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ORAL TESTIMONY

Mr. Chairman, Membersof the Committee, and guests; thank you for the opportunity to provide
testimony about the potential future of red light camera programsin Pennsylvania. It isa very
important traffic safety topicfor all Pennsylvaniacitizensand visitors.

My nameis Jm Walker and | have been an active member of the National Motorists Association for
16 years. | testify frequently for the NMA on motorists and traffic safety issuest our state
legidaturem Lansing. TheNMA isadrivers rightsorganization with membersin al 50 states, the
Digtrict of Columbiaand Canada. One of our main goasisto seethat al traffic laws and their
enforcement proceduresaredirected at safety, and only at safety, never at revenue.

TheNMA 1s opposed to the useof red light cameras. Weask that House Bill 821 and the related
SenateBill 595 not become law. We further ask that the pilot program for red light camerasin
Philadel phiabeallowed to permanently expire on December 31,2011.

Qr objectionsto red light camerascan be classified into three major categories:

o Redlight camerasare about maximizingrevenue, not maximizingtraffic safety, and red light
cameraprogramsoften increase accidentrates, which is unacceptable.

o Therearelessexpensiveand more effective waysof enhancing intersection safety, waysthat
arediscouraged or sometimesvirtually prevented by the use of red light cameras.

« Anindividua's right to due processis subverted and the vehicle owner is considered guilty
until proven otherwise, a processthat is backwards to the American justice system.



If intersection safety istruly the primary concern, then red light cameras are not the answer.

F i ,thePhiladelphia nguirer recently reported police datathat show accidentsare up at red light
cameraintersectionsand | wasquoted in the article. hitp./articles. philly.com/2011-10-
25/news/30320420 1 red-light-cameras-automated-red-light-enforcement-red-light-intersections/3

We think increased accidentsa one should speak loudly to the Legislature that it istimeto end the
program in Philadephia, and not expand it to other cities.

Tomeit isthe Hippocratic Principle~ First Do No Harm.

Philade phiahasone of nany red light camera programswhere unbiased research reved sincreased
accidents. " Unbiased" meansreports by groupswith no financial conflicts of interest in the outcome
of their research. Thisshould make results of data from camera companiesvery suspect, if not
outright excluded. We dso trust officia policedata in Philadelphia as unbiased, over deta from the
Philadd phiaParking Authority which hasavested interest. And we bdieve data from groups like
the Insurance I ndtitutefor Highway Safety (JIHS) which strongly supportsred light cameras should
be examined carefully for bias. A University of South Floridareport issharply critical of | | H5
research methodsand conclusionsabout the safety benefits, or lack of benefits, for red light cameras.

hitp://www. thenewspaper.com/news/34/3413.asp

Early reports of the Philadd phiaprogram in 2005 showed increased accidentsat the first camera
Stes, asreported in the Philadel phia Weekly using police data.
http:/fwww.philadelphiaweekly.com/mews-and-opinion/red-light_district-38401769.himl

PENNDOT officidssaid then it was" premature’ to judgethe effectivenessof thered light cameras,
yet the current poli ce data confirm the concernsabout increased accidentsat camerasiteswere quite
vdid, and remain a continuing problem.

My written testimony includesstudiesfrom many placesin the1J.S., Canada and Austraiathat
document increasesin accident ratesafter red light cameras were installed.

And has anyonenoted theirony of cameracompany presentations showing terribleintersection
crashes—recorded by red light cameras that did NOT prevent the crashes? Mog t-bonecrashesare
caused by late entriesfrom 2 to over 5 seconds into thered, often by impaired or distracted drivers
who are very unlikely to beinfluenced by red light cameras.



Thenew Public Information Research Group (PIRG) report details many ways red light camera
contracts are crafted to emphasizerevenue, sometimeswith reduced safety. The report explainshow
privatized contracts limit datatransparency So the public cannot make fair evaluationsof programs.
And the report exposesimproper lobbying by cameracompanies plusthe use of sham organizations
that look like grass-rootsgroupsfavoring cameras, but are actually compaosed of, or heavily
supported by, cameracompanies.

The PIRG report shows exampleswhere cameracompani esaggressively res st ending contracts
early when citiesor citizens became dissatisfied, most dramaticaly in Houston Where ATS
threatened to demand $25 million to end the contract early.

If red light camerasarenot the answer to increased intersectionsafety, what i sthe answer?

