ICINGa:. QUEEN 00 0.00

lOTAL MD..ES = 51.99

345.59 293.60

I..ANCAS'IER CD 0.00

TOTAL MUS = 57Z1

264.96 '1l17.~

LEE 00 0.00

1UTALMn.ES= 105.22

674.02 568.80

lDUDOUNOO 0.00

TOTALMD..ES= 109.48

756.52 647.04

lDUlSA.CO 19.87 I

TOTAL MU..ES = uass
633.58 500.86

LUNENBURG ro 0.00 I

TOTAL Mn..ES= 63.19

566.48 503.29

MADISON 00 0.00 I

TOTAL MII..ES = 62.84

366.80 303.96

MAntEWSro 0.00

TOTAL MIlES = 33.65

17233 138.68

MECKLENBUR.G (X) 16_~2

TOTAL Mn..ES = 144.60

884.41 723.29
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RURAL FUNCIlONAL a.ASSlPlCA1l0N YD..EAGES BY ADYINlS'IRATIVE C1ASSIPICATION POR 1HE. SfATE OP VIRGINIA

"IUTAL RURAL Mn.ES: 41940.91

MIDDLESEX CO 0.00

TOTALMn.ES = 46.86

202..51 155.65

MO!"ITGOMER.Y CO 20.94

TOTAL MD..ES= 39.90

505.79 444.9.5

NElSON 00 1.36

TOTAL Mn..ES = 108.94

575.94 465.64

NEW KENT 00 20.07

TOTAL Mll.ES = 67.68,
281.31 19356

NORTI-lAMPlON 00 0.00

lUrAL Mn..ES = 67.16

297.(» 229.93

NOR1HUMBERlAND 0.00

TOTAL Mn..ES = 44.49

358.32 313.83

NOTTOWAY OJ 0.00

TOTAL MIlES = 80.62

390.36 309.74

ORANGE CO 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 82.49

415.83 333.34

PAGE 00 0.00

TOTALMnES = 53S7

356.12 302.55

PAlRJCKa:> 0.00

TOTALMn..ES = 95.68

721.24 62..'Coli6

PnTSYLVANlA 00 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 145.77

155757 1411.80

POWHATAN 00 0.00

TOTALMll.ES = 47.89

283.07 235.18

PRINCE EDWARD 00 0.00

TOTAL Mn.ES = 70.06

478.OS 407.99

PRJNCE GEORGE CO 1l.41

TOTAL MILES = 54S7

278.42 212.44

14.46 21.01 11.39

34.88 • 7.2J 113.54

20.94

7.17 21.98 10.7S

101.16 12.93 330.86

1.36

21.46 43.6S 43.83

...U6 31.43 394.os

20.07

11..54 56.14

S_CiS 7.91 180.07

49.&.1Ii 16.08 123

41.33 12.12 116.48

23.42 13.70 7.31

61.1.5 12.60 2AQ.08

37.20 1354 29.88

61.10 19.30 229.34

69.80 l.269

5U2 30.12 251.00

16.49 2.US 11.93
. -

37.45 25.12 239.98

6854 27.14

107.88 34.20 483.48

48.92 82.42 14.43

0.81 249.91 109.80 1051.28

0.00 30.32 1757

37.43 25.m 1'12.72

45.61 17-lIi7 6.88

19.16 36.05 292.78

1l.4l

9.30 27.27 18.00

37.84 26_';6 148.04

COUNTYIIUWN

lUrAL

MD...ES

BY

TYPE TYPE MnEAGE

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INrERSTAlE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECX>NDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARy

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEroNDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATI:

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

arHER. MINOR MAJOR

PRINCIPAL ARTERIALS <X>UECIURS

AR'TEIUALS

MnEAGE MD..E.AGE Mll..FAGE
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RURAL PUJCI10NAL aASSlPlCATION MU.PAGBS BY ADMINISJ1lA'TIYE aASSlPlCAnON PaR nIB STATE OPVIROINIA

