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MEMORANDUM
TO:

Active Transportation Advisory Committee (ATAC)

FROM:

Robert Bini, AICP
Director for Land Use and Transportation

DATE:

1/14/2021

SUBJECT:

Next Meeting: Thursday, January 21, 2020

The next meeting of the Active Transportation Advisory Committee will be held on 1/21/2021
at 7:00 p.m. online only (using the Lifesize app) at https://call.lifesizecloud.com/1696302.
The enclosed agenda includes one (1) action item: Minutes of 12/10/2020 meeting
The agenda also includes the following discussion items: MTP implementation, Route
30 Bicycle and Pedestrian Crossing Study implementation, Regional trails update
The Lancaster County Transportation Coordinating Committee (Lancaster MPO), including its
associated committees like ATAC, is committed to compliance with the nondiscrimination
requirements of applicable civil rights statutes, executive orders, regulations, and policies. The
meeting location is accessible to persons with disabilities. Anyone who requires an auxiliary
aid or service for effective communication, or a modification of policies or procedures to
participate in this public meeting, please contact Robert Bini at 717-299-8333 or by email to
Rbini@co.lancaster.pa.us, as soon as possible, but no later than five (5) days before the
scheduled event. Thank you.
BB/
Enclosures

LANCASTER COUNTY
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING AGENDA
Date: 1/21/2021
Place: Online (using the Lifesize app)
https://call.lifesizecloud.com/1696302

Time: 7:00 p.m.

Order of Business:
1. Call to Order and Welcome
2. Call to Audience for Public Comments
Any person who wishes to speak about any item NOT on the agenda.
3. Minutes of 12/10/2020 Meeting
See attachment.
4. Connects2040 implementation
See memo and attachment.

Action
Bob Bini

5. Route 30 Bicycle and Pedestrian Crossing Study implementation
See memo.

Kristiana Barr

6. Regional Trails update
See memo and attachment.

Kristiana Barr

7. Health and Education Subcommittee update
See memo and attachment.
8. Other Business & Public Participation
a. Personal Delivery Device (PDD)
See attachment.
9. Next Meeting: March 25, 2021
10. Adjournment

Lauren Finn

Lancaster County Active Transportation Advisory Committee (ATAC)
MEETING MINUTES
DATE: 12/10/2020
PLACE: Online
Members: Bill Swiernik, Steve Mohr Jr, George Tobler, Lauren Finn, Bill Hoffman
Staff: Robert Bini, Kristiana Barr, Sam McMinn, Rachael Henriquez, Brad Stewart
Guests: Randy Waltermyer (Traffic Planning & Design), Michelle Brummer (Gannett Fleming),
Steven Guinter (AMT Engineering), Karen Brooks, Cindy McCormick (City of Lancaster)
ORDER OF BUSINESS:
1. Call to Order and Welcome – The meeting was called to order by Mr. Swiernik at 7:06PM.
2. Call to Audience – No public comment.
3. Minutes of June 25, 2020 Meeting (Action) – No discussion.
Mr. Hoffman made a motion to approve the minutes as presented. Mr. Tobler seconded
the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
4. Route 30 Bike-Ped Crossing Study presentation – Ms. Brummer, of Gannett Fleming,
presented the first half of the Route 30 Bike-Ped Crossing Study. This was the final briefing
of the study which included a review of the study’s purpose, deficiencies and levels of
mobility, level of improvements needed, and crossing prioritization and results. Ms.
Brummer explained there are 28 crossings under review to improve bike/ped safety and
mobility. Gannett Fleming began with analyzing deficiencies and collecting field data to
determine what conditions needed to be corrected. There was analysis of the pedestrian level
of service and bicycle level of traffic stress for all 28 crossings. They calculated both
measures for each crossing. Only one crossing – Long’s Park – scored as more comfortable
for bicyclists and pedestrians, because it is a separated. off-road facility. At this point in the
presentation, Mr. Waltermyer, of Traffic Planning & Design, took over and conducted the
rest of the presentation. Mr. Waltermyer reviewed the minimum improvements needed to
correct deficiencies. He also explained the improvements needed to truly achieve better
mobility for bikes and pedestrians at the crossings. Mr. Waltermyer went over a few options
that could be very helpful to achieve higher mobility, with options as cost-effective as simply
lowering speed limits. Mr. Waltermyer then went over the crossing prioritization analysis. He
recognized that trying to improve all 28 crossings for bicyclists and pedestrians could be
costly and take a long time, which can be overwhelming. He reviewed which crossings could
use the most/least improvements. This information will be very helpful for efficiently
implementing the study recommendations. Next, Mr. Waltermyer reviewed a map that
depicts the different levels of priority for bicycle and pedestrian improvements at each of the
crossings. Then, there was a review of existing crossings, including what changes would be
made and how they would look with the improvements. Ms. Brummer chimed in and
explained some more of what the technical report includes – field data, example deficiencies

