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Pennsylvania Local Technical Assistance Program (LTAP)   
Email: ltap@pa.gov  Website: gis.penndot.gov/ltap   
Phone: 1-800-FOR-LTAP or 717-787-5243   Fax: 717-783-9152   
   
LTAP shares transportation knowledge, improves road maintenance and safety skills, and 
puts research and new technology into practice at the local level through:   
   
Training: Workshops are scheduled throughout the state and can be requested as a road 
show.   
   
Technical Assistance: LTAP technical experts are available by phone, by email, and in person to 
help municipalities troubleshoot specific issues on their roadways.   
   
Newsletter: LTAP distributes a quarterly newsletter, Moving Forward, which features the 
latest news and new practices and technologies.   
   
Technical Information Sheets: Tech sheets provide useful, technical information on such topics 
as effective stop sign placement, how to use the MUTCD, paving roads, and other safety and 
maintenance issues related to local roads.   
   
Webinars: LTAP provides webinars quarterly and has a catalog of on-demand webinars on the 
website.   
  
Drop-In Sessions: LTAP provides informal, one-hour sessions on a specific topic. LTAP staff will 
initiate the session with a short discussion/presentation, and then open up the discussion to 
the attendees.  
   
Website: LTAP’s website, gis.penndot.gov/ltap, is a valuable tool that provides up-to-date 
information on workshops, news items, LTAP Advisory Committee members, tech sheets, 
newsletters, and other resources.   
  
LTAP Professional Certification Program – Roads Scholar: Participants must complete 
approved workshops within a three-year period and pass (70%) an in-class quiz taken at the end 
of each workshop which consists of 12 questions.   
  
You MUST include your name/contact information on the answer sheet for credit.  
  

 Roads Scholar 1 – 10 courses  
 Roads Scholar II – 8 courses  
 Roads Scholar Administration – 6 courses (must be an elected official or in a 

management role)  
 Roads Scholar Police – 6 courses (must be a police officer)  

  
Successful completion of certified CPR training also earns you one workshop credit.   
  
For a list of approved courses, go to the LTAP website, Roads Scholar Program, View Roads 
Scholar Courses.  
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AGENDA 
 
 Part 1: What is an RSA? 
 Part 2: Eight Step Process for RSAs 
 Part 3: RSA Examples 
 Field View 
 Post Test/Course Evaluations 

PROGRAM OBJECTIVES 
 
The participants will be able to: 

1. Examine the components of a road safety audit 
2. Use the established guidelines for conducting road safety audits 
3. Conduct a road safety audit using real-world examples and case studies 

PART 1: WHAT IS AN RSA 

What is a Road Safety Audit? 

FHWA’s definition of a Road Safety Audit is “a formal safety 
performance examination of an existing or future road or 
intersection by an independent audit team. It qualitatively 
estimates and reports on potential road safety issues and 
identifies opportunities for improvements in safety for all road 
users.” (FHWA Road Safety Audit Guidelines, Publication 
number FHWA-SA-06-06). 

Notice several important distinctions about RSAs: 

 Formal examination (distinct, written process) 
 Independent team (a team with diverse members that bring varying perspectives) 
 Qualitative view (a look at the quality of safety of the roadway or intersection rather than 

just dimensions and traffic counts) 
 Identifies opportunities for safety improvements (proactive rather than reactive) 
 All road users (cars, trucks, motorcycles, busses, bicycles, pedestrians, the impaired) 
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RSA is can answer: 

 What elements of the road may present a safety concern: 
– Extent 
– To which road users 
– Under what circumstances 

 What opportunities exist to mitigate safety concerns? 

Proven Safety Countermeasures 

RSAs are performed by a multidisciplinary team independent of the project. RSAs consider all 
road users, account for human factors and road user capabilities, are documented in a formal 
report, and require a formal response from the road 
owner. (See the eight steps for conducting an RSA in Part 
3.) RSAs provide the following benefits: 
 Reduced number and severity of crashes due to safer 

designs.  
 Reduced costs resulting from early identification and 

mitigation of safety issues before projects are built.  
 Improved awareness of safe design practices.  
 Increased opportunities to integrate multimodal 

safety strategies and proven safety countermeasures. 
 Expanded ability to consider human factors in all 

facets of design.  
 
