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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Easton Environmental Advisory CƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ !ŦŦƛƴƛǘȅ /ƛǊŎƭŜ ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ άǿŀƭƪŀōƛƭƛǘȅέ 

ŀƴŘ άǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴ-ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅέ characteristics of the Third Street corridor to identify and recommend 

potential improvements.  In general, the physical fabric of the city ς its regular street/block structure, 

mix of uses and historic buildings within the corridor -- ŎǊŜŀǘŜǎ ŀ άǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴ-ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅέΣ άwalkableέ 

environment.  However, there is room for improvement along the corridor in creating safer and more 

visible pedestrian street crossings, modernizing curb ramps to comply with current standards under the 

Americans with Disabilities Act όά!5!έύ, and providing aesthetic and functional improvements with 

public art installations and amenities such as additional benches, bicycle racks, and other street 

furniture.   In particular,  the EAC recommends improvements of crosswalks and curb ramps throughout 

ǘƘŜ ŎƻǊǊƛŘƻǊ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜŘ ǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴ ŎǊƻǎǎǿŀƭƪǎ ǿƛǘƘ άōǳƳǇ-ƻǳǘǎέ ŀƴŘ  ƻǘƘŜǊ 

traffic calming measures, better protection of pedestrian safety in certain high speed or high traffic 

areas with bollards or other barriers to separate pedestrians from the flow of traffic, replacement of 

diagonal curb ramps with perpendicular curb ramps, installation of detectible warnings at the new 

ramps in accordance with ADA requirements, and installation of mid-block pedestrian crosswalks along  

blocks of 300 feet or greater in length.  Programmatically, we recommend a program of education of 

residents and increased implementation and enforcement of applicable legal requirements to protect 

pedestrians and to improve the pedestrian experience.  

In general, the goal of these recommended physical and functional changes, along with the 

programmatic changes, are intended to ŀƭǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŦǳƴŘŀƳŜƴǘŀƭ άōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǇƻǿŜǊέ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ƳƻǘƻǊ 

vehicles and pedestrians.  This area of town should not be considered to be more protective and 

accommodating of motor vehicle traffic than of pedestrians. 

Two segments within the corridor require particular attention to, and substantial improvement of, 

άǿŀƭƪŀōƛƭƛǘȅέ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎǎΥ  όмύ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƎƳŜƴǘ ŀƭƻƴƎ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜ !ǾŜƴǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ North Third 

Street and Bushkill Street (just beyond the Route 22 overpass); and (2) the intersection of South Third 

Street and Larry Holmes Drive. 
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SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
General Recommendations 
 
We recommend that the City undertake a visual survey of the pedestrian crosswalks in the downtown 

district to determine where repainting or other maintenance is required.  At a minimum, we 

recommend that the pedestrian crosswalks along Third Street (and along intersecting cross-streets) be 

examined and repainted where required.  At the time of such repainting, we recommend that  

additional markings be used in addition to two simple white lines to enhance the visibility of these 

crosswalks;  so-ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άȊŜōǊŀέ ƻǊ άƭŀŘŘŜǊέ ǎǘǊƛǇƛƴƎ  ƻǊ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊƭȅ ƘƛƎƘ Ǿƛǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ƳŀǊƪƛƴƎǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ 

whenever feasible. 

We recommend that consideration be given to replacement of the simple pavement markings with 

installation of the type of improved crosswalk within the 200 block of North Third Street (depicted in 

Figure 4), whenever feasible. This is especially applicable due to its characteristics as a heavily-traveled 

thoroughfare and fairly dense, mixed-use streetscape for which the City wishes to encourage pedestrian 

traffic for business and tourism.  This is true particularly because of the retail businesses within this 

Street Corridor Enhancement Overlay Zoning District and its location (subject to final alignment 

decisions) along the Bushkill Creek Heritage Trail.  While we recognize that City budgetary constraints 

may cause other projects to command a higher priority, this recommendations should be implemented 

where roadway improvements are otherwise proposed for crosswalk intersections.1 

We also recommend that the City consider altering existing diagonal curb ramps and replacing them 

with perpendicular curb ramps at selected locations such as the intersection of South Third Street and 

Pine Street to mitigate the risk to pedestrians and disabled persons posed by motor vehicle traffic 

turning right to enter the city Parking Garage. 

We further recommend that the city evaluate whether curb ramps in the corridor comply with 

requirements under the Americans with Disabilities Act to ensure pedestrian accessibility to the 

maximum extent feasible. 

