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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

OFFICE OF 
SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION 

. . 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
HARRISBURG. PENNSYLVAN A 17120 

December 4,2009 

Honorable Joseph F. Markosek 
Majority Chairman, House Transportation Committee 
314 h i s  Office Building 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-2025 

Dear Representative Markosek: 

The Department would like to thank the House Transportation Committee for the oppomutity 
to provide the Automated ~ e d  Light Enforcement ( A m )  testimony on ~ctober 21,2009.- k a 

- 

follow-up, PennDOT submits the following information in response to questions presented during the 
hearing: 

How are fines disbursed for typical red light running violations that are not part of 
the ARLE Program? 

Ajine issued by a Police Oficer is $25 for running a red light (75 Pa. C.S. 
$6502(a)). Two fine disfributions scenarios can occur based on the police 
organization issuing the fine: 

When a Municipal Police @cer administers the fine, halfof the fine 
($12.50) is deposited into the Motor License Fund (MLF) and the other half 
($12.50) is retained by the municipality for unrestricted use in their general 
account. 
When a State Police qfficer administers thefine, the entirefine ($25.00) LF 
deposited into the Motor License Fund where it is separated info iwo 
dtfferenr accounts (42 Pa. C.S. $3571). Based on 42 Pa. C.S. $3571, halfof 
thefine ($12.50) is deposited into the Motor License Fund (MLF) and the 
other half('l2.50) is placed into an "earmarked" account within the Motor 
License Fund. The earmarked account is returned to the municipality at the 
end of the fmcai year and deposited in the Municipality's General Account. 

AJow chart has been provided in Exhibit A that depicts this distribution. 

Do other states currently have ARLE programs? 
The Department conducted research on this question and has obtained 
information from the Insurance Instilute for Highway Safety which is compiled in 
Exhibit B. 

Why does the Department typically evaluate multiple years of crash data? 
67Pa.C.S. j212.302@)(2) indicates the use of a minimum of three years of 
available crash data when evaluating crashes at signalized intersections. (Please 
refer to Exhibit C. "Crash Data" for a detailed explanation.) 
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Was interest accruing in the restricted Motor License account? 
The Department has determined that the money obtainedfrom the ARLE Program 
is placed info a restricted account within the MLFand the entire h4LF balance 
accrues interest, however, the interest is nor distributed into the individual 
specific accounts. 

The Department will continue to work through the Independent Regulatory Review 
Commission to come to a resolution via regulation as to the disbursement of funds generated 
through the ARLE program. 

If you have any additional questions concerning this matter, please contact Mr. Daryl St. 
Clair, P.E., Acting Director of the Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering at 
(717) 787-7350. 

Sincerely, 

R. Scott Christie, P.E. 
Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 

Enclosures 



Red Light Running Fine (non-automated) Breakdown 
"Exhibit A" 

Liquid Fuels ~ o n e y  
Unmtricted 





EXHIBIT C 
Crash Data 

In most cases, additional years of crash data are used to improve the accuracy of a 
particular analysis. Three to five years of data will provide a more definite indication of 
trends and true values than one to two years of data. One to two years of data can lead to 
aberrations where a much lower or much higher than average year can skew the results. 

However, too many years of crash data can also be negative. Crash data from a long 
period of time can take into effect social, economical or environmental changes that 
result in different road conditions. Different conditions lead to different data. 

The Department has determined through its continued analysis of crash data that typically 
three to five years of crash data provides the correct sample size to evaluate and make 
proper safety decisions. The Department has also learned through its experience, that 
crash data spanning typically five or more years may not provide an accurate - ~- 

representation of a particular corridor due to the increased possibility of intersection 
modifications (infrastructure imvrovements, commerciaVresidential/industrial additions 
or modifications, etc.). ~herefoie, the Ilep&ent believes that three to five years of 
crash data is a proper median to ensure: 

o Development of an accurate representation 

o Adequate sample sizes 

o Trend evaluation 

o Reliable results through multiple site evaluations 