The mog effectiveway to dramatically reducered light violations and intersection accidentsisto
usesafer, longer ydlow intervals. A 2003 Texas Transportation | nstitutestudy concludedan
increase of 05 to 1.5 secondsin yellow intervals decreasesred light violationsby at least 50 percent.
Other studies show longer yellowsreducing violationshy 6394 to 90%.

Thesamest udy showed about 80% of d| violationsoccur in the first onesecond of yellow. Yet
meany cities set yellows about one second too short for the ACTUAL approach speeds, by using
commonly under-posted speed limits asthe untrue approach speeds. And amost all drivers caught
in thefirst few tenthsof a second of red will clear the intersection before cross traffic arives, sothey
presentlittle or no safety risk

Please consider onepoint carefully. Every red light camerasaespitchispartly based on improving
safety and reducingintersection crashes. Butif red light cameras actualy prevented most red light
violaions, how would cameracompaniesmake any money? Cameraprogramsrequire high
numbersof violationsjust to pay equipment costs, beforeanyonemakesaprofit. Reduced violations
with safer, longer yellows are counterproductiveto profitswhich arethe only true motivefor camera
company businessmodds

Usng too short yellowsto improve profitsisthe cause of many increased accident ratesasdrivers
panic braketo avoid expensive cameratickets, causing reer end crashes. While many of these
accidentscaused by too-short yellowsinvolve minor to moderate property damage, somestudies
have documented increased injuriesand even fatdities.



Sow-rallingright on red turns or stopping in the "wrong place™ are cited in someprograms.
Overdl, red light violationsaccount for only about 2%60f fatalitiesnationwideand right on red turns
account for only afew hundredthsof one percent of fatdities. Right onred isdmost dwaysa safe
action and should not be cited unlesscamerza videosreved an actual safety hazard at that time.

Regarding our objection with due processri gits, most red light camera programs useregular mail to
send aticket to the registered owner of the vehicle severd daysor weeksafter the dleged violation.
Thereisusudly no proof the owner ever received notification.

Many don't even h ow they committed aviolation because they never saw the signal turn to red.
Some have no real way to know who was driving at thetime. Theowner ispresumed guilty until
they provetheir innocence, which isoften an impossble task.

If the person conteststheir ticket, the right to confront the accuser isimpossible, becauseameachine
cannot be crossexamined. A policeofficer or camera company employeewho certifiestheviolaion
did nat witnessthe event and cannot be questioned about the detalls or circumstances. This problem
iscompounded because many court rules prohibit proper discovery procedures.

Some Cdiforniacourtshave ruled photo evidenceis hearsay when Nno cameracompany person IS
present to testify to the evidence, and morecourt chalengesarelikely.
hitp.//thenewspaper.com/news/33/3373.asp

Theentireprocedureis unfair and contrary to our system of American; usti ce whereapersonis
presumed innocent until provenguilty and hastheright to confront their accuser.  Theentiresystem
isdesigned for revenue generation, not safety.

| haveonelast point. We know of 23 citieswhere citizens could votefor or against cameras. And
real votesare FAR moredefinitive than polls. Cameraslost in 22 citiesand the dataare attached.
The only win for cameraswas last Tuesday in East Cleveland wherethe city sent of f duty police
officersinuniform inpolice cruisersto go door to door aski ng votersto retainthe cameras. They
usd akind of mord blackmail by telling votersthat 36 police officers, 14 firefighters and 10 other
workerswould |osetheir jobswithout the ticket camerarevenue.

We think Eagt Cleveland should be'"the pogter child™ of what isw ong with red light camera
programs. Cities become addicted to the revenue from camerasand, rathert han seek lower violation
rates and greater safety with better engineering, they haveto keep the ddliberately improper
engineering in place to maintain the revenue stream.



In closing, the NMA believesthered answer i Sto prohibit red light camerasentirdy so citiesare
foroad to engineer for naxi NuMSAFETY, nat for ticket revenue. We ask that the Philaddphia
praogram be ended and that no further red light camera systemsbe allowed in Pennsylvania.
Thank you | would be happy to takeany quegtions.

Respectfully,

JamesC. Wake
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WRITTEN TESTIMONY

THE CASE AGAINST RED LIGHT CAMERAS

TheNationd Motorists Association (NM4A) opposesthe use of red-light cameras. Thesecamerasserve
no purpose other than revenue generation. Traffic authorities should utilize property installed and
properly cdibrated trafficlights to managetraffie flow effectively Wth maximum safety.