RSAs can be performed in any phase of project development, from planning through 
construction. RSAs can also be conducted on any size project, from minor intersection and 
roadway retrofits to large-scale construction projects. Agencies are encouraged to conduct an 
RSA at the earliest stage possible, as all roadway design options and alternatives are being 
explored. 
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RSA’s are Proactive 

RSA’s are a proactive method to 
implement other proven safety 
countermeasures. Notice that some 
proven safety countermeasures are 
relatively inexpensive while other 
seem prohibitively expensive. 
Planning and programming are 
important components of 
implementing safety 
countermeasures. Just like anything 
else we need to buy, the less 
expensive countermeasures may be 
available in the near-term, while 
more expensive countermeasures 
may need to be put off until much 
later. 
 
The good news is that low-cost safety countermeasures, when properly applied, can and do 
lead to tremendous safety improvements. This example shows that adding chevron signs—a 
low cost safety improvement—can reduce crashes by 25%. 
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What an RSA is NOT 

There are other ways or perspectives to study roads and intersections than RSAs. Knowing the 
differences between RSA and other studies can help define and understand the specific 
purpose of RSA. 

An RSA is NOT: 
 An evaluation or critique of design work 
 A check for compliance with standards 
 A way to justify doing one project over 

another 
 A way to rank one design option over 

another 
 A way to redesign a project 
 A crash investigation or crash data analysis 
 A safety review 
 
RSAs build on other road safety improvement 
strategies and techniques already in place 
and do not replace them. International 
experience shows that effective road safety 
management programs should exercise an 
optimal balance between reactive and 
proactive strategies in each jurisdiction, based 
on local conditions. Public agencies 
implementing RSAs should view them as one 
of an integrated range of tools intended to 
further the goals and objectives of a 
comprehensive road safety management 
program. 
  
Most public agencies have established 
traditional safety review processes through 
their high hazard identification and correction 
programs. However, an RSA and a traditional 
safety review are different processes. It is 
important to understand the difference.  
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A Proactive Approach  

The overarching perspective of an RSA is being proactive. Applying a proactive approach to 
roadway safety means preventing crashes before they occur. A proactive approach is 
recognizing a potential problem and changing conditions before tragedy strikes. 
 
A systematic way to apply a proactive approach is to consider the Three Es:  
 Engineering 
 Education 
 Enforcement  

A Proactive Approach – Engineering 

Engineering focuses on infrastructure but strives to 
understand how road users interpret and respond to the 
various components of the roadway. For example, drivers 
respond differently to changes in roadway width, or the 
proximity of trees to the edge of the roadway. When the 
roadway is narrower, or the trees are closer to the edge, 
drivers tend to reduce speed. Engineering is concerned with 
such appurtenances as sidewalks, bike lanes, guiderail, and 
rumble strips. 

A Proactive Approach – Education 

Education focuses on driver behavior by striving to change 
unsafe behaviors.  Typically, education takes the form of 
programs that focus on such issues as driver education, 
citizen advocacy, and awareness campaigns.  Specific 
behaviors that such advocacy tries to change are use of 
seatbelts, driving at appropriate speeds, consideration of 
other road users, and focus on the driving task. 
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A Proactive Approach – Enforcement 

Enforcement also focuses on driver behavior. However, enforcement demands compliance with 
our laws. 
 
Both education and enforcement try to bring road 
users to comply with laws and appropriate behavior. 
Education raises awareness and gives road users that 
opportunity to demonstrate safe behavior. 
Enforcement demands safe behavior by levying 
sanctions for failure to comply. 
 

 

RSA’s involve 8 basic steps.  
A complete RSA is an 8-step process.  The steps are: 

1. Project identification 
2. Team selection 
3. Start-up meeting 
4. Field visits 
5. Analyze and report 
6. Communication and presentation of 

results 
7. Formal response 
8. Inclusion of findings 

 
For existing roadways, RSA’s can be completed 
quickly. 
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What does an RSA look like? 
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PART 2: EIGHT STEP PROCESS FOR RSAS 
A complete RSA is an 8-step process.  

The steps are: 

1. Project identification 
2. Team selection 
3. Start-up meeting 
4. Field visits  
5. Analyze and report 
6. Communication and presentation of results 
7. Formal response 
8. Inclusion of findings 
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RSA Step 1. Identify Projects 

Identifying the project involves choosing a segment of roadway/intersection to be studied, and 
then collecting information about that segment. For the municipal audience, the most common 
project will be reviewing an existing road segment or an intersection.  
 
There should also be an identified project owner, who the audit is being completed for, and 
who is responsible for successful completion of the process.  
 
The choice of which segment 
to study may be made by 
elected officials, a municipal 
manager, or a Roadmaster.   