and corrective actions, BLTS/PLOS methodologies, prioritization methodologies, user
benefit weights, improvement cost weights, and crossing profiles to support future
improvement design.
Mr. Hoffman asked if there was any bike count data collected. Ms. Brummer responded
saying no, but she mentioned that Streetlight data and other sources were referenced. Ms.
Brummer noted another work activity – the development of a Lancaster County bike-ped
count program. Mr. Hoffman did express concern with a recommended two-way cycle track
for bicyclists at the Pitney Road crossing. Mr. Waltermyer addressed his concern by
explaining that it is necessary to significantly improve pedestrian level of service and bicycle
level of traffic stress at this location due to the speed limit and traffic volume.
Ms. McCormick asked about the design of the Walnut Street crossing in reference to the
Walnut Street extension project. Mr. Waltermyer responded by explaining that the benefits
did not outweigh the cost of the project in terms of altering the design further than the
extension project. Ms. McCormick clarified there were smaller safety features she was
interested in placing at that intersection and if any other small features were in consideration.
Mr. Waltermyer explained that there was consideration, including the same thoughts at other
intersections.
Mr. Swiernik complimented the presentation and then asked what the next steps for this data
would be. Ms. Barr explained that they will be analyzing these recommendations and will
look into implementing them into current and future projects. Mr. Bini also mentioned that
this data provides knowledge that was not previously available, the data can now be
implemented into the design process with bike/ped improvements.
5. City of Lancaster Vision Zero Action Plan presentation – Ms. McCormick, reporting on
behalf of the City of Lancaster, presented the Vision Zero Action Plan. She began with
noting that this was a repeat presentation for some people but reminded everyone of the
importance of the presentation and that it is worth repetition. Ms. McCormick went over the
definition of Vision Zero and its mission statement. She reviewed reportable crashes between
2014-2018 in Lancaster City, and how Vision Zero is different from other past plans. Ms.
McCormick also highlighted the core elements of the program – leadership, commitment,
safe roadways, safe speeds, and data driven systems approach. She additionally summarized
the vision and goal areas for the plan – safety and slow speeds, data driven, equity, and
culture change; reviewed the extensive data used in development of the plan; and highlighted
the extensive public outreach effort for the plan that included postcards directing the public
to an online map, a Neighborhood Advisory Committee of eight people, and an online Wiki
map on which the public could comment on areas where they felt safest and most in danger.
Ms. McCormick explained what a high injury network was and what purpose it served along
with a map that showed the high injury network in the City. Ms. McCormick concluded her
report by highlighting low-cost design treatments to improve safety at intersections to
address visual barriers, high-speed turning movements, and long pedestrian crossing
distances. Ms. McCormick discussed implementation actions the City has been working on