Red light cameras make our roadsless safe by causingmorered light violationsthan properly cdibrated
lightswill produce and by ereating Sudden driver reactions that oftenraise rear end crashes.

TheNMA's objectionsto the we of red camerasinclude:

Red light camerasare dmost entirely about revenue, not safety

»  Neaded intersection safety improvementsare not done, to maintain ticket cameraincome

« Rallightcamerasoften causean increasein traffic aceidents at thoseintersections

o Thehypocri sy of dlamingthat red light cameras are all about safety despite many examples
of camera programs being shut down after becoming unprofitable.

o Ticket recipients arenot promptly or verifiably notified

« The driver of thevehicleis not positively identified

« Thevehideowner ispresumedguilty until proven innocent (regardiess of the driver)

o Thereisnocertifiable witnessto theallegedviolation

« Citizenshavevoted down photo enforcement almost every timeit hesappearedon aballot



Included with this packet of informationare summariesof the following studiesand case higtories:
% Red Light CamerasIncrease Accidents(WashingtonPost) - executivesummary

< Investigationof Crash Risk Reduction Resulting from Red-Light Camerasin Small Urban
Areas{North Carolina Agricultural & Technical State University) - executivesummeary
< Red Light Running Cameras. Would Crashes, Injuriesand Automobile InsuranceRat es Increase
if they areusad in Horida? (University of South Florida) - execative summary
+ Virginia DOT Sudy on Red-Light Cameras(Virginia Department of Transportation) - sunmar y

% A Long Term Study of Red Light Camerasand Accidents{Australian Road Research Board) =
SUmmary

%+ BEvduation of the Red-Light-Camera-Enfmcement Pilot Pro-ect (Ontario Ministry of
Transportation) — UMMary

% Longer Ydlow LightsDramaticaly Decrease Violations

% Fifteen Statesthat ban red light and/er speed cameraenforcement and Twenty Two Cities That
HaveVoted AgainsttheUse of Red Light and/or Speed Carnera Enforcement

<+ How onecity achieved a votefor red light cameras with drastic measures

Washington Post: Red Light Camer asInerease Accidents

Analysisof accident data showsaccidentsdoubled at intersections with red light cameras
in Washington, D.C,; October 4,2005
htip:/fwww.motorists.org/red-light-cameras/washington-post

But aWashington Post analysisof crash statistics showst hat the mamber of accidentshasgoneup at
intersectionswith the cameras. The increaseisthe sameor worsethan at traffic signa swithout the
devices.

Three outd detraffic specialistsindependently reviewed the dataand said they were surprised by the
results. Their conclusion: The cameras do not appear to bemaking any differencein preventinginjuries
or collisons.

"The dataarevery dear,” sad Dick Raub, atraffic consultant and a former senior researcher at
Northwestern University's Center for Public Safety. "They are not performingany better than
Intersectionswithout cameras.

and www.thenewspaper.com

Sincethe District of Columbiainstalledits first red light camerain 1999, The Washington Post has
championed use of photo enforcement technology on bothitseditorial and news pages. Now, fiveyears
into the program, the Digtrict's largest newspaper has discovered that accidents are up significantly asa
result of their use



A comparison Of aceidents at carnera intersections before/ after they ver e installed produced the
Tollowing results:

1998 : 2004 Change :
81 106 +30%
144 262 +81%
365 755 +107%

The accident doubling effect is not a statistical anomaly, happeni ng in 2000,2001,2002 and 20604. In
2003, accidents did inerease, but Dy less than 200 percent.

AAA and other critics have accused the city Of installing cameras in high-volume locations wheret hey
oould generate thonsands Of ticksts, regardless Of how nany aceidents happened there. The analysis
raised questions zbout where police installed the cameras. Nine intersections with cameras had two or
fewer crashes annually in 1998 and 1999; soven reported NO crashes that | ed to injuries or fatalities
during that period. Officials installed cameras & six Of the20 most crash-prone intersectionsin 1998,
data show.

In total, the eity’s phot 0 enforcement program hasissued two million red light and speed camera tickets
worth $151 millon. DC police have neve studied the accident data and donat di sput ethe Podt's
findings.

