


















Special Committee on U. S. Route Numbering 
2021 Spring Meeting Report to the Council on Highways and Streets 

Members: 

 Region 1 – William Cass, New Hampshire DOT (Acting Chair)

 Region 2 – Currently Vacant

 Region 3 – Burt Morey, Kansas DOT

 Region 4 – Dwane Kailey, Montana DOT

 AASHTO – Jim McDonnell

 AASHTO – Janae Dawkins

Activities: 

Below are results of 16 applications (4 U.S. Bike Routes, 8 U.S. Routes, 4 Interstate 
Routes), from 10 Member departments, sent to AASHTO for review and approval. 

 16 Applications Received

 13 Approved

 3 Approved with Conditions

 0 Not Approved

New Business: 

 Committee is currently seeking a member from Region 2 to replace Emanuel Banks,

Arkansas DOT.



AASHTO ANNUAL MEETING 2021 ROUTE NUMBERING APPLICATIONS 
FINAL BALLOT RESULTS 

 

Ballot Items Decision 

Item 1: State:  Alabama Route: U.S. 90  
Action: Deletion of a route segment  
Description:  Route begins on existing US-90 at milepost 54.320 in Loxley, 
Alabama From milepost 54.320 to milepost 54.035Facility Type: 0.332 miles of 
eliminated segment of route Direction: Northwest Focal Point: Loxley, 
Alabama Length of Route: 0.332 Miles Route ends on existing US-90 at 
milepost 54.035 in Loxley, Alabama 

Affirmative 

Item 2 State:  Alabama Route: U.S. 90  
Action: Relocation/realignment of an existing route  
Description:  Route begins on existing US-90 at milepost 554.367 in Loxley, 
Alabama From milepost 554.367 to milepost 554.035Facility Type: 0.167 miles 
of new alignment and 0.165 miles of existing state route Direction: 
Northwest/West Focal Point: Loxley, Alabama Length of Route: 0.332 Miles 
Route ends on existing US-90 at milepost 554.035 in Loxley, Alabama 
 

Affirmative 

Item 3 State: Delaware Route: U.S. 9 (Truck)  
Action: Relocation/realignment of an existing route  
Description: A new roadway will be constructed to relocate the Park Avenue 
alignment which serves as US 9 TRUCK.  US 9 TRUCK will also be resigned to 
include Arrow Safety Road instead of South Bedford Street.  The new route 
length between the endpoints noted will be 4.9 miles which is a reduction 
from the existing route length of 6.1 miles.  Travel will continue to be 
east/west along the route, and the proposed facility will be a 2-lane undivided 
highway serving as the truck bypass around Georgetown, DE. 

Affirmative 

Item No. 4  State: Iowa Route: U.S. 151  
Action: Deletion of a route or segment  
Description: The deletion of the Business U.S. 151 route segment, starting at 
the U.S. 151 and 248th Street intersection, traversing on a two lane facility in 
an east and northeasterly direction ending at the IA 136 and 1st Avenue 
intersection in the City of Cascade for a total of 1.45 miles. 

Affirmative 

Item No. 5  State: Iowa Route: U.S. 151  
Action: Relocation/realignment of an existing route  
Description: The relocation of the Business U.S. 151 route, beginning at the 
U.S. 151 and IA 136 interchange, traversing southeast on a two lane facility for 
approximately 0.5 miles to the IA 136 and 1st Avenue intersection in the city 
of Cascade, then continuing on a two lane facility in a northeast and north 
direction for approximately 1.41 miles ending at the U.S. 151 and Industrial 
Park Road interchange for a total of 1.91 miles. 

Affirmative 

  Item No. 6  State: Missouri Route: Business 54  
Action: Deletion of a route or segment  
Description: Decommission the US Business 54 designation from the entire 
5.44 mile length of the existing business route as the majority of the route is 
owned and maintained by the City of Lake Ozark and now serves primarily as a 
north/south city street. 