that are near completion and explained there are more included in the plan that will be
addressed in the future.
Mr. Swiernik complimented and gave high praise to the City’s plan. Mr. Tobler also
expressed gratitude of the plan and applauded the aggressive approach. Mr. Hoffman asked
for clarification on the pie charts and what was considered a bike/ped crash and if it was
counted as so. Ms. McCormick explained that if it involved bike/ped it was counted as such.
She explained that if a crash was reported a vehicle crash, it only included vehicles. Mr.
Hoffman expressed concern about Walnut Street intersections and asked how Vision Zero
efforts could address the issues there. Ms. McCormick explained that the City would
reevaluate some bike lanes in addition to education for drivers and bicyclists.
6. Updates on Health and Education Subcommittee – Ms. Finn reported on activities of the
Health and Education subcommittee. Ms. Finn explained they are not going to be partnering
up with schools right now, but rather with recreational centers – Lancaster Rec, Lititz Rec,
and Hempfield Rec. on bike safety programs. Ms. Finn also mentioned there was discussion
of charging people for these programs as to secure commitment and to pay instructors. There
was also discussion of keeping classes under two hours as to not overload people and that the
first sessions would be indoors. Ms. Finn recognized issues of getting grants to give people
bike kits – for fixing flat tires, chain issues, etc.
Mr. Hoffman made a comment recognizing that it will be a slow growing process at first but
hopes that with time, people will gain interest even if they have bicycle knowledge. Mr.
Swiernik made a comment reiterating that recreational centers have expressed interests and
are excited about the program ideas. Mr. Swiernik said they hope to launch the program
around springtime, but that there will be future discussions at ATAC meetings before
launching. Mr. Hoffman stressed that it would take many people to make this work and that
the program needs to occur multiple times a year to reach as many people as possible.
Mr. Bini asked about the funding for paying instructors. Ms. Finn explained that this would
come from the registration fee as to not ask for much else from the rec centers as they are
already providing a space. Mr. Bini also asked if the rec centers have given them a specific
number of how often they could hold the program events, Ms. Finn said they did not since
there was nothing concrete at the moment. Mr. Hoffman brought up getting sponsorships
would help with gathering instructors and could very well inspire others to become certified
to teach bike safety.
Mr. Swiernik entertained a motion for the committee to approve of the Health and Education
Subcommittee going forth with beginning to reach out and start the process of the planning
the bike safety programs.
Mr. Hoffman made a motion to approve the process to begin and Ms. Finn seconded.
The motion carried unanimously.
7. Other Business and Public Participation – No public participation.

8. Next Meeting: Thursday, January 21, 2021 at 7:00pm
9. Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned by Mr. Swiernik at 8:56pm.

MEMORANDUM
TO:

ATAC

FROM:

Bob Bini, Director for Land Use and Transportation

DATE:

1/14/2021

SUBJECT:

Connects2040 Implementation

Connects2040, the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) for Lancaster County, was adopted
by the Lancaster MPO in June 2020. Since then, staff and the MPO’s Transportation Technical
Advisory Committee (TTAC) have focused on plan implementation.
The MTP makes recommendations in eight policy areas that reflect public priorities critical to
future transportation planning and programming. These eight policy areas are:
• Safety,
• Reliable travel,
• System maintenance,
• Transportation choices,
• Environmental protection,
• Critical connections,
• Quality of service, and
• Performance goals.
Strategic Directions are ways to implement MTP policy and each of the strategic
directions can be implemented through one or more actions as detailed in the MTP.
Attached is a spreadsheet providing a condensed listing of the MTP’s Strategic Directions
representing thirty-three implementation strategies spread across the eight policy areas.
Detailed descriptions of the strategies are provided in the Strategic Directions section of
the MTP that begins on page 90 and can be found here: MTP.
Staff will update the committee on MTP implementation priorities and related technical
assistance.