4IMO.'1

19.30

19.83 29.70 22.96

69.53 18.40 293.62

17_~

29.62 "...
83.36 8.44 290.78

24.35 27HJ 1.50

22.82 20.17 178.98

..
15.11 1822

46.23 14.27 145.73

3.93

6.32 11.25 13.80

30.23 2.99 193.19

47.97

38.90 74.75

91.14 42.12 484.15

20.66

19.68 90.05 41.29

197.59 68.34 620.26

41.21 27.05 38.77

100.98 28.91 422.18

18.28 38.27 43.14

108.55 32.32 .548.76

33.32

12.99 1.44 70.64

108.32 24.81 521.75

22.19

15.13 64.35

70.60 21.82 351.19

42.56 24.63 28.12

124.33 48.33 499.59

9.32

8.36 37.31 9.38

117.44 18.35 329.09

14~Cjl

10.03 16.33 4.14

81.87 12.05 225.44

IN'IER.­

STATE

TYJIE MD...EAGE

INTERSfATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEroNDARY

INTERSfATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSfATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

I~RsrATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INIERSfATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY·

SEOONDARY

INlCRSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

lro-IERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

'JUrAL

MILES

BY

TYPE

PRI~Wl1J..JAM CD 19.30

TOTALMn.ES = 72.49

473.34 381.55

PULASKI00 17.54

TOTAL MU..ES = 34.26

434.38 382.58

RAPPAHANNOCKro 0.00

lUTAL Mn..ES = 53.45

275.42 221.97

RIQlMONDOO 0.00

lUTAL Mn.ES = 33.33

239.56 106.23

ROANOKECO 3.93

TOTALMn..ES = 31.37

261.71 226.41

ROCKBR.IIXiE CD 47.97

TOTAL Mn.£S = 1l3.6.~

779.03 617.41

R<X:KINGHAM 00 20.66

TOTALMn..ES = 151.02

1057.87 886.19

RUSSElL 00 0.00

TOTALMn..ES= 107.03

6.9UO 552.07

soorrco 0.00

TOTAL MILES= 99.69

789.32 689.63

SHENA.NJXWi 00 33.32

TOTALMn.ES = &.ft.07

. m.27 654.88

SMYllIOO 22.19

TOTALMn..ES= 79.48

St5.28 443.61

SOlJIliAMPrONCD 0.00

TOTALMn..ES= 95.31

767.56 672.25

SPOTSYLVANIA ro 9.32

TOTAL MIU:S = 55.OS

529.z.Ci 464.88

STAFFORDCO 1451

TOTAL Mn.ES = 3O_liO

364.37 319.36
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RURAL PlTN:TIONAL aASSlPlCATION MD...EAGESBY ADMINlS11lA11VE CASSlPlCAll0N POR 1lIE STATE OP VIRGINIA

lUTAL RURAL MILES: "1940.91

33.28 15.40 I

43.22 14.85 192.57

17.60

16.76 47.50 24.02 1.11

~1.20 29.92 344.91

44.41 9.94 69.23

62.04 23.40 362.90

15.95

0.89 20.78 11.96

39.47 18.61 141.44

19.93

10.10 27.35 60.42

0.13 81.04 18.04 .540.34

SS.53 8.92

6952 10.28 256.37

45.87 7.12 50.43

82.33 15.98 247.90

37.21

16.90 52.30

76.90 13.64 420.44

6.34

1.98

5.10 34.56

1.61 3.48

2.41 8.00 17.71

2.73 0.75

2.39 1.27 21.21

2.60 0.93

1.68 2.27 2059

1.75 0.61

1.43 11.11

3.85 0.23

0.80 3.07 13.13

LOCAL

IlOLFAGEMILEAGEMII..EAGE MIl.EAGE MlU?AGE

IHIER­

STATE

TYPE ND..EAGE

INIERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INIERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTAT£