We recommend that the City evaluate, with an engineering study conducted by the appropriate 

professionals and with due regard for safety issues, whether well-marked mid-block pedestrian 

ŎǊƻǎǎƛƴƎǎ ƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ άƭƻƴƎ ōƭƻŎƪǎέ ŀƭƻƴƎ bƻǊǘƘ ¢ƘƛǊŘ {ǘǊŜŜǘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ {ǇǊƛƴƎ DŀǊŘŜƴ 

Street and Center Square, and between Ferry Street and Larry Holmes Drive.  A program of advance 

άŘǊƛǾŜǊ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴέ ǘƻ ŀƭŜǊǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳŎƘ ŎǊƻǎǎƛƴƎs are planned might be necessary to establish an 

appropriate set of driver expectations of pedestrians crossing in these areas. This program might include 

                                                           
1
 According to www.walkinginfo.orgΣΣέŀpproximate crosswalk installation costs are $100 ($400 for four legs of an 

intersection) for a marked crosswalk with two transverse lines, $300 ($1200 for four legs of an intersection) for an 

international crosswalk, and $20,000 ($80,000 for four legs of an intersection; also depends on the size of the 

intersection) for a patterned concrete crosswalk. Maintenance of the markings must also be consideredΦέ 

http://www.walkinginfo.org/engineering/crossings-crosswalks.cfm 

http://www.walkinginfo.org/
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ŀŘǾŀƴŎŜ ƴƻǘƛŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƳŜŘƛŀ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜΣ ŀƴŘ ŀŘǾŀƴŎŜ ǎƛƎƴŀƎŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 

crossƛƴƎ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ όŜΦƎΦΣ άtŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴ /ǊƻǎǎƛƴƎ /ƻƳƛƴƎ IŜǊŜ ƛƴ ώƳƻƴǘƘκȅŜŀǊϐέύΦ ¢ƘŜ ŘǊƛǾŜǊ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴ 

component should also include new high-visibility signs at the new crosswalks advising motor vehicle 

drivers to yield to pedestrians in the crosswalks, and educational information in city utility bill mailings 

ŀōƻǳǘ ƳƻǘƻǊƛǎǘǎΩ ŘǳǘƛŜǎ ǘƻ ȅƛŜƭŘ ǘƘŜ ǊƛƎƘǘ ƻŦ ǿŀȅ ǘƻ ǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴǎ ƛƴ ŎǊƻǎǎǿŀƭƪǎΦ 

Finally, we recommend a program to establish additional pedestrian amenities to enhance the overall 

pedestrian experience along the Third Street corridor, including benches, public art, informational 

signage, and public restrooms either within the corridor or nearby.  With respect to restrooms, the city 

should not exclusively rely on existing private accommodations and should undertake a study of how 

public accommodations can be funded and established. 

Recommendations for Specific Locations 

The City should evaluate, with PennDOT, additional traffic calming measures along College Avenue and 

improve signage on College Avenue relating to the pedestrian crossing. We have also been informally 

advised that there is some discussion within City departments concerning moving the mid-block 

crosswalk further south along Third Street.  This would reduce the hazard to crossing pedestrians posed 

by motor vehicle traffic descending College Avenue at excessive speeds and the proximity of the 

crosswalk to the curve. 

¢ƘŜ /ƛǘȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘƛƴƎ ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ǘƻ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ άǿŀƭƪŀōƛƭƛǘȅέ ƻŦ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜ 

Avenue to encourage pedestrian travel between College Hill and the Downtown district.  We consider 

the best approach to likely be a combination of improvements and small details that collectively will 

change the pedestrian experience.  Candidate improvements include: changing the scale of the lighting 

fixtures along College Avenue to reduce them to human scale, appropriately lighting the pedestrian 

walkway and making it feel like a walkway, not merely like a thoroughfare for motor vehicles; creation 

of public art along the way to create an experience which is visually powerful and integrates downtown 

with the topographically-separated College Hill. 

We recommend that the City evaluate additional traffic calming measures for traffic turning from North 

Third at the base of College Avenue (across from the Williams Visual Arts Building) onto Bushkill Street 

including curb extension and/or decreasing the curb radius at that location, and enhancement of the 

visibility of the pedestrian crossing at that location. 