1a.
Policy area

Safety

Reliable Travel

System Maintenance

Transportation Choices

Environmental Protection

Critical Connections

Performance Goals

Quality of Service

Recommended strategies
Work cooperatively with PennDOT District 8-0 on the development of new safety tools.
Improve Traffic Incident Management
Advocate for comprehensive traffic safety messaging in local communities
Provide safety improvements on roads most frequented by Plain Sect travelers.
Something about addressing the safety of non-motorized users
Implement the Congestion Management Process (CMP) results
Implement operational improvements to improve travel reliability
Improve our understanding of the causes of congestion
Implement new technology to improve safety and reduce congestion.
Prioritize transportation systems management and operations (TSMO)
Invest in bridge maintenance
Collaborate with the County and its municipalities to fund local bridge needs
Invest in pavement preservation and maintenance
Explore cooperative management of traffic signals
Develop an updated Human Services Transportation Plan
Modernize public transportation access to jobs and services along key corridors
Work with the Lancaster County Active Transportation Advisory Committee (ATAC) to implement the Active Transportation Plan.
Work with municipalities to implement park and ride lots in preferred locations.
Continue support of Commuter Services of Pennsylvania and other community ridesharing programs through planning coordination and funding.
Support PennDOT’s efforts to improve passenger rail service via “Access the Keystone”
Consistent with places2040, implement regional and local plans that reduce the transportation impacts of land use.
Incorporate resiliency considerations into planning
Formalize an environmental resource agency stakeholder group
Evaluate corridors that have the highest potential for Active Transportation improvements
Implement the recommendations of the MPO Guide for Implementing Digital Short-Range Communication (DSRC) technology.
Review functional classification system
Elevate Critical Urban and Critical Rural Freight Corridors as a focus for future freight planning.
Develop criteria to evaluate future candidate projects
Work cooperatively with PennDOT District 8-0 on the development of new tools to improve the selection of projects that reduce congestion and improve air
quality or enhance system maintenance and preservation.
Improve the TIP update process
Increase input from the economic development community
Undertake a freight study
Identify additional funding opportunities

MEMORANDUM
TO:

ATAC

FROM:

Kristiana Barr, Senior Planner

DATE:

1/14/2021

SUBJECT:

Route 30 Bicycle and Pedestrian Crossing Study Implementation

It was suggested at the December meeting to discuss implementation of the study, particularly
ATAC’s role in implementation, at the January meeting.
The discussion will focus on:
- Sharing ideas on how to implement the study results;
- Identifying opportunities for ATAC to lead or support study implementation;
- Determining committee member interest in implementation activities;
- Agreeing on next steps.

MEMORANDUM
TO:

ATAC

FROM:

Kristiana Barr, Senior Planner

DATE:

1/14/2021

SUBJECT:

Update on Status of Regional Trail Projects in Lancaster County

Principal Planner Mike Domin prepared the attachment, “Regional Trails Network Status”. It is
an update on the status of regional trail projects in Lancaster County, including the Northwest
River Trail, the Safe Harbor Bridge and other trail highlights. Please review in advance.
The meeting will be an opportunity for discussion or questions.

Regional Trails Network Status
After decades of work, Lancaster County’s regional trails network is just now coming into to
focus; and the timing could not be more perfect!
Lancaster County’s recreation trails have
always been a popular attraction for those
interested in fun, exercise, and exploring
nature. But the current pandemic has taken
visitation to another level. Increased use of
our regional trail network by families and
others seeking outdoor adventures have
stressed parking lots, facilities, resources,
and trail managers. However, thanks to
good planning and investment over the last
several decades, the county has a diversity
of outdoor recreation facilities available to
the public to accommodate this surge;
including a growing network of regional
shared-use recreation trails.
A shared-use trail is one that can
accommodate multiple types of nonmotorized recreational uses such as bicycling, in-line skating, walking, running, cross-country
skiing, and, in certain circumstances, equestrians. Most of the shared-use trails have gentle
slopes, making them accessible to wheelchair users as well. The county’s shared-use trail
network is extremely popular for those seeking safe places to exercise and recreate.
The following is a list of regional shared-use trails in Lancaster County and their completion
status:
1. Conewago Recreation Trail – Located northwest
of Elizabethtown, the Conewago Recreation Trail is a
5.5-mile-long recreation trail purchased and developed
by the County of Lancaster in the Mid-1980s.
Constructed on an abandoned railroad corridor, the
trail has a crushed stone surface and runs mostly
through rural areas in northwest Lancaster County,
until it connects with the Lebanon Valley Trail at the
border of Lebanon and Lancaster counties. There is
interest in extending the trail further south from the
existing western trailhead to Elizabethtown, and onto
the Susquehanna River near the village of Falmouth,
where it would connect with the Northwest River Trail.
2. Lancaster Junction Trail – Located next to the
Lancaster County Public Safety Training Center, off