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SE<X>NDAAY

INtERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTAT£

PRIMARY

SE<X>NDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INIERSTAlC

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INl"ERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

'JUfAL

MD..ES

BY

TYPE

SURRY 00 0.00

TOfAL Mn.ES = 48.68

299.32 250.64

SUSSEX 00 17.60

TOTAL Mn.£S = 89.39

573J12 466.m
TAZEWEu..OO 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 12358

571.92 448.34

WARREN 00 15.95

TOfAL Mn.ES = 33.63

249.10 19952

WASHIKilON 00 19.93

TOTAL MILES = 97.s7

757.35 639.55

WEStMORElAND 00 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 67.45

403.62 336.17

WISE 00 0.00

TOTAL Mn.ES = 103.42

449.63 346.21

WYIHEOO 37.21

TOTAL MD.ES = 69.20

617.39 510.98

YORK 00 6.34

TOTALMD..ES = 1.98

47.98 39.66

ALTAVlSTA 0.00

TOTAL Mn.ES = 5.09

33.21 28.12

BIG STONE GAP 0.00

TOTAL Mn..ES = 3.48

28.35 24.s7

BlACKSTONE 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 353

28.07 2454

BRIOOEWATER 0.00

TOTAL Mn.ES =: 2.36

14.90 12S4

a-lASECfIY 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 4.08

21.08 17.00
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RURAL PUN:'I10NAL a.ASSlPlCATION MILEAGES BY ADMINIS"I1I.A11'VEaASSlPlCAnONPORnIB STA"IE 011VIRGINIA

TOTAL RURAL MD..ES: 41940.91

LOCAL

l.n 0.19

1.69 3.49 16.11

US

3.26 0.97
2.62- 14m

0.70

0.69' D.89 0.64

1.42 11.43

2.06

1.84 OM 14.14

2.24 S.26 0.58

1.1)6 19.51

2Z1 0.26 4.37

4;L~ US 21.37

1.36 2.29

0.10 13.07

3.os 0.68 S.7S

3.T1 11.90

3.69 2.09

3.73 14.52

0.12 1.11 1.29

1.34 9.68

2.S2 2.86 1.24

0.73 17.64

2.29 2.99

2.67 3.47 15.89

6.55

336 11.56

IHIER­

STA11!

TYPE MILEAGE

INTERSTATE

~IMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTAlE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

IN'IERSl"AT'E

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

IN1ERsrAT'E

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTAtt

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

IN'IERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INI'ERSfATE

PRIMARY.

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INIERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

TOTAL

MII.Jl..S

BY

TYPE

CHlNCCYICAGUE 0.00

TOTALMn.ES = 2..'1il

23.80 21.29

a.IFI'ON FORGE 1.55

lUrAL MILeS = 4.23

22.43 16.65

COWNSVD...U 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 0.70

0.'70 0.00

ELICI'ON 0.00

TOTAl-MILES = 2.22

15m 12.8S

GROTTOES 0.00

TC1fAl-MD..ES = 2.06

18.50 16.....

LEMNON 0.00

TOTAL Mn.ES = 8.08

28.65 20.57

LURAY 0.00

1UTAL~= 6.90

34.37 '1:1.47

NARROWS 0.00

TOTALMIU:S = 3.65

16.82 13.17

NORTON 0.00

TOTAL Mn.ES = 9.s1

30.68 21.17

ORANGE 0.00

TOTAL MILES = S.78

24.03 18.25

PEARISBURG 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 2..~

13S4 11.Q2

RlCI-D.ANDS 0.00

TOTAL Mn.ES = 6.62

24.99 18.37

ROCKY MOUNT 0.00

TOTAL Mn.J:.S = 5.28

2731 22.03

SALTVn..l£ 0.00

TOTAL MILES = 655

21.47 14.92
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RURAL FmCIlONALa...ASSlPlCATIONNlLEAGESBY ADMINlST'RA11VEa.ASSIPlCA1l0NPOR nIE STATE OPVlRGINIA