Affirmative 



Item No. 7 - State: Missouri Route: Business Loop I-44  
Action: Deletion of a route or segment  
Description: Decommission the Interstate Business Loop 44 designation from 
the entire 3.675 mile length of existing Business Loop 44 in Lebanon, Missouri.  
This route is an east/west principal arterial that is now owned and maintained 
by the City of Lebanon and serves primarily as a city street. 

Affirmative 

  Item No. 8  State: North Carolina Route: I-42  
Action: Establishment of a U.S. Route between I-40 in Wake County and US 70 
Business in Johnston County  
Description: The route begins at the I-40 interchange in Wake County. The 
route is going east along an existing section of US 70 in Wake and Johnston 
Counties. The route is traveling along existing alignment, which is a multi-lane, 
divided, full access control facility. The route is going east. The focal point city 
along the route is Clayton. The route will cover approximately 10.04 miles. The 
route ends at the US 70 Business interchange in Clayton (Johnston County). 

Affirmative with Condition 

Item No. 9  State: North Carolina Route: I-42  
Action: Establishment of a U.S. (Interstate) Route  
Description: The route begins at the US 70/US 70 Bypass interchange in Wayne 
County. The route is going southeast along existing sections of US 70 Bypass 
and US 70 in Wayne and Lenoir Counties. The route is traveling along existing 
alignment, which is a multi-lane, divided, full access control facility. The route 
is going southeast. The focal point cities along the route are Goldsboro, Walnut 
Creek, and La Grange. The route will cover approximately 21.56 miles. The 
route ends at the NC 903 interchange in Lenoir County. 

Affirmative with Condition 

Item No. 10 - State: North Carolina Route: U.S. 264 Alt 
  Action: Elimination of a U.S. Route 
Description: The route begins at the eastern US 264/US 264 Alternate 
interchange in Wilson County. The route is going east along existing sections of 
US 264 Alternate, US 258 and US 13 in Wilson, Greene and Pitt Counties. The 
route is traveling along existing alignment, which has sections of two-lane, 
two-way, undivided, shoulder roadway and five-lane, curb and gutter roadway. 
The route is going east. The focal point cities along the route are Saratoga and 
Farmville. The route will cover approximately 22.91 miles. The route ends at US 
264 Alternate/NC 11 Bypass in Greenville (Pitt County). 

 Affirmative 

  Item No. 11 State: North Carolina Route: U.S. 264  
Action: Relocation of a U.S. (Interstate) Route  
Description: The route begins at the eastern US 264/US 264 Alternate 
interchange in Wilson County. The route is going along existing sections of US 
264 Alternate, US 258 and US 13 in Wilson, Greene and Pitt Counties. The 
route is traveling along existing alignment, which has sections of two-lane, 
two-way, undivided, shoulder roadway, five-lane, curb and gutter roadway 
and full controlled access, multi-lane, divided freeway. The route is going east. 
The focal point cities along the route are Saratoga, Farmville, and Greenville. 
The route will cover approximately 26.43 miles. The route ends at the US 264 
interchange in Greenville (Pitt County). 

Affirmative  



Item No. 12 State: Oklahoma Route: I-240  
Action: Extension of a route or segment  
Description: I-240 begins at the junction of I-240/I-44 on the South West side 
of the City of Oklahoma City, OK. It proceeds in a loop around the City of 
Oklahoma City. The focal point city along this route is Oklahoma City, OK. I-240 
is a 4 and 6 Lane, Dual Carriageway Facility that is Full Access Control. The 
proposed loop will extend I-240 by 75.48 miles. It ends at the junction of I-
240/I-40 on the South East side of the City of Oklahoma City. 

Affirmative with Condition 

Item No. 13 State: Florida Route: USBR 90  
Action: Relocation/realignment of an existing U.S. Bicycle Route or segment  
Reason for requested action: This request moves a portion of USBR-90 off US-
90 and onto improved bike paths and trails providing a safer and more 
enjoyable experience for cyclists. 