The City should review the necessity for the right-hand-turn-on-red designation at the intersection of 

Third Street and the Snyder Street/Route 22 exit ramp and consider adjusting the crosswalk markings or 

ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ŀ ά{¢htέ ƭƛƴŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŀllow more space between vehicles which have exited Route 22 

and the pedestrian crossing.  The City should also analyze the feasibility of making the intersection 

curve/curb more flared, with a smaller corner radius to reduce vehicle speed on turning and reduce the 

ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ƻŦ άǊƻƭƭƛƴƎ ǎǘƻǇǎέ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴǘersection.  

The City should consider a mix of visual and aesthetic improvements for the Route 22 overpass area in 

consultation with appropriate authorities and other third parties such as PennDOT.  These 
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improvements could include the following elements, among others: (1) additional plantings along the 

earthen slopes adjoining the concrete abutment; (2) the use of color to mitigate the visually unattractive 

ōƭŀƴƪ ƎǊŀȅ ŀƴŘ ƛǊƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǾŜǊǇŀǎǎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΤ όоύ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƻǾŜǊƘŜŀŘ ƭƛƎƘǘƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ άǘǳƴƴŜƭέΤ όпύ public 

art projects such as murals, sculpture, etc.; (5) an explicit message of welcome. A longer-range overall 

comprehensive re-visioning of the intersection of Third and Bushkill Streets should include further 

changes to encourage pedestrian travel and improve clarity of traffic flow, particularly for traffic 

northbound on Third Street, where travel lanes are ambiguous. 

 We recommend that future phases of planning in this South Third Street/Larry Holmes Drive area 

specifically address the complex and pedestrian-unfriendly characteristics of this intersection. These 

include but are not limited to the excessive crossing length, the absence of clearly marked pedestrian 

crossings and pedestrian refuges, the absence of standard pedestrian-crossing signalization to 

accompany the controls and the absence of any pedestrian amenities such as benches or public art. 

Finally, for the Lehigh River Trail/multi-use path along the Lehigh River bridge, we recommend the 

installation of a barrier between this path and the roadway of adequate height (perhaps three feet) to 

protect bicyclists using the trail/path.   
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I.  INTRODUCTION 

Background of the EAC 

¢ƘŜ /ƛǘȅ ƻŦ 9ŀǎǘƻƴ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ !ŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ  όά9!/έύ ƛǎ ŀn advisory body established by  ordinance 

of the City of Easton pursuant to its authority under the Local Government Code.2   For organizational 

ŀƴŘ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ 9!/ Ƙŀǎ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǎǳōƎǊƻǳǇǎ όǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ά!ŦŦƛƴƛǘȅ /ƛǊŎƭŜǎέύ ŜŀŎƘ ƻŦ 

which focuses upon a particular subject matter.3  This is a report ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ά¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴέ !ŦŦƛƴƛǘȅ /ircle, 

which has responsibility to examine issues relating to all aspects of transportation within the City 

including pedestrian, bicycle, motor vehicle, and mass transit.   

Project Background 

Each EAC Affinity Circle established year-end goals for 2009. The 2009 goals of the Transportation 

Affinity Circle included άproviding the City with an analysis of potential enhancements for a pedestrian-

friendly urban environment in a ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻǊǊƛŘƻǊέ.  The primary goal of the study was to identify the 

άǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴ-ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅέ ǿŜŀƪƴŜǎǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǊǊƛŘƻǊΣ ǘƻ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ potential άǇedestrian-

ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅέ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜƳŜƴǘǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǊǊƛŘƻǊ, and to make recommendations to the City Administration 

for review and action by the appropriate city officials.   

A related secondary goal was to conduct a limited review of the available literature concerning urban 

ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŦƻǊ άǿŀƭƪŀōƛƭƛǘȅέ ŀƴŘ άǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴ-ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅέ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǘŜǊƛŀ ǳǎŜŘ ƛƴ ƻǳǊ 

review so that the lessons learned in our study could be applied to other corridors.  However, it was also 

decided that we would not attempt to establish a rigorous methodology for our study, given that the 

study was conducted by volunteer non-professionals. 

Description of the Street Corridor Segment Studied    

Through a process of internal discussion and consensus, the Transportation Affinity Circle determined 

that the initial study corridor would be Third Street from its intersection with College Avenue at the base 

of College Hill to the intersection of South Third Street and Larry Holmes Drive.  However, upon further 

examination, it was determined that the study corridor should be enlarged to include the segment of 

College Avenue bounded on the north by the intersection of College Avenue and McCartney Street 

ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άǿŀƭƪŀōƛƭƛǘȅέ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ ǎŜƎƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǇŜdestrian traffic on the 

remainder of the Third Street corridor.  