TUTAL RURAL Mn.ES: 41940.91

SMrIHFIELD 0.00

TOTAL MILES= 850

28.62 20.12

sotrrn HD.l. 3.00

lUTAL Mn..ES= 8.39

43.08 31.69

S"ffiASBURG 0.00

TOTALMn..ES = 3_~3

26.78 2324i

SUFFOLKlNo\NSEMON 0.00

lUTAL Mn..ES= 41.44

341.09 299.65

TAZEWEll 0.00

lOTALMn..ES = 10.88

20.19 9.31

WARRENlON 0.00

TOTAL Mn..ES= 9.30

33.13 23.83

WISE 0.00

TOTAL MIJ...ES = 3.96

17.94 13.98

WOODSTOCK 1.79

TOTAL Mn..ES= 3.64

25.11 19.68

4.15 4.35

1.49 18.63

3.00

4.03 1.25 3.11

3.97 4.92 :zz.so

3.53

3.36 1.85 18JM

28.29 9.80 3.35

3201 44.48 ZZl.16

0.99 0.82 9.f17

9.31

2.96 3.30 3JM

3.73 1.19 18.91

1.86 2.10

4.25 9.73

1.79

3.64

3.81 3.14 12.73

MlI.FAGEMIlb\GEMn.EAGE MD..EAGE MD.EAGE

INTER­

STATE

TYPE MILEAGE

INI'ERSfATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INJERSfATE

PRIMARY

SECDNDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SECDNDARY

INTERSfATE

PRIMARY

SECDNDARY

INTERSTATE

PRlMARY

SEOONDARY

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SE<XlNDARY

INTERSfATE

PRIMARY

SECDNDARY

'lUl'AL

MILES

BY

1"YJl£CDUNTYITOWN

TOTAL MnES = 48940.91

1UrAL '724.45 3211.35 9669.58 2510.63 31217.116

STATEWIDE TOTALS

724.45

1530.71 3190.58 2365.96 14.98

0.13 27.TI 1303.62 2495.65 31287.06

'724.45

11\l1'ER.­

STATE

2510.63 31217.116

MD..FAGE MILEAGE

MIN:>R LOCAL

COUECl'OllS

1S3O.J4 3211.35 9669.58

MII..fAGE MREAGE MnEAGE

011iER. MINOR MAJOR

PRINCIPAL ARTE.IUALS OOI...LECI'ORS

ARTERIALS

TOfAL

MILES

BY

TYPE "IYPE MII..fAGE

724.4.'1' NIERSfATE

7102.23 IMARY

41114.23 ECDNDARY

STATEWIDE TOfALS
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TOTAL UR.BANMIL£S: 17213.15

MJl..EAGE

C1I1-IER

FREEWAYS

a.
EXPRESSWAYS

MJl.EAGEMILEAGE

IHI"ER­

SJ"ATe"JOTAL

MD..ES

BY

TYPE

1.20

3.76 439 lAO

3.48 37.92

-..I

4.75

3.2:5 3J11 25.01

2.88 534 1.56 1.25

734 22.10

6.73 6.52 1.68 0.71
.. 6Jl3 5.54 66S1

3~ 4.61 2.71

0.10 3.25 13.76

12.85

7.35 5.75

13.76 18.73 99.00

5.12 0.13

0.40 7.36 29.89

3.83

6.28 20.06 2.J8

0.57 22.01 31.04 157.58

4.67 0.62 9.51 2.SB 2.24

2.47 4.33 69.34

....0

3.16 2.19 1.97

206 28.46

4.70 1.36

S.44 3.61 2S.36

7.17 32.90 15.93

20.80 34.30 213.D7

1.67

2.74 0.90 5.02

230 US 18.06

INlERSTAlE

PRIMARY

SI'REETS
INlERSTAlE

PRIMARY
STREETS

INTERSfAlE

PRIMARY
SlREETS

INlERSTAlE

PRIMARY
STREETS

INlERSfAlE

PRIMARY
SIREETS

INIERSTAlE

PRIMARY

S1REETS

INlERSTAlE

PRIMARY
SlREETS

NlERSJ'ATE

PRIMARY

smssrs
NTERSTAlE

PRIMARY

SJ'REETS

INIERSfAlE

PRIMARY

STREEn;

INreRSfAlE

PRIMARY

SlREETS

INIERSTAlE

PRIMARY..