The selection can be based on: 

 Crash experience 
 Complaints 
 Local knowledge 
 Changing traffic and/or 

land use patterns 
 Input from planning 

partners (MPO/RPO) 
 Traffic issues or citations 
 
An RSA may be general, 
considering every potential 
element of a roadway segment, or focused, considering only pedestrian or bicycle issues, for 
example. After the choice is made, information should be collected, including: 
 The functional class of the roadway, such as urban or rural, and arterial, collector, or local. 
 Traffic data, such as traffic volumes, posted speed limits, types of traffic control at 

intersections 
 Crash history 
 Design criteria 
 Local ordinances 
 Adjoining land uses  
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RSA Step 1. Identify Projects 

Once a project is identified, the project owner should help establish clear parameters for 
the RSA. The parameters should define the following: 
 Scope 
 Schedule for completion 
 Team requirements 
 Audit tasks 
 Formal audit report contents and format 
 Response report expectations 
 
What corridor or intersections in your municipality would you do an audit for? 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
Why? _________________________________________________________________________ 

Crash Data 

The PA Crash Information Tool (PCIT) allows you to review crash data on your roads.  
https://crashinfo.penndot.gov/PCIT/welcome.html  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The PennDOT Traffic Information 
Repository (TIRe) allows you to 
review traffic data on state routes 
and some local roads.  
https://www.dot7.state.pa.us/tire 
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RSA Step 2.  Team Selection 

Different Perspectives = Better Results 

Ideally, an RSA team is a group of individuals with diverse expertise to limit bias to the degree 
possible. A good RSA team may have a traffic engineer on the team, but a group of traffic 
engineers would not be a good RSA team. Working with neighboring municipalities can offer a 
more independent viewpoint.  
 
Persons with some knowledge of traffic operations, roadway geometry, and safety make good 
members of an RSA team. They know what to look for and may recognize hidden problems.  
However, other skills may be useful such as persons with expertise in human factors, 
enforcement, maintenance, utilities, or other specialists. From a municipal perspective, persons 
that could be useful on an RSA team are: 
 
Supervisors/Councils School officials/Bus drivers 
Municipal managers Emergency responders 
Municipal engineer/planners MPO/RPO staff 
Roadmasters/Public works employees PennDOT District/County staff 
Police officers Bike/ped advocates 
Concerned citizens LTAP 

 

Be open to potential members of the team. For example, a mother that walks her children to 
school or to a bus stop may have real contributions to understanding traffic activity along a 
route or segment of roadway. It is a good idea is to have at least one non-technical person in 
the team.  

Having a variety of qualifications, while beneficial, should not be achieved through an 
unreasonably large RSA team. Experience shows that such teams become less effective. 
The best practice is to have the smallest team that brings all the necessary knowledge and 
experience to the process, while consulting with people who have other needed skill 
sets. For a small project, the team could be 4-5 people, while for a larger project, 8-10 is ok. A 
good size is about 5-6 people. Too few does not provide enough perspective, and too many is 
difficult to manage.  
 
Who would be part of your audit team?____________________________________________ 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 
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RSA Step 3:  Start-up-Meeting  

The most effective and efficient way to acquaint the audit team with the project is to have a 
pre-audit meeting. The purpose of the pre-audit meeting is to: 
 Hand over all relevant information to the audit team. 
 Review the scope and objectives of the RSA. 
 Delegate responsibilities. 
 Agree upon a schedule for the completion of the RSA. 
 Set up lines of communication between the audit team leader, the project owner, and the 

design team. 
 Communicate matters of importance to the audit team. 
 
Information to be shared is the information collected during the roadway identification process 
and may include anything that helps team members to understand the characteristics of the 
subject roadway. These are the same items mentioned earlier during the project identification 
step.  
 information about road function, classification, environment, traffic and environmental 

characteristics of the road and adjacent road network,  
 crash data detailing the location, type, and severity of each crash for at least a five-year 

period,  
 as-built drawings at a suitable scale if available, and aerial photographs (google maps) which 

will be useful to have on hand during the field review.  

Conduct a Start-up Meeting 

During the start-up meeting the group should schedule the field visit and other meetings for the 
audits. 
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RSA Step 4: Conduct Field Review 

The field review is a key task that the RSA team should undertake in all audits. The safety of the 
RSA team and of all road users during field reviews is a key consideration and should be 
planned-for at the outset. Proper safety equipment and traffic controls should be used at all 
times, and the potential for adverse impacts on road traffic and audit team safety must be 
managed at all times during a field review. 
 