                                                           
2
 tŜƴƴǎȅƭǾŀƴƛŀΩǎ General Local Government Code authorizes municipal governing bodies to establish 

Environmental Advisory Councils άǘƻ ŀŘǾƛǎŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƎŜƴŎƛŜǎΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎΣ ōǳǘ ƴƻǘ ƭimited to...the 
planning commission... and elected officials, on matters dealing with protection, conservation, management, 
prƻƳƻǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ŀƛǊΣ ƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǿŀǘŜǊ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎέ όGeneral Local Government Code, 
53 Pa. C.S.A. § 232нύ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ άƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŎƻƳƳŜƴŘ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳǎΦΦΦŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 
protection and improvement of the quality of the environment within its territorial limiǘǎέΦ LōƛŘΦΣ ро tŀΦ /Φ{Φ!Φ 
§2324(a)(1) 

3
 ¢ƘŜ 9ŀǎǘƻƴ 9!/ ά!ŦŦƛƴƛǘȅ /ƛǊŎƭŜǎέ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜΥ Water, Transportation, Education and Promotion, Urban Forest, Waste-

Recycling, Governmental Liaison, and Energy/Green Building. 
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Figure 1 Corridor Map 

Issues Considered in this Study  The participants evaluated and made observations concerning four 

general aspects of the pedestrian experience on Third Street: (1) pedestrian safety; (2) pedestrian 

accessibility; (3) connectivity for pedestrian traffic; (4) άwalkabilityέΦ   

II. THOUGHTS ABOUT EA{¢hbΩ{ ά²![Y!.L[L¢¸έ 

²Ŝ ōŜƎƛƴ ƻǳǊ ŜȄŀƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¢ƘƛǊŘ {ǘǊŜŜǘΩǎ άǿŀƭƪŀōƛƭƛǘȅέ ŀƴŘ άǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴ-ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅέ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎǎ with 

observations about another small American college town in which the relationship between pedestrians 

and motor vehicles works particularly well:  Northampton, Massachusetts.  Northampton has a 

ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀǇǇǊƻȄƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ нуΣрллΣ ŀ ǎƛȊŜ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ ǘƻ 9ŀǎǘƻƴΩǎΦ  Like Easton, Northampton is also a 

county seat.  ¢ƘŜ aŀƛƴ {ǘǊŜŜǘ ƻŦ bƻǊǘƘŀƳǇǘƻƴ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛȊŜŘ ŀǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άƎǊŜŀǘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎǇŀŎŜǎέ 
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of the United States.4    The ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ǿƘȅ bƻǊǘƘŀƳǇǘƻƴΩǎ Main Street deserves this special recognition 

are described in the following way:  

What sets this street apart is the way pedestrians and vehicles co-exist peacefully, with 

neither element dominating the other.  Although the street is rather wide (four lanes 

plus diagonal parking), the speed of vehicular traffic tends to be rather slow.  In 

addition, there seems to be an acknowledgement amongst all users of the street that 

pedestrians have the right-of-way at all times. So, even though crosswalks are not 

especially abundant, people can cross the street at will without fear of being struck by a 

vehicle. 

Since the volume of vehicular traffic is usually fairly high, the most surprising aspect of 

this street may be how the motorists don't seem to mind the preponderance of 

jaywalkers. You can spend an entire afternoon on Main Street without hearing a single 

honk. 

Of course, there wouldn't be so many people crossing the street if there wasn't 

something drawing them to it in the first place. With its human-scaled environment, 

historic buildings, and inviting storefronts, Northampton's Main Street is a place that 

makes people want to stick around and explore. 

9ŀǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŦǳƴŘŀƳŜƴǘŀƭ physical fabric -- its own historic buildings within a human-scaled environment, its 

sidewalk networks along and within a regular street/block structure ς also creates the basis for a 

walkable and pedestrian-friendly environment.  With some relatively minor enhancements and 

attention to details, we can (and should) encourage and facilitate this easy relationship between motor 

vehicles and pedestrians.  Doing so is one important element in facilitating pedestrian activity and 

honoring 9ŀǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƳƛǎŜ ŀǎ ŀ pedestrian-friendly town in which its physical characteristics 

are as welcoming to visitors as its spirit.    