STREETS

INlCRSTAlE

PRIMARY
SIREETS

ABINGDON 1.20

9.55

41.40

ASfD.AND

4.75

31.33

BEDFORD

11m
29.44

BlACKSBURG

15.64

78.94

BLUEFIELD

10.91

17.11

BRISIOL tJRB\N 12.8S

LUO

131.49

BUENAVISt'A

5.85

37.65

0iAIU.CJIT£SVU. 3.83 I

28.72

211.20

CHRIS'I'1AJ'I5BURG I

19.62

76.14

COVIN31ON 1.40

7.32

30.52

CULPEPER

6.Q6

34.41

DANVII..LE URBAN

56.00

268.17

EMPORIA 1.67

8.66

27.01
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UJlBAN PUNCI"IONAL CLASSlPJCA.TION MII.J?AGES BY ADWlNlSl"RA11VE ClASIPICATION POR1HE. STA"JE OP'VIRGINIA

17213.15

aJHEIl

PRINCIPAL

ARTEIUALS

INJ'ER­

srATElUrA!.

ND..ES

BY

TYPE

2.94 3.89

1.07 6.49 1:2.07

3.os 1.19

1l.99 4.78 23.05

7.41

21.25 19.87 1.51

6.78 41.18 1S2.oo

6.20 3.09

2.18 6.12 45.93

7.98 0.11

5.17 7.96 36.17

103.45

54.66 244m 287.83 38.03

2.70 6.21 241.ClO 464.62 3684.72

6.44

9.75 un
6.98 2S.s6 78.04

2.73 5.~ 6.66

4.JS 25.73

8.58 2.36

5.51 12.53 70.79

S.18 0.61

0.41 5.13 16.47

26.72 24.34 33.61 0.54

035 4533 6939 385.07

1.17

5.58

536 25.10

6.66 4.89

1.00 9.14 9.79 66.62

INlERSTAlE

PRIMARY

STREETS

INlERSTAlE

PRIMARY

STREETS

INl'ERSTA1E.

PRIMARY

STREETS

INlERSTA1E

PRIMARY

STREETS

INTERSTAlE

PRIMARY

STREETS

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SIREETS

INTERSTAlE

PRIMARY

STREETS

NTERSTAlE

PRIMARY

STREETS

NlERSTAlE

PRIMARY

SlREETS

NTERSTAlE

PRIMARY

STREETS

NlERSTAl'E

PRIMARY

SlREETS

NTERSTAlE

PRIMARY

STREETS

NlERSTATE

PRIMARY

STREETS

FARMVIU...£

6.8.3

29.63

FRANKLIN

4.94

39.82

fREDERICKSBURG 7.48

4263

199.96

FRONT ROYAL

9.29

54.23

GAlAX

8.09

49.30

HAMPTON ROADS Ul 103.45

62'k~5

4399.25

HARRISONBURG 6.44

16.77

110.58

KING~TURMN I

14.47

30.08

LEESBURG J

10.94

88.83

LEXIN::iroN I

5.79

22001

LYNCHBURG URBAJI I

85.21

500.14

MARION 1.17 J

5_~

30.46

MARTINWIl..1..E I

1l.S5

86_CiS
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URMN PIJ1ICTIONALa.ASSlPlCA11ON MILEAGES BY ADMINIst1lA11VE CLASII'IC'ATION PaR. nIB STATE OPVlRGINIA