The analysis shows that the numiber of crashes at locations with cameras more than doubled, from 365
collisions iN 1998 t0 755 lagt year. Injury and fatal crashes climbed 8). percent, from 144 such wrecks tO
262. Broadside crashes, also known as right-angle 0 T-bone collisions, rase 30 percent, from &1 to 106
during that time frame.

Article Excerpt:

Douglas Noble, the chief traffic enginsér for the D.C. Department Of Transportation, Said hiSeffice was
examining crish data aNd plans to review the red-light camera locations. The department collects the
data from 0l | Ce reports and advises police about where 1o install the devices Noble sai d that nO studies
havebeen conducted 0N the District’s red-light cameras in several years but that he “would not disagree”
with The Ret'S analysis."| don't necessarily have an explanation” for the trends, he said.

Source: D.C. Red-Light Cameras Fail to Reduce Aceidents, Washington Podt, 10/4/2605
http:/\www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2005/1)/03/AR2005100301844.html




| nvestigation of Crash Risk Reduction Resulting From

Red-Light Camerasin Small Urban Areas
July 2004

Mark Burkey, Ph.D., Kofi Obeng, Ph.D., Co-Principal Investigetor:;
Urban Trangt Indtitute, Transportation| retitute
North CarolinaAgricultural & Technicd State University, Greensboro, NC

Prepared for:

US Depatment of Transportation
Researchand Specia Programs Administration
Washington, DC 20590

ExecutiveSummary
Full report at http:/Awvww.motorists.org/photoenforce/Burkey_Obeng Updated Report 2004.pdf

Thi s paper andyzestheimpact of red tight sameras (RLCs) on crashes at signalized intersections. It
examinestotal crashesand dso breakscrashes into categories based on both severity (e.g., cansing severe
inuies oronly property damage) and by type {e.g., angle, rear end).

Prompted by criticiamof thesmplisticmethodsand Sd | data sets usad in many studiesof red light
cameras, we rel atethe occurrence of these crashesto the characteristicsof sgndized intersections, presence
or absence of RLC, traffic, weather and other variables. Usngalarge data st,i ncl udi ng 26 menths before

t he introductionof RLCs, we analyzereported accidentsoccurring near 303 intersections over a57-month
period, foratota of 17,271 observations. Employing maximum likelihood estinati on of Poisson regression
nadd s, we find that:

The results do NOt SUPPOIt the view that red light cameras reducecraskes. Instead, we find that RLCs are
associated with higher levels Of Nany types and severity categoriesof crashes. {emphasis added)

An overdl timetrend during the study indicated that accidentsare becoming less frequent, about 5 percent
per year.

However, theintersections whare RL Cswere installed arenot experiencing the same decrease. When
andl yzi ng totd crashes, wefind that RLCs haveadatidticaly significant (p<0.001) and large(40% increase)
effect on accidentrates.

In addition, RLCshavea statistically significant, positiveimpact on rear-end accidents, Sdeswipes, ad
accidentsinvolving carsturning left (travelingon the sameroadway).



Theonetype of accident found to experienceadecreaseat RL.C Stesarethoseinvolvingaleft tuming car
and acar traveling on adifferent roadway.

When accidentsare brokendown by severity, RL.Cs were found tohav: adatisticaly significant (p<0.001)
and largeeffect (40-50% increase) on property damageonly and possitile injury crashes Therewasa
positive, but gatisticaly ing gnificantestimated effect on severe (fatal, evident, and disabling) accidents.

Theseresultsrun contrary to the many studiesinthe RLC literature. Previous studieshave sometimesfound
anincrease in rear-end accidents, bt often find offsetting decreasesin other types of accidents Whilethi s
study incorporated nany advancesin methodology over previous studies, additiona work remains to be
done. Because accident studiesrardly use atrue experimenta design and dataare not perfectly
obsarvable, additiona careful sudy of R1.Cs iswarrantedto verify our results.

Red Light Running Cameras. Would Crashes, Injuries and Automobile

InsuranceRatesIncreaself They AreUsed in Florida?
FloridaPublic Health Review,2005; 5 1-7

Barbara Langland-Orban, Ph.D)., MSPH, AssociateProfessor and Chair
Etienne E. Pracht, Ph.D., Associate Professor

John T. Large, PhD., Assstant Professor

Univeraty of South Florida, Collegeof Public Heal th, Tampa, FL

Executive Summary
Full report at kezp://health.usf-edu/NR/rdonlyres/C1702850-8716-4C2D-8EEB-
15424741061A4/0/2008pp001008OrbanetalRedLightPaperMarch72008formatted pdf

Thetheory behind red light camerasas potentially effectiveisthat they rely on deterring red light running
primarily through punishment of a specific driving behavior and secondarily by changing drivers
experience. By definition, the punishable behavior and resultingpotentially harmful action will aready
have taken place when aticket isissued. Inother words, thecrash, irjury, and mortdity ri sks do not
change immediately, if et al.

