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Veto Date City Clerk

Title: To authorize and direct the Director of Public Safety to enter into a contract with
Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc. for an Automated Red Light Enforcement System for the
Division of Police, Department of Public Safety.
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City of Columbus Legisiation Report File Number: 1015-2005
s = Histaty-of-kegistative-File——
Ver. Acting Body: Date: Action; Sent To: Due Pate: Return Result:
Date:
i Safety Drafler 05/25/2005  Sent for Approval Safety Reviewer
I Safety Reviewer 05/25/2005  Reviewed and Safely Reviewer
Approved
Notes: M. Clay 5-4632
I Safety Reviewer 05/25/2005  Reviewed and Satety Inbox
Approved
Notes: LD
| Safety Reviewer 05/26/2005  Reviewed and Safety Reviewer
Approved
Notes:  EDN
I Safety Reviewer 05/26/2005  Reviewed and SAFETY
Approved DIRECTOR
Notes:  ps
i SAFETY DIRECTOR 05/272005  Reviewed and Safety Drafter
Approved
Notes:  EDD FFOR SAFETY DIRECTOR
1 Safety Drafter 05/27/2005  Sent for Approval EBOCG Inbox
I EBOCO Reviewer 05/31/2005  Reviewed and EBOCO
Approved DIRECTOR
Notes: GH
{ I EBOCO DIRECTOR (3/3172005  Reviewed and Safety Drafter
Approved
Notes:  JAMG
| Safety Drafter 05/31/2005  Sent for Approval Finance Inbox
1 Finance Reviewer 06/01/2005  Reviewed and FINANCE
Approved DIRECTOR
Notes:  gpwentzel
I FINANCE DIRECTOR 06/01/2005  Reviewed and Safety Drafter
Approved
Notes: fyaylor
I Safety Drafter 06/01/2005  Sent for Approval Atty Inbox
1 CITY ATTORNEY 06/02/2005  Reviewed and Safety Drafter
Approved
Notes:  jsp
I Safety Drafter 06/02/2005  Sent to Clerk's Office City Clerk Inbox
for Cauncil
[ City Clerk's OfTice Q6/08/2005  Sent back for Safety Drafter
Clarification/Correcti
(4314
Notes:  sent back to be re-submitted as a 30 day ordinance. Thanks.
1 Safety Drafter 06/08/2G05  Sent to Clerk's Office City Clerk Inbox
for Council
I Columbus City Coungil 06/13/2005  Read for the First
Time
1 Columbus City Councit 06/20/2005  Tabled Indelinitely Puss
{ 2 COUNCIL PRESIDENT 10/172005  Signed
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City of Columbus ] Legislation Report . Fite Number: 1015-2005

1 Colurabus City Couneil 10/17/2005  Taken from.the Table . . . o _ _Pas_s
2 Collz:mbus'City'Cou'ncil o 10172005 Amendedas 0000 _ _' _ ._ _ _. _ _ ._ _ _ ._ _.Pas_s _
. o L A R AR SRy L
Clerk
2 Columbus City Coungil [0/17/2005  Approved as Pass
Amended
2 MAYOQOR 10/19/2005  Signed
2 ACTING CITY CLERK 10/20/2005  Attest

EBOCO: Following review and approval, when required, the Equal Business Opportunity Commission Office certifies
compliance with Title 39 as of date listed.

City Attorney: Following review and approval, when required, this ordinance has been reviewed by the City Attorney's
Office as to its form and legality only.

Explanation

Need: There is an ongoing problem of motorists disobeying traffic control signals that has contributed to a
significant number of motor vehicle crashes in the City of Columbus that have resulted in death, serious personal
injury and/or substantial property damage. The City of Columbus seeks to increase compliance with traffic control
devices thereby decreasing the number of motor vehicle crashes that are caused by failure to comply. The use of
Photo Traffic Enforeement Systems will assist the City in increasing compliance with traffic control devices without
the disadvantages of conventional traffic enforcement, such as distuptions in the flow of trafTic at heavily traveled
intersections and expenses associated with increased pofice MAanpower.

Bid Information: Requests for Proposals for an "Automated Red Light Enforcement System®” were solicited by the
Purchasing Office for the Department of Public Safety on June 17, 2004, SAO01147. The vendors who submitied
(R.F.P.s) are as follows:

REDFLEX Mulvihill Nestor
ACS PEEK TRANSOL

The evaluation team, consisting of members of the City Engineers, Division of Police and the Department of Health,
recommended that Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc. be awarded the contract,

Contract Compliance No.: 943292233

FISCAL IMPACT:
There will be no immediate fiscal impact on General Fund expenditures. The contractor's compensation shail consist
of a percentage per citation paid. The percentage compensation will be based on a variable fee model. The city at its

option may change from a variable compensation plan to a fixed fee schedule or a combination af fixed and variable
madel.

Title

To authorize and direct the Director of Public Safety to enter into a contract with Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc. for
an Automated Red Light Enforcement System for the Division of Police, Department of Public Safety.

