















































Mr. Huettner asked if safety certificates should be obtained before and ATV is purchased and/or
ridden. He agrees that minors should have safety certificates but questions appropriateness of
timing. '

Mr. Barrick said that ATV purchases are not whimsical and that safety courses should be held
before the purchase, similar to gun laws.

Mr. Huettner expressed concern that if a child is already riding an ATV, there is no incentive for
the parent to send the child to a safety course. Dr. Silverman suggested that fines are built into
the titling process. He also suggested that failure to obtain a safety certificate within 30, 60, or
90-days of receiving a title should result in a fine. Ms. Nizer told the group that MV A does not
ask for the age of a person when titling ATVs and reminded that group that the title is usually
under the parents’ name.

Dr. Lichenstein agreed with the safety certificate requirement but expressed concern with the
limited number of places to ride an ATV in Maryland. Mr. Peditto informed the group that DNR
provides training classes for people that do not have or bring an ATV to the course. The number
of classes is based on demand. Dr. Lichenstein said that he would prefer if children receive
training prior to purchase of an ATV.

Mr. Peditto said that less than 30% of ATV accidents and fatalities are children less than 16
years. He said that if you have not demonstrated the ability to ride, with the exception of some
grandfathering, you should have to take the safety course regardless of age if you are a first-time
buyer or under age 16. Mr. Huettner and Dr. Silverman agreed.

Ms. VanKleeck suggests wording for the age requirements read, “...if you were born after
1992...”

Ms. VanKleeck said that public service announcements regarding safety certificates should be
created to get the word out through media outlets. Mr. Peditto feels that citations for
noncompliance in Maryland would send purchasers to neighboring states.

Dr. Lichenstein asked if safety certificates are required of Maryland youth who ride in West

- Virginia. Mr. Peditto said that a certificate is required if you are in West Virginia for more than
3 days, otherwise, no. He said that Maryland could enter into a reciprocity agreement with West
Virginia. :

Mr. Battley suggested that any ATV operators 16 years or younger and all new owners (riders)
receive mandatory training. Mr. Peditto said that this requirement would not be applicable for
agricultural or farm usage.

Mr. Peditto asked how safety certificate training would be funded. Ms. VanKleeck said that
currently, owners of new ATVs and eligible family members may take the course at no cost. For
used ATV purchases, there is a $75 fee for children under age 16 and $125 for adults.




Mr. Battley said that the titling provision should be included to better track and understand the
number of ATV in Maryland. Dr. Lichenstein asked the difference between registration and
titling. Ms. Niser said that, in general, a title is an ownership document, while registration is
certification to ride on the road. She said that there are 8,000 ATVs titled in Maryland. The
legislature had been concerned with the allocation of the $50 titling fees. Ms. Deb Rogers said
that the only way to title an ATV in Maryland is through an electronic registration and titling
system. Lien holders usually want the borrower to obtain a title.

Further discussion ensued.

The Task Force agreed that there should be mandatory training prior to ATV use for all riders
under 16 years and all new riders, all others may be grandfathered in.

Regulation and Tracking

Dr. Burd said that data collection should reflect the impact of the safety training. Dr. Silverman
said the data should also show the number of people being training and if the number of ATV-
related injury patients are increasing or decreasing.

Mr. Wijetunge inquired about the safety benefit of training. Ms. Van Kleeck said that titling
would allow for better tracking of ATVs in Maryland.

The Task Force agreed that all new sales of ATVs will require mandatory titling. Sample
wording could be “from this day forward...” :

Data Collection

The Task Force discussed collecting data through the trauma registry. Ms. Beachley informed
the group that some data would not be captured as the trauma registry only tracks patients who
are seen in a trauma center. Mr. New said that the MAIS sheet currently has an option for ATV
injury. Dr. Silverman said that the MAIS sheet may need to be revised in order to capture more
data. ’

Dr. Burd expressed concerns about major injuries and fatalities. He said that better resources
should be provided to trauma centers to capture the data and that trauma centers are willing to
make data collection a priority. He agreed with Dr. Silverman and said that any ATV legislation
created should recommend that certain information be collected to capture better data.

Mr. Barrick said that, in his opinion, the costs to reprogram current data fields to capture more
data for both trauma and EMS should be minor..