Evenif red light cameras could be effective in the long run, which isdebatable, they are associated with
an added cost, congistingof fines, crashesand injuriesthat could have been avoided by using
engineering solutions, which are effectivein both the short term and thelong run. Becausetherigorous
and robust studiesconclude camerasareassociated with increased crashes and costs, any economic
anayss of cameras should include these newty generated coststo the public. Indirect coststo the public
areusudly not considered in the calculation of tota revenuesand profitsgenerated from red light
cameras.



Citiesand countiesshouldfollow the state's lead and likewise pursue engineering improvements tO
enhance intersection safety for all dri ven and passengers. Proven engineering practices and counter-
nBesLr €S can reduceCr ashes and injuries dueto red light running, as well as other causes of intersection
crashes, A public heal t h approachto improved intersection engineering is particularly nesded since 26%
of Horidds traffic fatalities occur a intersections (with and without traffic signals), in contrastto 18%
nationally (NHTSA, 2005). Thisneans that more than 22% of traffic fatalities in Florida occur at
intersections for reasons other than red light running, as red light constitutes |essthan 4% of total traffic
fatalities. FUrt her, red light cameras are an inefficient n@ans to raise revenue for local and state
governments and can disadvantage t he state's economy.

Runningared light can cause severetraffic crashes especially wher one vebicle s intothesideof
another. Red light cameras photograph violators who are Sent traffic tickets by mal. Intuitively,
cameras 8ppear to be a good idea. Howevet, compr ehensvestudies eonclude camer aSactually
increase crashes and injuries, providing a safety argament not to install them. (Emphasis added)

Legislation t0 permit camera Citationshas been proposed [in Florida] since the 1990s, but nonehas
passed to date. This paper explainsred light runningtrends inH ori da; efféctive solutions to reduce red
light running; findings from major camera evaluations; examplesof flawed evaluations; the automobile
insurance financial inferest in cameras, and theincressed likelihood Of even higher crash and injury sates
if cameras are used in Florida duetothe high percent of elderly drivars and passengers.

Addendum by the NMA, June 2010; FloridaGavemor @arli e Crist recently goproved legidationthat dlows
the Useof automated traffic enforcement Onstd e roads

Virginia DOT Study on Red-Light Cameras

This was a study by theVirginia Department of Transportation to Support the continued use of caner as
inthedate. |t was presented in December 2004.

NMA Summary: However, the information in the study actually shows 10 light camera intersections: 0
be more dangerous. The study showed a definite increase in rear-end erashes and only apossible
decrease in dangle crashes. 1t also showed an increase in total injury crashes.

Full report avallableat: www.thenewspaper.com/rlc/docs/05-vdot pdy



A Long Term Study of Red-L ight Camerasand Accidents

David Andreassen
Australian Road Resear ch Board
February, 1995

NMA Comment: The conclusion of this study was that Red Light Cameras are not an effective
countermeasure and may increasethe number of rear end crashes, factsand data known since 1995.

Summary

Thisstudy has examined the long term effect on accident-typesof red light cameras(RLC) at 41
signalised intersectionsin Mebourne. The RLC wereingtalled in 1964, and reported accidentsfor the
period 1979 to 1989 were used in the detailed andlysis.

The anadysswas addressed in several ways. Thefirst wasa grouped analysis taking the predominant
accident-typesfor all the RLC sitestaken together and comparingthe changesover time with the
changesin the same accident-typesin Metro Mebourne, inthe rest o the State, and a signdized
Intersectionsin Mdbourne. The second wasto separately examineeach accident-typefor the 41 sites
and look for changes over thewholeperiod. Thethird wasto classify the accidentsat individua RLC
Stesaccording to whether it invol ved the gpproach on which the camera wasingtalled. Thefourth was to
consder the frequency of each accident-type beforethe RLC ingtdlation and stratify thefrequenciesto
ascatan if therewasany differencein effect by initid frequency. The fifth was by consdering both the
camera gpproach and initia frequency. The Sxth wasto comparethe changes at the RLC siteswith
changesin accidentsa signalized intersections.