Affirmative 

Item No. 14 State: Maryland Route: USBR 1  
Action: Establishment of a new U.S. Bicycle Route or segment  
Reason for requested action: Designation of USBR 1 from Pennsylvania State 
line to District of Columbia line  

Affirmative 

Item No. 15 State: Michigan Route: USBR 20  
Action: Relocation/realignment of an existing U.S. Bicycle Route or segment  
Reason for requested action: The existing USBR-20 segment is a longer, less 
direct and less favorable route than the one proposed to replace it. The new 
proposed route affords bicyclist access to more amenities and is generally 
more bicycle friendly due to lower traffic speeds, the use of pathways 
separated from the road, and sections with wider paved shoulders.   

Affirmative 

Item No. 16 State: Ohio Route: USBR 21  
Action: Relocation/realignment of an existing U.S. Bicycle Route or segment  
Reason for requested action: Very minor updates to reflect new trail 
alignments and trail names. Specifically, in the first two miles, adding Wendy 
Park Bridge and Lake Link Trail naming conventions. Around 4.5 miles, 
University Road is now a dedicated trail, so now labeled Ohio &amp; Erie 
Canal Towpath Trail. Around 6-7.5 miles a new sidepath is built extending the 
Ohio &amp; Erie Canal Towpath Trail further. Edits are highlighted in 
Attachment C.  

Affirmative 



2021 Fall U.S. Route Numbering Applications with Conditions 
 

Item No. State & Route No. Conditions 

Item No. 8 State: North Carolina 
Route: I-42 

Contingent upon approval from 
FHWA 

Item No. 9 State: North Carolina 
Route: I-42 

Contingent upon approval from 
FHWA 

Item No. 12 State: Oklahoma   
Route: I-240 

Contingent upon approval from 
FHWA 

 



Special Committee on U. S. Route Numbering 
2022 Spring Meeting Report to the Council on Highways and Streets 

 
Members: 

 Region 1 – William Cass, New Hampshire DOT (Chair) 

 Region 2 – Currently Vacant 

 Region 3 – Burt Morey, Kansas DOT 

 Region 4 – Dwane Kailey, Montana DOT 

 AASHTO – Jim McDonnell 

 AASHTO – Janae Dawkins 
 
Activities: 

Below are results of 18 applications (5 U.S. Bike Routes, 6 U.S. Routes, 7 Interstate Routes), 
from 10 Member departments, sent to AASHTO for review and approval. 

 18 Applications Received 

 17 Approved 

 1 Approved with Conditions 

 0 Not Approved 
 
New Business: 
 

 Committee is currently seeking a member from Region 2 to replace Emanuel Banks, 

Arkansas DOT. 
 



AASHTO 2022 SPRING MEETING ROUTE NUMBERING APPLICATIONS 
FINAL BALLOT RESULTS 

 

Ballot Items Decision 

Item No. 1 - State:  Florida  Route: USB-1  
Action: Deletion of a route or segment  

Affirmative 

Item No. 2 - State:  Florida  Route: USB-1  
Action: Deletion of a route or segment  

Affirmative 

Item No. 3 - State: Indiana  Route: I-69  
Action: Extension of a route or segment (Phase 2) 

Affirmative 

Item No. 4 - State: Indiana  Route: I-69  
Action: Extension of a route or segment (Phase 3) 

Affirmative 

Item No. 5 - State: Louisiana  Route: 90 Business  
Action: Deletion of a route or segment 

Affirmative 

Item No. 6 - State: Louisiana  Route: US 167 
Action: Relocation/realignment of an existing route 

Affirmative 

Item No. 7 - State: Missouri Route: Business Loop I-70  
Action: Deletion of a route or segment 

Affirmative 

Item No. 8 - State: North Carolina  Route: Future I-685  
Action: Establishment of a new route or segment 

Affirmative  

Item No. 9 - State: North Carolina  Route: I-885  
Action: Establishment of a U.S. (Interstate) Route 

Affirmative 

Item No. 10 - State: North Carolina Route: U.S. 70 Bypass  
Action: Deletion of a route or segment 

Affirmative  

Item No. 11 - State: Texas Route: BU 281  
Action: Relocation/realignment of an existing route  