the Salunga Exit of PA Rt. 283, the 2.3-mile crushed
stone recreation trail is another project developed by
the County of Lancaster in the mid-1980s. The treelined abandoned railroad corridor runs parallel to
Chickies Creek on part of its route to the small
village of Lancaster Junction in Penn Township.
Future sections of the trail include extending it further
south to the village of Salunga, then east to connect
with the proposed Swarr Run Greenway in East
Hempfield Township.
3. Warwick to Ephrata Rail Trail – Beginning on the
east end of Lititz Borough at Oak St., the trail runs
east for 8-miles through Warwick Township, Ephrata
Township, Akron Borough, and Ephrata Borough.
Most of the trail has a crushed stone surface. Built
on a former railroad corridor, the trail is unique in that
it runs
through tree
urban communities, which makes it both a
recreation and transportation facility. Despite
traversing three boroughs, views of bucolic
farmland are plentiful and offer a contrast to the
busy urban areas along the route. Plans for
extending the north to the sewage treatment
plant in Ephrata Township, and west through
Lititz to Lititz Springs Park, are in the works.
4. Northwest River Trail – Beginning in the Borough of Columbia, near the Columbia
Crossing Visitor Center, the trail runs north, paralleling the Susquehanna River for 14miles to the village of Falmouth in Conoy
Township. The trail is entirely paved and can
accommodate a broad range of trail users.
Although the trail was not constructed on an
abandoned rail line, it does follow the route of
the Eastern Division of the Pennsylvania
Canal. Remnants of the canal’s economic
impact on the corridor can been seen from the
trail, making it both a recreational and
historical experience. The final section of the trail was paved in September of 2020.
Plans call for the trail to be extended northeast to connect with Elizabethtown and the
Conewago Recreation Trail in the future.
5. Enola Low Grade Trail - The Enola Low Grade Trail is a partially completed 29-mile
shared-use trail on the abandoned Atglen-Susquehanna Railroad Line in southern
Lancaster County. The trail begins at the base of Turkey Hill and follows the
Susquehanna River 5-miles south to the Safe Harbor Railroad Trestle. The trestle, which
spans the Conestoga River, is currently being renovated for bike and ped use and

should be completed by the end of 2021. South
of the trestle, the trail parallels the
Susquehanna River for another mile before it
turns east and leaves the river. Three miles
from where the trail leaves the river, it
encounters a second bridge, called the Martic
Forge Trestle. The Martic Forge Trestle was
renovated for trail use in 2015 but,
unfortunately was destroyed by an arsonist in
the spring of 2018. Funding for the renovation
of the trestle is being raised and hopes are that
the project could be bid in the spring of 2021. Just east of the Martic Forge Trestle is the
Rt. 324 Trailhead. From the trailhead heading east, 10-miles of trail is completed with a
crushed stone surface to the east edge of Quarryville Borough. East of Quarryville,
funding has been raised for developing the trail through Eden Township and part of Bart
Township. Beyond Bart Township to the Lancaster-Chester County border, no funding
has been obtained.
Following the completion of the 29-mile trail project, plans call for extending the trail
further east in Chester County to the Borough of Atglen. There, the trail will connect to
the Chester Valley trail. Also, extending the western end of the trail 5-miles north will
connect it to the Northwest River Trail. Connecting the Northwest River Trail and the
Enola Low Grade Trail will offer tremendous access for Lancaster County residents and
beyond to experience the beauty of Susquehanna River valley as well as the bucolic
agricultural landscape of southern Lancaster County.
6. Greater Lancaster Heritage Pathway/Goat Path - The GLHP is a proposed trail that
runs west to east, approximately 14 miles from Penn Medicine Lancaster General
Health’s Suburban Pavilion, west of the City, to the village of Leola in the east. The trail
will be a combination of on- and off-road active transportation facilities and have a
variety trail surfaces. Part of the trail project involves converting the abandoned Rt. 23
Bypass (a.k.a. The Goat Path) into a 16 ft. wide
shared-use bicycle and pedestrian path. The
trail will provide over 240,000 residents in the
Lancaster Metro Planning Region easy access
to a regional trail facility.
Great progress is being made by the
communities along the proposed trail corridor.
The City of Lancaster has installed a protected
bike lane on Walnut Street for cyclists heading
west. Engineering plans and permits are
underway for a proposed railroad underpass
near the city’s water treatment plant. East Lampeter Township is partnering with High
Real Estate Group, PennDOT, and the Lancaster MPO to build a mile-long section of
trail on the “Goat Path” that will run parallel to the proposed Walnut Street Extension.
No timeline for the completion of the trail has been developed but the hope is that the
trail could be completed within 7-10 years.