One approach to field reviews is that each RSA team member reviews the entire site 
independently, noting anything of importance. The team then reviews the site together, 
discussing the various issues each team member has identified independently. This approach 
encourages all RSA team members to participate and not to defer to an individual team 
member who may be perceived to be more experienced. Another approach is for the team to 
move through the site as a group, with each team member noting issues as they 
encounter them. 
 
Issues identified in the review of project data should be verified in the field. Photographs and 
possibly video footage should be taken of anything that may need to be reviewed or 
revisited while writing the RSA report or while presenting the RSA findings to the project. 
 
There are several responsibilities for a successful field visit. Team members should share these 
responsibilities, such as: 
 Documenting the gathered data 
 Someone to oversee safe transportation for the group 
 A secretary to record comments and keep checklists, if used 
 A photographer 
 Someone to bring equipment such as a camera, or safety equipment such as retroreflective 

vests and hard hats 
 
When observing the roadway: 
 Take pictures 
 Use the FHWA prompt 

checklists 
 Take notes 
 
Identify both good and bad 
examples.  
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RSA Step 4: Conduct Field Review 

Field views are not once and done observations. The subject segment should be viewed from 
multiple perspectives so that the team gets a thorough understanding of the roadway. If 
possible, the team should drive the segment, as well as walk through the segment. The road 
should also be observed during daylight hours, as well as dark hours. Observing a sight during 
different weather conditions can also provide good information about roadway safety. 
The team should use the FHWA prompt lists and pay attention to those characteristics 
described by the acronym GORE:  
 Geometry 
 Operations 
 Road users 
 Environment 
 

FHWA Road Safety Audit 
Guidelines 

FHWA publishes RSA Guidelines. 
The document is available on the 
FHWA website and is published 
as a PDF or in HTML. 
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/rsa/guidelines/documents/FHWA_SA_06_06.pdf  
 
This document covers the larger scope of RSAs, 
meaning that it covers RSA activity from project 
planning, through design, setting up work zones, and 
post-construction. Our interest is primarily RSA of 
existing roadways, so some of the information in 
Guidelines is good background information but does 
not directly apply to our needs.  
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Prompt Lists – Existing Road Audit 

The FHWA Road Safety Audit Guidelines document includes Prompt Lists for RSAs. There are 
seven Prompt Lists. Of the seven lists, Prompt List 6 – Existing Road Audit is likely most useful to 
municipal officials working to improve their existing roads. 
 
Another advantage of conducting RSAs of existing roads over RSAs in the pre-construction or 
construction phase is the RSA team's ability to observe physical evidence of past 
crashes and off-road excursions, such as:  
 Damage to curbs, roadside barriers, trees, utility poles, delineator posts, and signs. 
 Scuff marks on curbs and concrete barriers. 
 Skid marks, broken glass, oil patches on the road. 
 Vehicle tracks or rutting in the ground adjacent to a roadway 
 
Such evidence will assist in diagnosing possible areas of elevated safety risk. Where damage has 
occurred such that a roadside feature has been compromised, this should be noted and 
reported in the audit as a maintenance concern.  
 
For RSAs of existing roads, unless otherwise directed by the project owner, all roadway and 
roadside features or elements are to be considered as within the scope of the RSA, as in a 
detailed design stage RSAs.  
 
Another feature of RSAs of existing roads is that, at the outset, the RSA team will want to 
consider whether the road facility under review has the same function and classification as it 
did when it was originally designed and constructed. Changes in traffic volume, vehicle mix, 
increased presence of vulnerable road users, or adjoining land use developments may have 
rendered the original classification and design of the facility obsolete. Standards, policies and 
guidelines may be a starting point for the RSA team in identifying roadway/roadside elements 
or features that are no longer consistent with the function and classification of the road and are 
potentially posing a risk to road users.  
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Pedestrian Road Safety Audit Guidelines 

Another document with useful information is FHWA’s Pedestrian Road Safety Audit Guidelines 
and Prompt Lists. Remember that an RSA considers all road users, so pedestrian-specific 
prompt lists are of value to a local road RSA.  
http://www.pedbikeinfo.org/pdf/PlanDesign_Tools_Audits_PedRSA.pdf  

Pedestrian RSA Guidelines Detailed Prompts 

The Pedestrian RSA Guidelines document includes a Detailed Prompt List. 
 