Affirmative 

Item No. 12 - State: Texas  Route: IH 69E  
Action: Extension of a route or segment  

Affirmative 

Item No. 13 - State: Texas  Route: U.S. 183  
Action: Relocation/realignment of an existing route 

Affirmative 

Item No. 14 - State: Delaware  Route: USBR 201  
Action: Establishment of a new U.S. Bicycle Route or segment 

Affirmative 

Item No. 15 - State: Indiana  Route: USBR 35  
Action: Relocation/realignment of an existing U.S. Bicycle Route or segment 

Affirmative with Condition 
 

Item No. 16 - State: Michigan  Route: USBR 20 (existing)  
Action: Relocation/realignment of an existing U.S. Bicycle Route or segment 

Affirmative 

Item No. 17 - State: Minnesota  Route: USBR 20  
Action: Establishment of a new U.S. Bicycle Route or segment  

Affirmative 

Item No. 18 - State: Oklahoma  Route: USBR 66  
Action: Establishment of a new U.S. Bicycle Route or segment  
 

Affirmative 



2022 Spring Route Numbering Applications with Contingencies 
 

Item No. State & Route No. Contingencies 

Item No. 3  State: Indiana   
 Route: I-69  

 

Contingent upon approval from 
FHWA 

Item No. 4  State: Indiana   
 Route: I-69 

Contingent upon approval from 
FHWA 

Item No. 8  State: North Carolina   
 Route: Future I-685 

Contingent upon approval from 
FHWA 

Item No. 9  State: North Carolina   
 Route: I-885  
 

Contingent upon approval from 
FHWA 

Item No. 12  State: Texas   
 Route: IH 69E 

Contingent upon approval from 
FHWA 

Item No. 15   State: Indiana   
 Route: USBR 35 

Contingent upon application 
signature from CEO 
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                                                                            (Fall 2021) 

American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials 

An Application from the State Highway or Transportation Department of North Carolina for: 

 

 Elimination of a U.S. (Interstate) Route       AASHTO Use Only 

 Establishment of a U.S. (Interstate) Route  I-42  

 Extension of a U.S. (Interstate)Route        

 Relocation of a U.S. (Interstate) Route        

 Establishment of a U.S. Alternate Route        

 Establishment of a Temporary U.S. Route         

 
**Recognition of a Business Route on U.S. (Interstate) 

Route  
       

 **Recognition of a By-Pass Route on U.S. Route        

 
  

 Between  US 70/US 70 Bypass in Wayne County    and   NC 903 in Lenoir County 
 

The following states or states are involved: 

                                       North Carolina 

 

      

 

      

 

 
  

 **“Recognition of…”A local vicinity map needed on page 3. On page 6 a short statement to the effect that there 
are no deficiencies on proposed routing, if true, will suffice.  

 If there are deficiencies, they should be indicated in accordance with page 5 instructions. 

 All applications requesting Interstate establishment or changes are subject to concurrence and approval 
by the FHWA 

 

DATE SUBMITTED: October 4, 2021 

SUBMIT APPLICATION ELECTRONICALLY TO usroutes@aashto.org 

 

 *Bike Routes:  this form is not applicable for US Bicycle Route System 

 Different actions require separate applications even for the same route 

mailto:usroutes@aashto.org
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The purpose of the United States (U.S.) Numbered Highway System is to facilitate travel on the main interstate 

highways, over the shortest routes and the best available roads. A route should form continuity of available facilities 

through two or more states that accommodate the most important and heaviest motor traffic flow in the area. 

The routes comprising the National System of Interstate and Defense Highways will be marked with its own distinctive 

route marker shield and will have a numbering system that is separate and apart from the U.S. Numbered Highway 

System. For the convenience of the motorist, there must be continuity and a uniform pattern of marking and numbering 

these Interstate routes without regard to state lines. 

 

The U.S. Numbered System was established in 1926 and the Interstate Numbered System was established in 1956. Both 
have reached the period of review, revision, and consolidation. They now need perfecting rather than expansion. 