Theorigind choiceof the RLC sitesmust be questioned. Three-guarters of the Siteshad initia annua
frequenciesof two or lessreported " adjacent approaches’ accidents. Low frequency Stesare not good
candidatesfor testing the effectivenessof accident countermeasures.

The resultsofthi s study suggest that the installation of the RLC & thesesitesdid not provideany
reductionin accidents, rather there has been increases in rear end and adjacent approachesaccidentson a
beforeand after bass and aso by comparisen with the changesin accidents at intersectionsgnds.

There has been no demondtrated value of the RLC as an effective countermeasure.

Full reportavailebleat  www.thenewspaper.com/ric/docs/95aussie.pdf



Evaluation of the Red-L ight-Camer a-Enfor cement Pilot Project

Final Report December 2003
OntarioMinigtry of Transportation

NMA Surmar y: This study commissoned by Ont ar i o, Canada's Miristry of Transportation shows that
thoserear-end collisons can befatal.

After evauatingthe performance of red light camerasat 68 sitesover two years, the report concluded
that jurisdictions using photo enforcement experienced an overall increasein property damage accidents
of 18,5 percent coupled witha 4.9 percent increasein fatal and injury rear-end collisons. Rear-end
collisions involving property damage a onejumped 49.9 percent.

The study compared accident historiesof intersectionsin Toronto, Hamilton, Ottawa, Halton, Ped and
Waterlooin the pre-cameraperiod from 1995 to 1999 and the post-cameraaccident history from 2000to
2002.

The report dso concludesthat there wasan overd| reduction in serious accidentsand angle collisons. A
closer look at the datafound in this government-sponsored report show thet intersections monitored by
camerasexperienced, overall, a2 percent increasein fatal and injury collisions compared to adecrease
of 12.7 percent in the camera-free intersectionsthat were used as a control group (page 21).

infact, the non-cameraintersectionsfared better than the camera intersections in every accident
category. Thereport's overal accident conclusionswould have appeared Significantly worsehad the
camera-free i ntersectionsbeen excluded from the final results.

Full reportavalableat  www.thenewspaper.com/ric/docs/2003-ontario. pdf

Longer Ydlow Lights Dramatically DecreaseViolations

Loma Linda, Gdifornia

Straight through viol ationsdrop 92 percent after yellow lightsare extended by onesecond
full qory et www.thenewspaper.com/news/30/3055.asp

The Loma Linda City Council was very pleased with the results of increasing the duration of yelow
lights by one second in November 2009 at busy city intersectionsthat had been previoudy outfitted with
red-light cameras. The number of Ieft-turn violationsdecreased from about 240 per month to between
25 and 30 per month as soon as the yellow lights were lengthened, a drop of 80 percent or more,
Straight through occurrences of red-light violations were reduced by an even more impressive 92
percent. The City Council began exploring waysto diminate the cameras, but not without afight from
cameravendor, Redflex Traffic Sysemsof Australia.



San Carlos California
Eng neeri ng 0lutionsand an extra second d ydlow duration mede red-light cameras amoney loser
Full story at  www. thenewspaper.com/news/31/3110.asp

After receiving numerous complaintsfrom motorists about a short yelow light & a red-light camera
intersection, the eity found the 3 0 second timingwasillega. The standard wasreset to 4.0 ssconds, and
in the process, the city refunded over $150, 000to driversfor the invalid ticketsthat wereissued afterthe
caner a wasinstalledin November 2008. After the adjustment to the yellow light imterval, the number
of violations for red-light running went down from ten per day to two per day. Astime passed, the
violation count dropped even further. The red-light camera was relocated to a higher volume
intersection, where testing showed that, with the longer yellow lights, traffic flow improved and red-
light violationswere minimal. Further testing at other intersectionsfailed to find alocation wherethe
ticket camera could be effective. With its photo enforcement program |osing money, the San Carlos
City Council voted to diminatethe red-light camerain April 2010.