Body
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_WHEREAS, the On&lﬁwﬂmatmmsmymgﬂﬁc control- s;gnalsﬂhaswcontr;butcd-to-aﬁgmﬁeant

“number of motor vehicle crashes in the City of Columbus, which have resulted in death, serious personal injury . .
andfor substantial property ddmage and

WHEREAS, the use of Phote Traific Enforcement Systems will assist the Division of Police with traffic control
devices without the disadvantages of conventional traffic enforcement, such as disruptions in the flow of traffic at
heavily traveled intersections, and expenses associated with increased police manpower; and

WHEREAS, proposals were solicited by the Purchasing Office on June 17, 2004, SA001147; and

WHEREAS, an evaluation team recommended to award the contract to Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc.; Now
therefore,

BEIT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLUMBUS:

Section 1, That the Director of Public Safety be and is hereby authorized and directed to enter into contract with
Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc. for a Photo Traflic Enforcement Systems for the Division of Police, Department of
Public Safefy, bascd on the selection and reconumendation of the evaluation commitice.,

Section 2. That said contract shall require that eameras be installed and operated in a stationary or fixed
position only, thereby restricting the viewing area to the target intersection, and without the ahility for
movement ot expand the area of viewing,

Section 3. That said contract shall restrict installation to twenty (20) cameras and that the contract shali not
be amended to increase the number of cameras without prior City Council approval.

Section 4. That no camera shall be installed or changed to a different location without prier City Council
approvak

Section 5. That said contract shal require Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc., and the administration to review
with City Council crash data no later than six months after all cameras are operable.

Section 6. That said contract shalt indicate that the cameras' intentional use shall be red light enforcement
only.

Section 7. That the City Auditor is hereby directed to establish a special revenue fund for ihe deposit of
revenue generated by the Photo Traffic Enforcement program for the use for public safety initiatives such as

the bike patrol, Community Crime Patrol, and horse patrol eperations.

Section 8. That this ordinance shal] take effect and be in force from and after the earliest period allowed by law.
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Memorandum ; _m
To: Columbus City Clerk | ' Sl
From: Wyatt Kingseed, legislative research office

Subject: Ordinances 1015-2005 and 0958-2005 re. Automated red light
enforcement system

Pursuant to the desires of Columbus City Council members (the sponsor of the
amendment is noted in parentheses), please amend the subject ordinance to
include the following new Sections:

Section 2. That said contract shall require that cameras be installed and
operated in a stationary or fixed position only, thereby restricting the
viewing area to the target intersection, and without the ability for
movement to expand the area of viewing. (Council member Michael C.
Mentel)

Section 3. That the cameras and their photography can be used for no
other purpose than red light enforcement without the express consent of
City Council. (Council member Patsy Thomas)

Section 4. That said contract shall restrict installation to twenty (20) sites
only and shall not be amended to expand the number of sites without prior
City Council approval. (Council member Michael C. Mentel)

Section 5. That the City Auditor is hereby directed to establish a special
revenue fund for the deposit of revenue generated by the Photo Traffic

Enforcement program fer-the-exelusive-tuse-by-Gity-Geundil for public

safety initiatives. (Council member Kevin Boyce)

Also, renumber the existing Section 2 to Section 6.

c: Columbus City Council members
Mayor Michael Coleman
Public Safety Director Mitchell Brown



3 3

10.

11.

12.

- What is the criteria for choosing the locations at which cameras will be used? - -

Do you have a summary document describing the decline in accidents, violations,
and injuries as expressed in all the studies that have been conducted on red light
cameras (to your knowledge)?

What is the cost breakdown for red light cameras? Particularly, I am interested in
maintenance and operation costs and what percentage of tickets issued is usually
returned to the company for installation costs.

Are there any disadvantages to using digital imagery?

Will there be continual monitoring to determine the best locations?

Will there be a problem with sprays or deflection covers some claim thwart the
cameras from taking photos?

What is the current red light delay time?

Will there be any accounting measures to determine total revenue vs, how much
the city receives, or will the city just receive a check from the company?

What contingencies are being made to ensure dirt, tree branches, and inclement
weather won'’t affect camera effectiveness?

How will Emergency Vehicle cases be handled?
Will there be any reliability problems with the internal clock used on cameras?

If multiple violators are seen on camera, how will police determine who gets
cited?
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: S File Number: 0858-2005
30-Day

File ID: 0958-2005
Version: |

File Name: photo red light ordinance

Auditor Cert #:

Contact Name/No.: Gary Holland

Type: Ordinance Status: Passed
*Committee: Rules & Reference Committee
File Created: 035/19/2005
Final Action: 10/20/2003

Auditor: When assigned an Auditor Certificate Number I , the City
Auditor, hereby certify that there is in the treasury, or
anticipate to come into the treasury, and not appropriated
for any other purpose, the amount of money specified
hereon, to pay the within Ordinance.