Therefore, any proposed alteration in the established systems should be extremely meritorious and thoroughly, though 

concisely, explained in order that the Special Committee on U.S. Route Numbering and the Standing Committee on 

Highways of the Association may give prompt and proper consideration to each and every request made by a member 

department. 

 
Explanation and Reasons for the Request: (Keep concise and pertinent.)   
 
This proposed route runs along existing US 70 Bypass and is a full control access, divided, multi-lane facility with a 
length of 21.56 miles. This section is a portion of a 136.6-mile proposed route that was Congressionally designated as 
a high priority future Interstate corridor on the National Highway System, as identified in the FAST Act, which was 
signed into law December 4, 2015. The FAST Act provided inclusion of this portion of US 70 in North Carolina by 
amending Section 1105(c) of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991. This corridor is also a 
National Highway System, National Truck Network route and part of a Strategic Transportation Corridor (STC) of 
statewide significance in North Carolina. The proposed addition of I-42 is a logical extension to the Interstate System 
and will provide essential freeway connectivity to I-795 and Seymour Johnson Air Force Base in the City of Goldsboro.  

 

Date facility available to traffic Currently Available. 

 

Does the petition propose a new routing over a portion of an existing U.S. Route?  Yes   If so, where? US 70 and US 70 

Bypass 

 

Does the petition propose a new routing over a portion of an existing Interstate Route?   No     If so, where?_____   
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Map of state, or portion thereof, indicating proposed addition or change in the U.S. Numbered or Interstate 

Numbered System: 

Send your PDF color map to jdawkins@aashto.org with this application. 
 

(Indicate termini and control points on the map for the route, and number them in sequence. Use the same numbers in 

column 1 tabulation, page 6, when listing mileage. Towns, cities, major highway intersections and state lines to be 

used as control points. The top of column 1, page 6, will be one terminus, and column 1 will give the log of the route as 

needed to describe the route in the Association publication U.S. Numbered Highways if the application is approved by the 

Standing Committee on Highways.) 

 

 

mailto:jdawkins@aashto.org
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The State agrees and pledges its good faith that it will not erect, remove, or change any U.S. or Interstate Route Markers 

on any road without the authorization, consent, or approval of the Standing Committee on Highways of the American 

Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials, not withstanding the fact that the changes proposed are 

entirely within this State. 

 

 

 

The weighted average daily traffic volume along the proposed route, as shown on the map on page 3, is 18,100 as 

compared to 17,000 (US 70 Bypass) for the year 2019 for the remaining portions of this U.S. Numbered Route in the 

State. 
 
 
The Purpose and Policy in the Establishment and Development of the United States Numbered Highways, as Retained 

from October 3, 1991 or the Purpose and Policy in the Establishment of a Marking System of the Routes Comprising the 

National System of Interstate and Defense Highways as Retained from August 10, 1973 has been read and is accepted. 

In our opinion, this petition complies with the above applicable policy. 

 

 

 

 

 

(Signature) 

 
Chief Executive Officer 

(Member Department) 

 

This petition is authorized by official action of 

 
under date of      as follows: (Copy excerpt from minutes.) 

 

 

 

All applications must be endorsed by the member department CEO.  A letter from your Chief Executive Officer with the 

CEO’s signature is sufficient when submitting your application, if you choose not to include the signature on this form.

NCDOT Chief Engineer's Office
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Instructions for Preparation of Page 6 

 
Column 1: Control Points and Mileage. Top of column is one terminus of road. Indicate control points by identical 

number as shown on map on page 3. Show mileage between control points in miles and tenths. 
 
Column 2: Pavement Type.    Code 

  High type, heavy duty   H 

Intermediate type    I 

Low type, dustless    L (show in red) 

Not paved    N (show in red) 

 

Column 3: Pavement Condition   Code 

Excellent     E 

Good      G 

Fair     F (show in red) 

Poor     P (show in red) 

 
NOTE: In columns 2 and 3, where pavements types and conditions change, the location of the change shall be indicated 
by a short horizontal line at the proper place opposite the mileage log and the proper code letter (shown above) shall be 
entered in the respective column between the locations so indicated. 
 