MEMORANDUM
TO:

ATAC

FROM:

Kristiana Barr

DATE:

1/14/2021

SUBJECT:

Health and Education Subcommittee update

Attached is a draft agenda for the proposed cycling skills course at the local recreation centers.
Please review in advance and come prepared to discuss.

The Lancaster County Active Transportation Advisory Committee (ATAC) seeks to partner with local recreation
centers to provide cycling skills classes. These classes will be targeted predominantly to people interested in
utilitarian cycling. While recreational cyclists will not be excluded, reducing auto use and the disproportionately
high cost of short trips by car, is an important goal of the classes.
The ATAC will secure credentialed, experienced instructors for the classes. The pay rate for instructors ranges
from $15-35/hour. Registrants will pay a deposit to sign up; this monetary investment will help secure
commitment. We are asking the recreation centers to provide a location, and partner with ATAC for registration
and marketing of the classes. The Health & Education subcommittee of ATAC will work with the recreation
centers to set the appropriate registration cost.
Participants will be required bring their own bikes and helmet. Coaster-brake bikes will not be permitted. It needs
to be made clear to registrants that some riding on roads is included. The on-road skills are incremental,
beginning with the easiest and increasing the level of difficulty. The recreation centers should have every
registrant sign a liability release.
The class content will require 3 sessions, no longer than 2 hours each, depending on the number of participants.
The first session should be at least two weeks prior to the second one, to allow participants to correct issues with
their bikes prior to on-bike training. The first session could even take place during the winter, providing
participants extra time address bike repair needs.

a)

b)

c)

a)
b)
c)
d)
e)

a)
b)
c)
d)

e)

Session I - Indoors (1-1/2 to 2 hours)
ABC Quick Check plus Fit Check – Approximately 30 minutes
✓
Bike checks
✓
Helmet fit
✓
Safety equipment
Basic repairs – Approximately 1 hour
✓
Fixing flat
✓
Removing/replacing rear wheel (The ATAC will look into sponsorships in order to provide prepunctured tubes, patches, sandpaper, glue and tire levers)
Shifting – Approximately 30 minutes
✓
Explanation
✓
Practice
Session II - On-bike skills (1 to 1-1/2 hours)
Mounting and dismounting - 10 minutes
Steering straight - 10-15 minutes
Scanning – 15-20 minutes
Rock dodge - 10 minutes
Quick stop - 10 minutes
Session III - “Advanced” skills: combination of lecture (15 minutes) and practice (1 hour)
Trail and path etiquette
Roadway and lane positioning
Intersection approaching
Lane changing and left turns
Some of the lecture could be supplemented with or replaced by online videos, but suitable videos need to be
identified.
Q&A

Personal Delivery Devices (PDD )
What Local Municipalities Need to Know
On November 1, 2020, Senate Bill 1199 (Personal Delivery Devices) was enacted
without Governor Wolf’s signature. It is now Act 106 of 2020 and will go into
eﬀect on January 30, 2021. Pennsylvania is one of 20+ states that allow for
Personal Delivery Devices (PDD).

What is a PDD?
A PDD is groundbased delivery device that is manufactured for transporting cargo
or goods and is operated by a driving system that allows for autonomous and/or
remote operations.
Per the Pennsylvania vehicle code, PDDs are classiﬁed as pedestrians and
are aﬀorded the same rights. PDDs must operate like a pedestrian with
three exceptions:
1. PDDs must yield the rightofway to all pedestrians and pedalcyclists in a
pedestrian area.
2. PDD must travel in the same direction of traﬃc when traveling on a roadway
or shoulder/berm.
3. In speciﬁc circumstances, a PDD may operate within the travel lane of
a roadway.