It is important that we pay attention to small details such as those recognized in this report.  This is 

because the experiences of residents and visitors are fundamentally shaped by these details: whether 

the pavement markings of a crosswalk are faded or recently repainted; whether a long block without 

crosswalks requires a long walk simply to explore a store on the other side of the street; whether a 

street feels lively and active because of beautiful public art or whether it feels like a long expanse of 

concrete; whether it feels safe to walk through a tunnel at nighttime because it is well-lit or whether we 

avoid the area beyond it altogether because access to it feels insecure. 

We recognize that this report will appear critical, because the evaluation was designed to identify 

problems and to propose recommendations and improvements.  However, we would be remiss in failing 

to note that compared to many of its neighboring municipalities, Easton is an eminently walkable 

                                                           
4
 Project for Public Spaces, άDǊŜŀǘ tǳōƭƛŎ {ǇŀŎŜǎΥ aŀƛƴ {ǘǊŜŜǘΣ bƻǊǘƘŀƳǇǘƻƴΣ a!έ ŀŎŎŜǎǎŜŘ ŀǘΥ 

http://www.pps.org/great_public_spaces/one?public_place_id=184 

http://www.pps.org/great_public_spaces/one?public_place_id=184
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community.  Given economic circumstances which encourage a return to more traditional values and 

scale of living, and facing an energy future which will ultimately force us to transcend our reliance on 

fossil fuels, walkable small-ǘƻǿƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ 9ŀǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ increasingly seen as ever more 

desirable places to live.  

III. OBSERVATIONS APPLICABLE TO THE ENTIRE CORRIDOR  

General Observations Concerning Pedestrian Crosswalks 

The pedestrian crosswalks5 along Third Street itself within the study corridor are generally located at 

intersections which are controlled by traffic control signals. Most importantly, these include the Third 

Street intersections with Bushkill Street, the Center Square traffic circle, and Ferry Street.   In addition, a 

pedestrian crosswalk was installed mid-block in the 200 block of North Third Street just south of its 

intersection with College Avenue.  This location is not controlled by any traffic control signal. 

 Relevant Provisions of the Pa. Motor Vehicle Code.  

The Pa. Motor Vehicle Code contains the following provisions relating to pedestrian traffic and 

crosswalks: 

§ 3541. Obedience of pedestrians to traffic-control devices and 

regulations. 

(a) Traffic-control devices.--A pedestrian shall obey the instructions of a 

police officer or other appropriately attired person authorized to direct, 

control or regulate traffic. 

(b) Traffic and pedestrian-control signals.--Local authorities by 

ordinance may require pedestrians to obey traffic and pedestrian-

control signals as provided in sections 3112 (relating to traffic-control 

signals) and 3113 (relating to pedestrian-control signals). 

§ 3542. Right-of-way of pedestrians in crosswalks. 

(a) General rule.--When traffic-control signals are not in place or not in 

operation, the driver of a vehicle shall yield the right-of-way to a 

                                                           
5
 ¦ƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ tŀΦ aƻǘƻǊ ±ŜƘƛŎƭŜ /ƻŘŜ όтр tŀΦ /Φ{Φ!Φ ϠмлнΣ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ά/ǊƻǎǎǿŀƭƪέύΣ ŀ ǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴ ŎǊƻǎǎǿŀƭƪ ƛǎΥ όмύ 

that part of a roadway at an intersection included within the connections of the lateral lines of the sidewalks on 

opposite sides of the highway, measured from the curbs or, in the absence of curbs, from the edges of the 

traversable roadway; and, in the absence of a sidewalk on one side of the roadway, that part of a roadway 

included within the extension of the lateral lines of the existing sidewalk; (2) Any portion of a roadway at an 

intersection or elsewhere distinctly indicated for pedestrian crossing by lines or other markings on the surface.  

¢ƘǳǎΣ ŀ άŎǊƻǎǎǿŀƭƪέ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ƳŀǊƪŜŘ ƻǊ ǳƴƳŀǊƪŜŘΦ  IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƻǳǊ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƳƻǘƻǊ ǾŜƘƛŎƭŜ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ 

ŀǊŜŀΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƎƎǊŜǎǎƛǾŜ ŘǊƛǾƛƴƎ ƘŀōƛǘǎΣ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛȊŜ ǎǳŎƘ ǳƴƳŀǊƪŜŘ άŎǊƻǎǎǿŀƭƪǎέ 
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pedestrian crossing the roadway within any marked crosswalk or within 

any unmarked crosswalk at an intersection. [emphasis supplied]. 