Column 4: Traffic. Indicate average daily traffic volumes in this column. Points of changes in these data to be 

indicated by short horizontal lines opposite the appropriate mileage point on the mileage log.  Any 
existing main line rail crossing that is not separated shall be indicated at the appropriate mileage 
point by RXR - black if signalized - red if not protected by signals. 

 

Columns 5 & 6  Pavement Width and Shoulder Width. These columns to be completed by comparing standards 

of highway involved with applicable AASHTO standards. Entries that fall to the right of the tolerance 

lines (dashed) should be shaded in red. If there are no deficiencies indicate by use of the word 

NONE. 

 
Columns 7 & 8 Major Structures. Show in these columns those structures that do not meet AASHTO standards. 

Show by horizontal line sufficiently long to indicate percentage of deficiency. Portion on right of 

tolerance line shall be shown in red. Indicate length of structure in feet immediately under the line. 

Any sub-standard highway underpass structure shall be shown opposite the appropriate mileage 

point by the designation LP with the vertical clearance in feet following and shown in red. If there 
are no deficiencies indicate by the use of the word NONE. 

 

Column 9: Vertical Sight Distance. Items to be shown in this column as a horizontal line, the length of 

which will indicate the deficiency as determined in accordance with comparisons with comparable 

AASHTO standards. Portions of the line past the tolerance line shall be shown in red. 
 

Column 10:  Horizontal Curvature. Curves in excess of AASHTO applicable standards to be shown in this 

column by a short horizontal line with degree of curve shown immediately above the line. To be 

shown in red. 

 
Column 11 Percent Grades. Show by horizontal lines opposite proper mileage point on mileage log. Show 

percent of grade above the line and length of grade in feet immediately below. To be shown in red. 

 
What follows is an Excel worksheet that you can open by right clicking your mouse and select “Worksheet Object” – you 
can then Edit, Open or Convert but you must first unlock the form as show when inserting maps.
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Contact Information:   
Renee B. Roach, PE   
919-814-5020    
rroach@ncdot.gov   

 

 
The following description will be provided to the AASHTO Highways Special Committee on U. S. Route 
Number (USRN). 

 Where does the route begin?  
 Where is it going?  
 What type of facility is it traveling over?  
 Explain the direction (north, east, south, and west)  
 Name the focal point city or cities  
 Total number of miles the route will cover  
 Where does it end?  

 
Begin your description here in unformatted single spaced paragraph format: 
 
The route begins at the US 70/US 70 Bypass interchange in Wayne County. The route is going southeast along existing 
sections of US 70 Bypass and US 70 in Wayne and Lenoir Counties. The route is traveling along existing alignment, 
which is a multi-lane, divided, full access control facility. The route is going southeast. The focal point cities along the 
route are Goldsboro, Walnut Creek, and La Grange. The route will cover approximately 21.56 miles. The route ends at the 
NC 903 interchange in Lenoir County. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



UPDATED 7-30-2021 

Interstate/US Route Numbering Application, Page 1 

   
 

 
 

 
 
 

Application for Interstate or U.S. Route Numbering 

Please submit application electronically to usroutes@aashto.org  
 

 
Member Department submitting application: North Carolina Department of Transportation 

☐ Interstate*   or   ☒ U.S. Route    Number: US 70 Bypass 

* Note: All applications pertaining to Interstate facilities are subject to concurrence and approval by the FHWA. 

The following state(s) are involved in this application: North Carolina 

Date of Application: March 4, 2022 
 

This is an application for (please check one*): 
* Note: Each action requires a separate application, even if the actions pertain to the same route. 

☐ Establishment of a new route or segment  

☐ Extension of a route or segment 

☐ Relocation/realignment of an existing route 

☒ Deletion of a route or segment 

☐ Establishment of an Alternate Route (U.S. Routes only) 

☐ Establishment of a Temporary Route (U.S. Routes only) 

☐ Recognition of a Business Route 

☐ Recognition of a By-Pass Route (U.S. Routes only) 
 

Reason for requested action.  Please provide a short statement explaining the rationale behind the requested action. 