Mr. Wijetunge asked if the Task Force had the authority to recommend that a state agency create
an annual report on ATV injuries. If a law is passed, a state agency should be responsible for re-
examining the safety issue. Mr. New said that 80% of ATV injured patients are taken to
community hospitals, and so would not be captured in the trauma registry. Also, ATV-injured
patients can be transported to the hospital by private vehicle, so there would be no ambulance-
generated MAIS report. Ms. Beachley said that trauma registrars in trauma centers will have to
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be educated on coding. She also said that an MOU with community hospitals may be necessary
in order to collect ATV-related injury data from them .

Mr. Huettner suggested that the Task Force recommend that all forms of data collection be
accessed.

Dr. Burd said that additional reporting beyond mortality and fatality should also be considered
for inclusion in any legislation. Mr. Peditto said that DNR should be required to report all
information related to ATVs in the CAD system.

Mr. Wijetunge suggested that a designated state agency could examine and report the impact of
any new state laws on morbidity and mortality.

Other Business :

Discussion ensued about similar regulation of side-by-sides or to include “side-by-sides” in the
ATV legislation. Mr. Boutwell informed the group that no one under age 16 may operate a two-
seater ATV and that there is no age requirement for the passenger. The only requirement is that
the passenger’s feet should be able to touch the floorboards and hands must reach the handlebars.
Task Force Members felt that the issue of side-by-side would be a problem but also realized that
this issue was not included in their charge.

Chairman Battley and Ms. Beachley asked the group for final consensus of the issues for
consideration. The decisions of the Task Force were summarized as follows:

1) Title all newly purchased ATV’s beginning with an agreed start date;
2) Have mandatory training before use for all new riders and riders less than age 16; and

3) Data collection process on injury and deaths from ATV/s going forward.

The meeting adjourned at 2:51 pm.
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Maryland All-Terrain Vehicle (ATV) Safety Task Force
Meeting Summary

December 8, 2008

MEMBERS PRESENT: Devin Battley; Chuck Barrick; Gregory Boutwell, Randall Burd,
William Casey; Joyce Dantzler; Shannon Frattaroli; Patricia Gainer; John Kuo; Richard
Lichenstein; Paul Peditto; John Riggio; Michael Silverman; Kathy Van Kleeck; Mary Alice Van
Hoy; Gamunu Wijetunge; Susan Ziegfeld.

OTHERS PRESENT

MIEMSS: John New; Lisa Myers; Carlita Lindsey.
MD MVA: Chrissy Niser.

Children’s National Medical Center: Tim Jones.
The meeting was called to order at 1:08 pm.

Approval of Minutes
The minutes from the November 3, 2008 meeting were amended as follows.

On page one of the Safety Certificates heading, paragraph 2 should read, “Ms. Van Kleeck
expressed concerns regarding training requirements for purchasers of ATVs rather than
operators. She said other states have training requirements for use, rather tharn purchase, since
purchasers of ATVs are not always the operator of the ATV.”

On page 4, the second paragraph should read, “Mr. Wijetunge suggested that a designated state
agency could examine and report the impact of any new state laws on morbidity and mortality.

Mr. Boutwell made a motion to approve the November 3, 2008 meeting minutes, as amended.
The motion was seconded by Mr. Wijetunge. The minutes were unanimously approved as
amended.

Interim Report to the General Assembly

Ms. Gainer gave an overview of the reporting requirements of the ATV Safety Task Force to the
General Assembly. She summarized the draft of the report to be sent to the Legislature which
included the following recommendations of the committee:

1) Allnewly-purchased ATVs should be titled, beginning with an identified start date for the
titling requirement. ,

2) Training before use of ATVs should be mandatory for all riders under 16 years of age.

3) Data collection on ATV associated injury and deaths in Maryland should be required.
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Dr. Silverman said he thought the Task Force had essentially reached consensus on safety
equipment requirements. The Task Force decided to discuss this and other areas to clarify where
consensus had been reached.

Safety Equipment - Mr. Battley said that he thought that it will be hard to mandate universal
helmet use. Ms. Van Kleeck informed the group that the SVIA supports the use of safety
equipment especially for operators under age 16, but agreed that enforcement on private land
will be difficult. Ms. Vanhoy, Dr. Lichenstein, Ms. Dantzler, Dr. Frattaroli, Dr. Silverman, and
Ms. Ziegfeld all support mandated helmet use for all.