Springfield, Ohio
Adding oneextrasecond to itsyelow lights means|essticketsfor Springfield
Full dory at  www.wdin.com/dpp/news/local/springfield/Longer-yellow-light-means-less-tickets

In 2006, Springfidld wasissuing about 1, 700 red-light camera tickets per month. That monthly average
has dropped over 60 percent to 667 citationsin 2010, with the police noting that the biggest reason for
the drop was the lengthening of yellow lights from 3.6 secondsto 4.6 seconds, except for onesignd at
the bottom of a hill that was increasedto 5 0 seconds. Revenue from Springfield's red-light cameras
dropped from a high of $786, 000 in 2008 to $431, 000 n 2009.

Loma Linda, Glifornia
Cdifornia Longer YdlowsNearly Eliminate Violations
Full story at  www.thenewspaper.com/news/30/3055.asp

Thecouncil, on the other hand, wasextremely pleased with theresults of lengthening yelow lights by
one second in November. The number of left-turn violationsdropped SDto 85 percent from about 240
monthly violationsto about 25 or 30 amonth immediately after the change. Straight through
violationswererednced 92 percent, (Emphasisadded)

"Lengtheningyellow lightshas produced a tremendousdrop in violations," Rigsby said "The statistics
from January are very telling. For four intersections, therewere five staight through violaionsin total

That istremendousimprovementin saf ety. Wekre talking about huge success of lengthening theyelow
lights.. We could havehed that safety with lengtheningthe yeilow four yearsago instead of installing

red light cameras™



Fifteen Statesthat ban red light and/or speed camer a enfor cement and
Twenty Two CitiesThat Have Voted Against the Use of
Red Light and/or Speed Camer a Enfor cement

From www.thenewspaper.com

Alaska Minnesota ~ New Hampshire Arkansas Missssppi  SouthCarolina

Indiana Montana Utah Maiie Nebraska WestV | a
Michigan Nevada Wisconsin

Somemeasures require explanation. In Arkansas, for example, sate law authorizes policeto useaphoto
radar gun if the officer personally deliverstheticket a thetime of the violation. Thisdoesno morethen
allow a photograph te be usedin conjunction with a traditional traffic stop and servesas an
unconditional ban on automated enforcement. In Uah the legidature hasplaced so nany restrictions on
the use of photoradar -- specifically, banni ng outsoureing of the ticketing processto private, for-profit
companies™ that nocity uses speed cameras. Thi S servesas an “effizctive ban™ on photo enforcement.

Twenty Twe Cities That Have Voted Against Red [ishtand/or Speed Cameras
Anchorage, AK Cincinnati, OH Steubenville, OH Arlington, TX
Sulphur, LA CollegeStation, TX Batavia, IL Heath, OH
Sykesville, MD Peoria, AZ Chillicothe, OH Ciarfield Heights, OH
Dayton, TX Monroe, WA Longview, WA South Euclid, OH
Houston, TX Baytown, TX Mukilteo, WA Albuquerque, NM

Bellingham, WA  Anaheim, CA

Arlington, TX (voted down "traffic management cameras' that could be used at ticket cameras)



How OneCity Achieved a VoteFor Red Light Cameras With Drastic Measures
(to our knowledge, the only time caner as have survived a public vote)

November 01,2011
East Cleveland FateH i i eson Red Light Camera Vote

Excempts:

Tonost |ocd governments, it's the favored “ereative” way toi ncr ease revenue during hard economic
times Tomost loca governments, it's the favored ' creative’” way to increase revenue duaring bard
economictimes

“This iSstrictly as aresult of the traffic eameras. | fwelose t he traffic cameras, this is thesafety force
scenariot hat wear e fooking at,” said Mayor Norton, according to WIW-TV in Cleveldnd,

At most, Norton isaiming to out 36 police officers, 14 firefighters, and about 10 other city workers from
their positions,

Full reportat  http://politic365.com/2011/11/01/east-cleveland-fate-ninges-on-red-light-camera-vote/

Excerpt:

In East Cleveland, city leaders went to the most extreme lengths of any contest t0 date to badger voters
into supportingcamerasusingdfidd resources. Off-duty police officers, in uniform and with their
police cruisers parked onthecurb, were grdered to go door-to-door te: Convi nce residents to voteto save
the cameras. Last menth, Mayor Gary Norton mailed layoff netices ta th rty-9 X cops and fourteen
firefighters, claimingthecity would haveto fire them if it lost the photo ticketing revenue. Thestrong-
a mtaetics wor ked, asthecity picked up 54 percent of thevote,

Full reportat:  www.thenewspaper.com/news/36/3634.asp