US 70 Bypass is proposed to be eliminated as part of the establishment of I-42 along this route. The US 70 Bypass route 
designation is no longer needed. The eliminated section of US 70 Bypass is 19.71 miles in length. 
 

Endpoints.  Route segment starts at: US 70 west of Goldsboro and ends at: US 70 in Lenoir County 
    (Sample start/end points: state border, international border, existing Interstate or US Route, etc.) 

Traffic Volume.  The weighted average daily traffic along the proposed route is: 19,600 

Description.  Please provide a short description of the proposed action, including such information as: length of route, 
direction of travel, type of facility, and focal points (such as cities) along the route. 

The route begins at the US 70 interchange west of Goldsboro, in Wayne County. The route is going along existing I-42 in 
Wayne and Lenoir Counties. The route is traveling along a multi-lane, divided, full access control facility, going east just 
north of the City of Goldsboro. The route is approximately 19.71 miles in length. The route ends at the US 70 interchange 
in Lenoir County. 
 

Date facility will be open to traffic: N/A – Currently open to traffic 

Does the petition propose a new routing over a portion of an existing Interstate Route?  ☐ Yes  ☒ No      
If so, where?  N/A 

Does the petition propose a new routing over a portion of an existing U.S. Route?  ☐ Yes  ☒ No     
If so, where?  N/A 

 

Additional Information.  Please submit the following documents with your application, as appropriate, and label as noted. 

 
Attachment A:  Map.  [Required]  Please provide a color PDF map clearly indicating the proposed change being 
requested to the applicable Interstate or U.S. route.  If including Attachment B, Comparison to AASHTO Standards, 
indicate termini and control points on the map for the route, number them in sequence, and use these in column 1 of the 
tabulation when listing mileage. Towns, cities, major highway intersections, and state lines may be used as control points. 
 
Attachment B:  Comparison to AASHTO Standards.  If Establishing, Extending, or Relocating an Interstate or US route 

mailto:usroutes@aashto.org


UPDATED 7-30-2021 

Interstate/US Route Numbering Application, Page 2 

along a stretch of road not already designated as such, please provide detailed information, by mileage posts or control 
points, on any design exceptions, deficiencies, or deviations from applicable AASHTO standards along the route. This 
information should be provided in Excel or Word format. 
 
Attachment C:  Supporting documentation.  [Optional]  Please provide any supporting documentation related to this 
application, such as petitions from affected jurisdictions or official Congressional actions. 
 

By signing below, the member department attests to the following statements: 
 
The member department agrees and pledges its good faith that it will not erect, remove, or change any U.S. or Interstate 
route markers on any road without the authorization, consent, or approval of the Council on Highways and Streets of the 
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials, notwithstanding the fact that the changes proposed 
are entirely within the jurisdiction of the member department.  
 
The following statements have been read and this application complies with the applicable policy: 

• Establishment and Development of United States Numbered Highways, as retained from October 13, 1991. 

• Establishment of a Marking System of the Routes Comprising the National System of Interstate and Defense 
Highways, as retained from August 10, 1973. 

 
 
North Carolina 
Department of 
Transportation 

   3/4/2022 

Member Department  Signature of Member Department Chief Executive Officer  Date 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
Member Department contact person for this application: 

Name:  Renee Roach, PE 
Title:  State Signing and Delineation Engineer 
Telephone:  919-814-5020 
E-Mail: rroach@ncdot.gov 

 

Note:  All applications must be endorsed by the member department CEO. If the 
agency chooses not to include a signature on this form, a letter from the member 
department’s CEO with signature is sufficient for completion of this application. 

http://sp.route.transportation.org/Documents/HO1_Policy_Establ_Develop_USRN.pdf
http://sp.route.transportation.org/Documents/HO2_Policy_Retention_HO1.pdf
http://sp.route.transportation.org/Documents/HO2_Policy_Retention_HO1.pdf











