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THE PUBLIC POLICY 

For many decades, this has been the public policy on the enforcement of 

maximum speed limits on roadways in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania: 

For the safety of motorists and pedestrians on Pennsylvania roadways, the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania establishes maximum speed limits; 

however, these speed limits are only to be fully enforced by the 

Pennsylvania State Police on the roads and in the municipalities that they 

patrol, and enforced to a much lesser degree by municipal police on the 

roads in the municipalities over which they exercise jurisdiction. The 

means by which this public policy shall be carried out is that municipal 

police shall be prohibited, by law, from using the most accurate and cost

effective speed-timing equipment available to law enforcement - radar -

and instead must use only speed-timing devices that require more human 

resources and are more prone to human error. 

This public policy has resulted in uneven enforcement of the law, disrespect for 

municipal police, and unnecessary deaths on Pennsylvania roadways. 

Continuing this public policy, instead of ending it with the passage of Senate Bill 

251, raises many difficult and awkward questions for legislators who would 

perpetuate the status quo. 

WHY IS THERE A LEGISLATIVE FIXATION IN PENNSYLVANIA ON ONE NON

LETHAL PIECE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT EQUIPMENT THAT IS USED BY 

MUNICIPAL POLICE IN EVERY STATE IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA? 

Here is the law enforcement equipment commonly used by Pennsylvania police 

regardless of whether their employer is the Commonwealth or its municipal 

subdivisions: .45 Calibre Glock with rounds and magazines of ammunition; Taser 

with cartridges, collapsible baton, handcuffs, pepper spray, flashlight, tourniquet, 
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ballistic vest, back-up weapon, gas mask, knife, long guns and shotguns with 

rounds of ammunition; door rams, first aid kits, and car door opening kits. This 

equipment is used without any legislative or regulatory restrictions other than 

training. Moreover, this equipment is utilized by police in every State in the 

United States of America. 

With one exception, the state legislatures across the country do not tell the law 

enforcement in their states what equipment to use or how to enforce the law. 

They do not condition the use of a piece of law enforcement equipment based on 

the uniform the officer is wearing, how the officer is paid (full time or part-time) or 

whether the officer's employer is unable to provide police protection 24 hours a 

day and has to rely on back-up. These legislatures trust their police officers to 

make the right decisions when it comes to enforcing the law and they do not 

show partiality among law enforcement organizations doing the exact same job. 

The one exception is the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania where the state 

legislature prohibits the use of one piece of non-lethal law enforcement 

equipment for one group of law enforcement personnel but allows it for another 

group of law enforcement personnel. That one piece of equipment is a radar gun 

which is prohibited for use by municipal police but allowed to be used by the 

State Police. Radar guns are used by municipal police in every other state in the 

United States of America. 

IF PUBLIC SAFETY IS THE PRIME OBJECTIVE OF MAXIMUM SPEED LAWS, WHY 

ARE MUNICIPAL POLICE IN PENNSYLVANIA PROHIBITED FROM USING RADAR, 

THE MOST ACCURATE AND VERSATILE SPEED-TIMING DEVICE? 

When police in 49 other States are charged with measuring speed to enforce 

maximum speed laws, they have a range of choices. These choices include: 

stopwatches, speedometers, VASCAR (Visual Average Speed Computer and 
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Recorder), ENRADD (Electronic Non-Radar Device) and RADAR (Radio Detecting 

and Ranging). 

Stopwatches and VASCAR units measure the time elapsed from the moment 

these speed-timing devices are activated to the moment they are deactivated. By 

factoring in the distance that a motor vehicle travelled between the moment of 

activation and the moment of deactivation, the average speed of the vehicle can 

be determined. One limitation of these devices is that the calculated speed is an 

average as opposed to instantaneous speed. Additionally, police who use this 

equipment must be visually able to identify the target vehicle, start and end 

points as well as activate and deactivate the device precisely at the start and end 

points. These limitations make these devices susceptible to human error as well 

as restrict their use to certain times of day and weather conditions. 