lUI'AL l.JRBAN MD..ES: 17213..15

IHI'ER­

srAlE1UI'AL

MD..ES

BY

TYPE

NORTHERNVA.URE 73.17

275.00

3631..39

PUlASKl

8.40

59.07

RADRlRD

U9

61.01

RJCHMOND UR.BAN 91.86

290.96

2644.66

ROAN:>KE URMN 22...~

107.70

863..84

SOl11HBOSTON

7.70

42.70

SfAUNTON

28.79

9S3J

lRI-CnmsURBAN 38.79

93.62

565.95

WAYl'ESBORO 2.88

12.65

93.61

WlI'CHESIER

12.72

77.22

WYlHEWll 7.05

9.64

67.66

AQUIAHABOUR COl

2.90

4.5l

COlLlNSVlU...E COP

3.03

32.46

INT£RSTA1'E

PRIMARY

STREETS

INT£RSTA1'E

PRIMARY

S'lREETS

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

STREETS

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

SlREETS

INIERSTA1'E

PRIMARY

STREETS

INlERSTAlE

PRIMARY

SI'REETS

INTERSTAlE

PRIMARY

S1REETS

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY
STREETS

INIERSTATE

PRIMARY
SIREETS

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

S1REETS

INtERSTATE

PRIMARY
STREETS

INlERSfAlE

PRIMARY·

STREETS

INffiRSTA1E

PRIMARY
5IREETS

73.17

40.76 112.29 55.53 6A2

2.7:1 12.92 496.99 403.93 2715.28

6.67 1.73

8..63 (,46 4S.9i8

8.59

9.09 4.OS 47.81

91.86

43.20 145.92 91.9 9.94 .

27.17 258.90 298.37 2060.22

22.58

3.51 65.15 30.19 8.&5

4271 llO.88 740.2S

4.26 3.44

S:Z7 4.12 33.31

5.90 20.44 245

2.95 14.71 77.93

38.79

5l.66 40.09 1.87

l.88 so.39 U8.64- 409.56

2.88

6.18 4.39 2.OS

233 S.59 16.08 69.61

269 10.03

2.76 2.03 13.cM ~.39

7.05

3.88 5.76

2.42 14.62 SO.62

2.90

1.30 3.21

3.03

2.73 2.SO 27.:z:J
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17213.15

INJ'ER- arnER. 011IER MINOR C01.LECIORS LOCAL

SfATE PREEWAYS PRINCIPAL Alt1ElUALS

~ AR1FJUALS

EXP'RESSWAYS

MIl.EAGE MD...EAGE MIl.EAGE MD..EAG£ MJLE.AGE Mll...EAGE

URBAN~CLASSIPICAnoNMD..EAGES BY ADMINISTRA11VE a.ASIPICATION FOR 1HE Sl'ATE OPVlRGINIA

1UJ'AL 1.JRBAN MILES;:

QUANI1COSTAnON

2.42

635

SlUAR'ni DRAFTeD

3.55

2U4

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

S'I'REETS

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

STREETS

131 1.11

0.56 5.79

3.55

7.24 16.90

TOTAL MD...ES := 17213.15

1UI'AL 310.49 2IDD5JD lIot6JM lllOLOl

STATEWIDE TOTALS

380.49

201_4i9 918.86 70332 83.08

4.97 55.19 1301.68 1762.96 11801.01

COUHIYIJ'OWN

TOTAL

MILES

BY

1YPE 1YPE

380.49 INIERSTATE

1906.85 PRIMARY

14925.81 SECONDARY

SfATEWIDE "lUl'ALS

IHI'ER­

Sl'A1'E

MIIZ.AGE

380.49

<7IHER.

PRF.:EWAYS

a.
EXPRESSWAYS

MD...EAGE

aDlER

PRINCIPAL

ARTEIUALS

MIl..EAGE

974.D5

MINOR

ARlERIALS

2IDD5J1O l&46JM I1IOl.01
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