There is also a more general walkability checklist that is useful for the public to implement. 
http://www.pedbikeinfo.org/cms/downloads/walkability_checklist.pdf  

Bicycle Road Safety Audit Guidelines 

This document has useful information is FHWA’s Bicycle Road Safety Audit Guidelines and 
Prompt Lists. Remember that an RSA considers all road users, so bicycle-specific prompt lists 
are of value to a local road RSA. 
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/tools_solve/fhwasa12018/fhwasa12018.pdf  

  



Page 20 of 30                                                                     PennDOT LTAP Course: Road Safety Audit 
 

RSA Step 5: Analysis and Report  

A good analysis of collected audit data requires several steps, including: 
 Scheduling work sessions 
 Collecting and assembling collected audit data 
 Collecting applicable references 
 
Schedule work sessions as soon after the audit so that the field visits are as fresh in the minds 
of the team as possible. When meeting as a team, assign a coordinator and secretary to serve 
the team with scheduling and document control. 
Collect resources for the team’s use. These include: 
 FHWA Road Safety Audit 

Guidelines, (Federal Highway 
Administration, 2006)  

 Pedestrian Road Safety Audit 
Guidelines and Prompt Lists, 
((Federal Highway 
Administration, 2007)  

 Manual of Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices for Streets and 
Highways (MUTCD) (Federal 
Highway Administration, 2009) 

 PennDOT Publications: 46, 111, 212, 236, 383 
 
After assessing the risk associated with each safety issue, use your information to develop a 
mitigation strategy. Keep in mind that your improvements must be constructive and realistic, 
and that they must be appropriate for all road users. When considering roadway 
improvements, consider the three Es:  Engineering, Enforcement, and Education. 
Also, think short-term, medium term, and long-term when developing strategies and 
particular roadway improvements. 

Short-term solutions include such features as changing: 

Signage 
Pavement markings 
Rumble strips 
Barriers 
Enforcement 
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Long-term solutions include such features as changing: 

The radius of a curve 
Vertical alignment 
Intersection alignment 
Widening shoulders 
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RSA Step 5: Analysis and Report  

Ideas for Improvements and Countermeasures 

Every Day Counts (EDC) is an initiative of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) designed 
to identify and deploy innovation aimed at reducing the time it takes to deliver highway 
projects, enhance safety, and protect the environment. FHWA Everyday Counts Initiatives have 
identified proven safety countermeasures.  

Some of these countermeasures are: 
 Longitudinal rumble strips 
 Safety edge 
 Corridor access management 
 Roundabouts 
 Medians and pedestrian crossing islands 
 Enhanced delineation and friction for horizontal curves 
 Road safety audit 

 
Performing a road safety audit is considered a proven safety countermeasure because the RSA 
can identify ways to improve safety and knowing is useful for budgeting and implementing. 
 
The FHWA is continually adding countermeasures to its list of proven safety countermeasures.  
Check out its website at:  https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/provencountermeasures/  
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RSA Step 5: Analysis and Report  

Other Resources for Safety Countermeasures 

LTAP classes on intersections, stop signs, curves, local safety plans and others offer resources 
and suggestions for safety countermeasures.   

FHWA resources include: 

 Pedestrian countermeasures: 
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/innovation/everydaycounts/edc_4/guide_to_improve_uncontro
lled_crossings.pdf  

 Curve countermeasures: 
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/roadway_dept/countermeasures/horicurves/fhwasa15084/ 

 Stop control countermeasures: 
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/intersection/other_topics/fhwasa09020/fhwasa09020.pdf  

PennDOT resources include: 

 PA strategic highway safety plan: 
https://www.penndot.gov/TravelInPA/Safety/Pages/Strategic-Highway-Safety-Plan.aspx 

 PennDOT safety plans—for roadway departures, intersection safety, and speed 
management: https://www.penndot.gov/TravelInPA/Safety/Pages/Safety-Infrastructure-
Improvement-Programs.aspx 
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General report outline: 

1. Study location background 

2. Team identification 

3. Safety successes 

4. Corridor wide suggestions 

5. Location specific suggestions 

6. Summary 
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General report outline: 

Section 1: Study location background 

The first section of the report should contain background information. This information should 
include a location map, description of the location/corridor, and relevant data. The data could 
include traffic volumes, speeds, crash data, roadway configuration (lanes, lane widths, etc.). 

Section 2: Team identification 

Identify the team members and their roles in the RSA.  

Section 3: Safety successes 

After gathering information from the field view and the analysis, the RSA Team should discuss 
and document safety successes. One purpose of the RSA is to determine what roadway features 
already contribute to safety. This could include existing signs, pavement markings, intersection 
traffic controls, and other features. Good maintenance practices, such as well trimmed 
vegetation, well maintained shoulders, etc. should also be identified.  