Speedometers and ENRADD units measure instantaneous speed, mechanically 

and electronically, respectively, which reduces the chances for human error as 

long as the devices themselves are functioning properly. However, the use of 

these devices raises safety and other concerns. Using a speedometer to 

measure speed means that two speeding vehicles are racing through residential 

neighborhoods. The accuracy of speedometers can be affected by wear on the 

tires, outside temperature, tire pressure, tire size and vehicle load. The set-up of 

an ENRADD unit requires police officers to be on the shoulder of the road 

dangerously close to. speeding traffic. An ENRADD unit is of limited value when 

multiple cars are passing through the transmitters and receivers in both 

directions. The ENRADD unit is tougher to transport, expensive to buy, time

consuming to set up, and prone to destruction by passing vehicles and theft. 

A RADAR device is the most accurate of the speed-timing devices referenced 

above because it measures speed instantaneously using radio waves. It has 

none of the safety concerns of a speedometer or an ENRADD unit. Because it 

does not have the set-up requirements and transportation challenges, it is more 
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versatile. The accuracy of RADAR as a measure of speed means its 

determination of speed is more likely to be accepted by a motorist and less likely 

to subject an officer to appear in court. 

In sharp contrast to the other 49 states, the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

prohibits municipal police from measuring speed using RADAR, but allows 

stopwatches, VASCAR units, speedometers, and ENRADD units to be used. Only 

the Pennsylvania State Police are permitted to use all five speed-timing devices. 

IF THE PROVISIONS OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE CODE ARE TO BE UNIFORM 

THROUGHOUT THE COMMONWEAL TH OF PENNSYLVANIA, WHAT IS THE 

JUSTIFICATION FOR A PUBLIC POLICY WHICH PROVIDES FOR FULL 

ENFORCEMENT OF THE MAXIMUM SPEED LAWS IN ONLY 60% OF THE 

MUNICIPALITIES IN PENNSYLVANIA? 

Section 103 of the Motor Vehicle Code provides that "[The Code] shall be . 

interpreted and construed as to effectuate its general purpose to make uniform 

the law through this Commonwealth and all political subdivisions." The 

Pennsylvania State Police enforce the maximum speed laws in over 60% of the 

2,560 municipalities of Pennsylvania using RADAR. Section 3368(c)(4) of the 

Motor Vehicle Code allows the maximum speed laws to be enforced using a 

RADAR gun after a motorist exceeds the speed limit by 6 miles/hour. Because of 

the versatility of a RADAR gun, the State Police can enforce the maximum speed 

laws on more roadways than they could if they were limited to other types of 

speed-timing equipment. 

In 40% of municipalities where municipal police enforce the maximum speed laws 

with equipment other than a RADAR gun, municipalities must by law, wait until a 

motorist exceeds the maximum speed limit by 10 miles/hour because their speed

timing equipment is less accurate than RADAR. Again, because of the limitations 

of the speed-timing equipment to which municipal police must resort, the number 
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of roadways where municipal police can enforce to maximum speed laws are 

more limited than those patrolled by State Police. 

It is undeniable that the maximum speed laws set forth in the Motor Vehicle Code 

are not being enforced uniformly throughout the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

and all political subdivisions. The sole reason for this lack of uniformity is the 

public policy which prohibits municipal police from using a RADAR gun to 

enforce speed. 

HOW CAN A PUBLIC POLICY THAT HINDERS THE ENFORCEMENT OF MAXIMUM 

SPEED IN 40% OF PENNSYLVANIA MUNICIPALITIES BE ALLOWED TO 

CONTINUE WHEN THE STATISTICS OF THE NHTSA SUGGESTTHAT POLICY IS 

THE PRIMARY REASON WHY PENNSYLVANIA HAS THE WORST RECORD FOR 

SPEEDING-RELATED FATALITIES IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA? 

The latest "Traffic Safety Facts" of the National Highway Traffic Safety 

Administration (NHTSA) were published in July 2017 based upon 2015 data. 

In 2015, Pennsylvania had the 4th highest number of speeding-related fatalities; 

the 2nd highest percentage of speeding-related fatalities to total fatalities in the . 

nation; and the 2nd highest number of speeding fatalities on local roadways. 