(b) Exercise of care by pedestrian.--No pedestrian shall suddenly leave a 

curb or other place of safety and walk or run into the path of a vehicle 

which is so close as to constitute a hazard. 

§ 3543. Pedestrians crossing at other than crosswalks. 

(a) General rule.--Every pedestrian crossing a roadway at any point 

other than within a crosswalk at an intersection or any marked 

crosswalk shall yield the right-of-way to all vehicles upon the roadway. 

 (c) Between controlled intersections in urban district.--Between 

adjacent intersections in urban districts at which traffic-control signals 

are in operation pedestrians shall not cross at any place except in a 

marked crosswalk. 

¢ƘŜ Řƻǿƴǘƻǿƴ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƛǘȅ ƻŦ 9ŀǎǘƻƴ ƛǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀƴ άǳǊōŀƴ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘέΦ6  Thus, where traffic control 

signals are not present, drivers of motor vehicles are required to yield the right of way to any pedestrian 

who is crossing the roadway within any marked crosswalk whether or not at an intersection.  Such 

drivers must also yield the right of way to any pedestrian who is crossing within any crosswalk at an 

uncontrolled intersection, even if ǘƘŜ ŎǊƻǎǎǿŀƭƪ ƛǎ άunmarkedέ.  Therefore, for example, at the crosswalk 

within the 200 block of North Third Street ƴŜŀǊ [ŀŦŀȅŜǘǘŜ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜΩǎ ²ƛƭƭƛŀƳǎ ±ƛǎǳŀƭ !Ǌǘǎ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ at the 

base of College Hill, motor vehicle drivers are required to yield the right of way to any pedestrian 

crossing Third Street within the crosswalk.  If a pedestrian attempts to cross North Third Street within 

that block at a location other than within the marked crosswalk or at an intersection, the opposite rule 

applies: the pedestrian must yield the right of way to the motor vehicle. 

Importantly, it is unlawful for a ǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴ ǘƻ ŎǊƻǎǎ ŀ ǊƻŀŘǿŀȅ άbetween adjacent intersections in urban 

districts at which traffic-ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ ǎƛƎƴŀƭǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ except in a marked crosswalk.  75 Pa. C.S.A. 

§3543.  Except for its intersection with Church Street, each intersection along Third Street is controlled 

by traffic-control signals.  Thus, in general, pedestrians crossing Third Street must do so either at the 

intersection or within a marked crosswalk.   

                                                           
6
  ¦ƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ aƻǘƻǊ ±ŜƘƛŎƭŜ /ƻŘŜΣ ŀƴ άǳǊōŀƴ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘέ ƛǎ άǘƘŜ ǘŜǊǊƛǘƻǊȅ ŎƻƴǘƛƎǳƻǳǎ ǘƻ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ŀƴȅ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ 

is built up with structures devoted to business, industry or dwelling houses situated at intervals of less than 100 

ŦŜŜǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŀ ǉǳŀǊǘŜǊ ƳƛƭŜ ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜέΦ тр tŀΦ /Φ{Φ!Φ ϠмлнΦ 
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The crosswalks along Third Street almost universally consist solely of two painted parallel white lines. 

These markings are not easily and clearly seen from a distance by a motor vehicle driver.   

 

Figure 3 Intersection of N. Third Street and Bushkill Street, facing north 

Because these crosswalks consist solely of two painted lines, good 

maintenance of the markings is crucial to preserve their visibility.  As a general matter, pedestrian 

crosswalk markings at the intersections of Third Street are in good condition, except for some fading at 

the intersection of South Third and Ferry Streets.  However, we have noted that numerous other 

crosswalks across streets which intersect Third Street require repainting, especially where road repairs 

have been performed in the intersections and affected crosswalks have not been repainted.  We 

recommend that the City undertake a visual survey of the crosswalks in the downtown area to 

determine where repainting or other maintenance is required. 

In contrast with the generally-used parallel lines, the crosswalk in the 200 block of North Third Street is a 

high-visibility pedestrian crosswalk with decorative paving and lampposts. The crosswalk is shown below 

in Figure 4, a series of still frame captures from the PennDOT State Highway Video Inventory (northerly 

direction of view). 

 

Figure 4: 200 Block of North Third Street (northerly view) 

Figure 2 Intersection of S. Third St. and 

Pine St., facing south 