Section 4: Corridor wide suggestions 
This section should identify corridor-wide improvements. These are safety suggestions that can 
be applied throughout the whole roadway study segment. Typically it can include items like 
vegetation removal/trimming, sign retroreflectivity, sign maintenance, longitudinal pavement 
markings, and others.  

Section 5: Site Specific Improvements  
This section should include analysis and countermeasures for specific improvements at 
intersections, curves, and other spots. Using maps and photos is a simple method to list issues 
and potential fixes. Issues can be 
identified by short statements 
and photos, and the 
corresponding recommendation 
can be added.  This should be 
completed for curves, 
intersections, bridges, and other 
safety locations.  
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Section 6: Summary  
 This section should summarize the suggestions in the report. Countermeasures are typically 

identified for short, medium, and long-term improvements.  

RSA STEP 6: PRESENTATION OF RESULTS 
 
After your RSA Team’s analysis is complete, prepare a report. A thorough RSA report includes 
several components: 
 Summarize the project, or section of 

roadway, that was studied 
 List and describe the documents the RSA 

Team used during its analysis and 
discussion. 

 Summarize the scope of the study. What 
is the RSA Team trying to accomplish? 

 List and describe RSA Team meetings and 
site visits 

 List and describe the safety issues 
discovered by the team as well as 
suggestions for improving those 
conditions  
 

The report does not have to be complex. As shown in the presentation slides, the report can be 
a series of photos and comments, or even lists of ideas.  
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RSA STEP 7: FORMAL RESPONSE PREPARATION 
 
Once the project owner and the design team have reviewed the audit report, they should 
jointly prepare a written response to its findings. The response should outline what actions the 
project owner or design team will take related to each safety concern listed in the audit report. 
The documentation of a formal response is especially beneficial if the project owner and the 
design team are not planning on addressing all of the safety issues outlined in the RSA report. A 
letter report format, signed by the project owner, is a valid method of responding to the RSA 
report.  
 
While the final report describes the activity and analysis of the RSA Team, formal responses are 
specific statements that address particular problems.  A response typically describes a potential 
roadway improvement, followed by the RSA Team’s opinion whether that improvement should 
be accomplished. Responses may indicate the reason the RSA Team recommends an 
improvement or not, as well as recommending the improvement for short-term or long-term 
application. 

RSA STEP 8: INCLUSION OF FINDINGS 
 
If your RSA was conducted to explore potential improvements for existing conditions, the 
recommendations from the study may be added to operating budgets or maintenance 
programs.   
 
Coordinate with PennDOT and your planning partner (MPO/RPO/County) for funding and 
planning. Apply for grants.  
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PART 3: RSA EXAMPLE #1 
 
Notes: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PART 3: RSA EXAMPLE #2 
 
Notes: 
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SUMMARY: 
 
Taking proactive steps to improve safety on a road is vital to improving safety in your 
community. The RSA process provides a guide for assessing your existing roads and 
intersections to identify potential safety issues, and corresponding countermeasures. The RSA is 
a proven safety tool for you to use.  

 
 You can look up your crash data at: https://crashinfo.penndot.gov/PCIT/welcome.html 
 RSAs are a proven safety countermeasure identified by FHWA  
 An RSA is “a formal safety performance examination of an existing or future road or 

intersection by an independent audit team.   
 An RSA is a proactive approach to roadway safety. 
 A complete RSA is an 8-step process.   

1. Project identification 
2. Team selection 
3. Start-up meeting 
4. Field visits 
5. Analyze and report 
6. Communication and presentation of results 
7. Formal response 
8. Inclusion of findings 

 FHWA RSA Guidelines:  Available on the FHWA website, and is published as a PDF or in 
HTML. https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/rsa/guidelines/documents/FHWA_SA_06_06.pdf 

An RSS is a Team Effort 

Different Perspectives = Better Results 
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EVALUATIONS  

  
In three months, you will receive an evaluation form via email for this course. Please complete 
the form and email back to ltap@psats.org. Your evaluation is combined with other class 
participants to support the value of the training.   
  
  

FOR MORE ASSISTANCE ...  

  
Address :  Pennsylvania Department of Transportation Bureau of Planning and Research  

400 North Street, 6th Floor  
             Harrisburg, PA 17120   
Website:  https://gis.penndot.gov/ltap/  
Phone:      1-800-FOR-LTAP or  717-787-5243  
Fax:           717-783-9152  
Email:       ltap@pa.gov   
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