There were three states which were on the top ten lists of all three statistical 

measures of speeding-related fatalities for 2015. Pennsylvania was not only one 

of those states, it led all three states in two of these three statistical measures. 

Furthermore, the numbers of speeding-related fatalities on roadways where 

municipal police often enforce the maximum speed laws, but are prohibited from 

using RADAR, were on average 5 times higher than the number of speeding

related fatalities on roadways where the State Police primarily enforce the same 

maximum speed laws, but are allowed to use RADAR. 

It is a fact that in order for Pennsylvania to bring its percentage of speeding 
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fatalities to total fatalities under the national average for one year, 293 fewer 

speeding-related fatalities would need to be prevented. This number is up from 

the 277 fewer speeding-related fatalities that would have been needed in 2016. 

Pennsylvania simply cannot live with a public policy that results in high numbers 

of speeding-related fatalities and unspecified physical injuries and property 

damage. 

HOW CAN SUPPORTERS OF A PUBLIC POLICY THAT PROHIBITS MUNICIPAL 

POLICE FROM FULLY ENFORCING THE MAXIMUM SPEED LAWS CLAIM THAT 

MUNICIPAL POLICE WOULD ABUSE THE EQUIPMENT TO RAISE REVENUE 

WHEN THIS CLAIM HAS BEEN THOROUGHLY DEBUNKED AND IT IS 

DISRESPECTFUL TO MUNICIPAL POLICE TO SUGGEST OTHERWISE? 

Maximum speed limits were not instituted to raise revenue; they were established 

to protect the public. The general public wants to be protected from speeding 

motorists who threaten the safety of their neighborhoods, commercial areas, and 

roadways. When police officers enforce the maximum lawful speeds, they are 

carrying out their duty to protect and to serve. Only lawbreakers and those who 

would seek to break the law would ever characterize enforcement of the 

maximum lawful speeds as revenue raising. 

It is the legislative branch of municipal government that is responsible for raising 

revenue, not the executive branch of government, of which police officers are a 

part. In Pennsylvania, it is illegal for any legislative body to even suggest that its 

police officers enforce the maximum speed laws for the purpose of raising 

revenues. The law reads as follows: 

No political subdivision or agency of the Commonwealth shall have the 

power or authority to order, mandate, require or in any other manner, 

directly or indirectly, suggest to any police officer, ... or any other officer 
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employed by such political subdivision or agency of the Commonwealth 

that said police officer, ... or any other officer shall issue a certain number 

of traffic citations, tickets or any other type of citation on any daily, weekly, 

monthly, quarterly or yearly basis. 71 P.S. §2001 

Any tickets or citations issued in violation of this act shall be 

unenforceable, null and void. 71 P.S. §2002 

Given that it would be illegal for any member of the legislative branch of 

municipal government to even suggest to a police officer that he/she issue a 

traffic citation and furthermore that a police officer has no incentive to enforce a 

law for any other reason than he/she witnessed an infraction of the law, it is 

disrespectful and insulting to a municipal police officer for anyone to suggest 

that the officer would use a piece of law enforcement equipment for a reason 

other than to enforce the law. 

When members of the General Assembly are perceived to disrespect municipal 

police officers, it invites the general public to do the same. If the General 

Assembly does not show respect to municipal police officers, why should they? 

Every day we ask police officers to put their lives on the line. Last year 134 police 

officers died in the line of duty in our country; of those deaths, 52 were traffic

related. When you are pondering how to vote on Senate Bill 251, I ask you to 

reflect seriously on this question: How can any member of the General Assembly 

ask municipal police officers to put their lives on the line, time and time again, 

and then ignore them when they ask for equipment to enable themselves to 

protect and to serve the public and to carry out the oath that they have all taken -

"to discharge the duties of police officer with fidelity"? 

The leaders of the House of Representatives, Speaker of the House Mike Turzai, 

Majority Leader Dave Reed, and Minority Whip Bryan Cutler are waiting for Senate 

Bill 251 to be reported out of the House Transportation Committee. The vast 

majority of Representatives with whom we have been working are waiting for 
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Senate Bill 251to be reported out of the House Transportation Committee. Please 

give them the opportunity to vote on Senate Bill 251. 
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