The Task Force discussed whether an exemption from helmet use should be created for certain
uses, such as agriculture or on agricultural land. Mr. Battley said that only operators under age
16 should be required to wear safety equipment. Mr. Boutwell said that ATV Clubs support
mandatory helmet use for all, but could support helmet use for operators under age 16. Mr.
Riggio indicated that he does not support mandatory helmet use. Mr. Peditto said that helmet use
is mandatory for everyone riding on DNR land. The majority of Task Force members indicated
support for mandatory helmet use for all ages.

Ms. Vanhoy asked for clarification on what would constitute “agricultural land”. Mr. Peditto
said that it is currently defined as any land that is not developed.

After further discussion, the Task Force reached consensus that helmet use and eye protection
should be required for all operators and passengers of ATVs and that use of additional safety
equipment would be recommended, but would not be required.

Safety Training - The Task Force said that the mandatory training recommendation in the draft
report should be amended to say all operators under age 18. Training should be recommended
for persons 18 years and older, but not required. The group also decided that beginning July 1,
2010, all new ATV operators should be required to complete an ATV Safety Institute course or
an approved equivalent.

Ms. Ziegfeld asked the group if there should be minimum age requirements for operators of
ATVs. The Task Force concluded that no person under the age of 6 should be a passenger or
operator of an ATV. The group also decided that persons between ages 6 — 16 years should
operate age-appropriate and appropriately-sized ATVs.

Public Education — Ms. Van Kleeck suggested that MIEMSS coordinate a media event to
promote ATV safety. Ms. Gainer proposed that media events be held by each of the
organizations represented on the Task Force in order to promote a coordinated message about
ATV safety. The Task Force suggested that an Off-Road Safety Awareness Day or Week would
be helpful to increase public awareness. Ms. Vanhoy suggested the event be held in late spring
prior to school closings for summer vacation. The Task Force agreed.
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The members of the Task Force agreed that the public education component should stress that
ATV use is prohibited on public roads, except for crossing the road at a 90 degree angle. Dr.
Frattaroli said that she would like the Task Force to make a strong statement about prohibition of
ATy operation on paved roads.

Mr. Battley suggested that any ATV legislation for changes to Maryland law that are based on
the Task Force recommendations should be housed within the Transportation Article. The group
agreed.

The Task Force also decided that a portion of the titling fees should be allocated to the
Department of Natural Resources for maintenance and trail development, as well as to public
education initiatives.

Discussion ensued regarding ATV passengers. The Task Force agreed that the report should
include a recommendation that prohibits passengers on ATVs except for ATVs designed
specifically by the manufacturer to include passengers.

Mr. Peditto said that “side-by-side” vehicle operators should follow ATV standards until a side-
by-standard 1s in place. Ms. Van Kleeck asked whether Maryland has a definition for “ATV”.
Mr. Peditto said Maryland does have a definition for AT Vs, although it excludes “side-by-sides”.
The Task Force agreed that any legislation should include a definition of an all-terrain vehicle.
Mr. Kuo said that we should be cautious when creating the definition of ATV to ensure that
motorcycles and other vehicles are not inadvertently categorized as an ATV.

Discussion continued regarding recreational off-highway vehicles (ROVs) and utility terrain
vehicles (UTVs). The Task Force members agreed that while these vehicles are becoming
increasingly popular, they are not currently identified as ATVs. The group recommended that
another Task Force should be convened to study these vehicles, since consideration of these
vehicles is beyond the scope of the ATV Task Force.

Data Collection — Mr. Barrick informed the group that the Trauma Coordinators at each trauma
center had decided to modify their mjury coding to better capture ATV-related injury data. Ms.
Ziegfeld expressed concern with the ability of capturing data from community hospitals. Ms.
Gainer suggested that a comprehensive approach is needed to capture ATV related injury data.
The Task Force discussed the need for a coordinated data collection effort that would involve the
EMS community, trauma centers, community hospitals, and state agencies working together to
capture accurate ATV-related injury data.

Task Force members discussed whether any further meetings were necessary, since the group
had concluded its deliberations of all the issues identified for consideration. Task Force
members decided that the report to be sent to the Legislature would function as both the interim
and final reports, since the Task Force work was concluded. The Task Force set a tentative
meeting date for late January, however, in the event that ATV-related legislation is proposed in
the General Assembly. The tentative meeting is scheduled for 1:00 p.m. January 26, 2009. The
meeting will not be held unless necessary.

The Task Force meeting adjourned at 3:05 pm.
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