PDD CHARACTERISTICS
A PDD comes in all diﬀerent shapes,
sizes, and use cases. However, Act 106
does establish some limitations.

Width
32 inches or less

Length
42 inches or less

Height
72 inches or less

Weight (w/o cargo)

Where can a PDD operate?
PDDs are permitted to operate in any pedestrian area (i.e. sidewalk, crosswalk,
safety zone, pedestrian tunnel, overhead pedestrian crossing or similar area for
pedestrians), and on a roadway or shoulder/berm of a roadway posted at 25mph
or less.
Assuming there are no limiting safety restrictions and use is practicable, PDDs shall
operate using the following priority:
1. Utilize the shoulder or berm of a roadway.
2. Utilize a pedestrian area such as a sidewalk.
3. Utilize the roadway as practicable to the outside edge.
PDDs will operate in two Phases.
Phase 1 (0‐180 days) – The PDD will be operated through an autonomous or
remote driving system. However, a PDD operator must be within 30 feet of
the PDD and maintain line of sight of the PDD. After 180 days, a PDD will
automatically transition to Phase 2 unless the authorized entity agrees to
remain within Phase 1.
Phase 2 (180 days+)  The PDD will be operated through an autonomous or
remote driving system. However, a PDD must be monitored remotely and, if
necessary, controlled or overridden remotely.

550 pounds or less

Speed (pedestrian areas)
12mph or less

Speed (shoulder/roadway)
25mph or less
Although the law establishes maxi
mums, the majority of PDDs in the US
are less than 3 feet tall and travel at
5mph or less.

How is a PDD Authorized?
Per the law, PennDOT is responsible for developing policies governing the operations of PDDs and the application process to grant
authorization. PennDOT has the sole authority to issue, approve, renew, revoke, suspend, condition or deny issuance or renewal of PDD
authorizations. Per the law, a PDD application must contain:
1.

Contact information;

2.

List of municipalities where the PDD will operate;

3.

Anticipated roadways/pedestrian areas where the PDD will operate;

4.

Description of Operator training procedures;

5.

Manufacturer/model of the PDD;

6.

Description of how ﬁrst responders would stop or disable the PDD;

7.

Description of cargo the PDD will be carrying (hazardous material is prohibited);

8.

Safety and maintenance inspection schedule;

9.

Operating phases the PDD is capable of operating in;

10. Proof of insurance (minimum $100,000 liability);
11. Details on education campaign PDD developed for municipalities, motorists, and the general public;
12. Accident procedures;
13. List of unique identiﬁer numbers; and
14. Any information or records deemed reasonably necessary to aid PennDOT’s review of the submitted application and for the
administration, enforcement and ongoing compliance.
Once authorized, an application is good for 1 year.

What authority does a municipality have?
A municipality may, by ordinance or resolution, do the following:
1.

Permit the use of a PDD on a roadway, or shoulder or berm of a roadway, under their jurisdiction where the posted speed limit is greater
than 25mph, but not greater than 35mph.

2.

Prohibit the use of a PDD on any roadway, or shoulder or berm of a roadway, or pedestrian area under their jurisdiction where the
municipality, after consultation with the authorized entity, determines that the operation of the PDD would constitute a hazard.

In addition, municipalities can identify a “weather emergency or other hazardous events,” and PDDs must temporarily cease or
restrict operations.

What must an authority PDD entity provide a municipality?
Per the law, authorized entities must:
•

Notify the municipality at least 30 days prior to commencing operations.

•

Employ an educational campaign to educate and bring awareness of PDDs to the municipality, motorists, and the general public.

•

Selfreport to local law enforcement any accidents involving a PDD that resulted in bodily injury, death or damage to property within
24 hours of the accident.

Additional Information
Additional information can be found at www.penndot.gov/pdd. If you have any questions, please email pdd@pa.gov.