Floor Action (Clerk’s Office Only)

Mayor's Action

Council Action

Mayor Date

Date Passed! Adopted President of Council

Vato Date

City Clerk

Title: To enact new Chapter 2115 of the Columbus City Codes, 1959, to provide for the
implementation of a Photo Red Light Traffic Enforcement System for the
administrative enforcement of traffic control signals,

Sponsors: Michael C. Mentel

Attachments:

Approval History

Version Date Approver Action
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- File-Number: 0958-2005 -

" History of Legislative File

Ver. Acting Body: Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date: Return Result:
R C P . o IR Date: i
1 Atty Draller 05/19/2005  Sent for Approval Safety Inbox
Notes:  fsg - needs background paragraph and fiscal impact statement to be supplied by Safety
i Safety Reviewer 03/24/2005  Sent for Approval Safety Drafter
i Safety Reviewer 05/24/2005  Reviewed and Safety Reviewer
Approved
Notes: AL Clay 5-4632
1 Safety Reviewer 05/24/2005  Sent for Approval Safety inbox
Notes: LD
1 Safely Reviewer (5/25/2005  Reviewed and Safety Reviewer
Approved
Notes: EDD
1 Safety Reviewer 05/26/2005  Reviewed and SAFETY
Approved DIRECTOR
Notes: s
1 SAFETY DIRECTOR 05/26/2005  Reviewed and Safety Drafter
Approved
Notes:  EDD FOR SAFETY DIRECTOR
1 Safety Drafler 05/26/2005  Sent for Approval Atly Inbox
i CITY ATTORNEY 053/26/2005  Reviewed and Safety Drafter
Approved
Notes:  jsg
1 Safety Drafter 05/26/2005  Sent to Clerk's Office City Clerk Inbox
for Council
Columbus City Council 06/13/2005  Read for the First
Time
Columbus City Council 06/20/2005  Tabled Indefinitely Pass
COUNCIL PRESIDENT 10/17/2005  Signed
Columbus City Council 10/17/2005  Taken from the Table Pass
Columbus City Council 10/172005  Approved Pass
I MAYOR 10/19/2005  Signed
1 ACTING CITY CLERK 10/20/2005  Attest

EBOCO: Following review and approval, when required, the Equai Business Opportunity Commission Office certifies
compliance with Title 39 as of date listed.

City Attorney: Following review and approval, when required, this ordinance has been reviewed by the City Attorney's
Office as to its form and legality only.

Explanztion

Need: There is an ongoing problem of motorists disobeying traffic control signals that has contributed to 2
significant number of motor vehicle erashes in the City of Columbus that have resulted in death, serious personal
injury and/or substantial property damage. The City of Columbus seeks to increase compliance with traffic control

City of Columbrus
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devices thereby decreasing the number of motor vehicle crashes that are caused by filure 1o comply. The use of

Photo Treflic. Enforcement Systems-wilk-assist-the-Gity-in-inereasinp-eompliance-with-traffie-control-devices withiog—

: the disadvantages of conventional traffic enforcement, such as disruptions in the flow of tratfic at heavily traveled - -
intersections and expenses associated with increased police manpower, In order {o implement the Photo Traffic
Enforcement Systems the Columbus City. Codes, 1959 must be amended by enacting a new Chapter 21 £5.

Bid Information: N/A
FISCAL IMPACT:

Since this ordinance is enacting a new chapter of the Columbus City Codes, there will be no fiscat impact on the
General Fund budget.

Title

To enact new Chapter 2115 of the Columbus City Codes, 1959, to provide for the implementation of a Photo Red
Light Traffic Enforeement System for the administrative enforcement of traffic control signals,

Body

WHEREAS, the ongoing problem of motorists disobeying traffic control signals has contributed 1o 2 significant
number of motor vehicle crashes in the City of Columbus, which have resulted in death, serious personal injury and
or substantial property damage; and

WHEREAS, the City of Columbus secks to increase compliance with traffic control devices and thereby decrease
the number of motor vehicle crashes that are caused hy such failure to comply; and

WHEREAS, the use of Phofo Traffic Enforcement Systems will assist the City in increasing compliance with traffic
control devices without the disadvantages attendant to conventional traffic enforcement, such as disruptions in the
flow of traffic at heavily traveled intersections, and expenses associated with increased police manpower; and

WHEREAS, the Columbus City Codes, 1959, must be amended by enacting a new Chapter 2115 to enable the City
to implemtent this system: Now, therefore,

BE iT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLUMBUS:

Section 1. That new Chapter 2115 of the Columbus City Codes, 1959, is hereby enacted to read as follows:
Chapter 2115 PHOTO TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT SYSTEM
Section 2115.01 Definitions,
As used in this chapter:

{(A) "Photo Traffic Enforcement System” means any photographic equipment linked to a violation detection
system that synchromizes the taking of a photograph, video or digital image with the occurrence of a traffic
signal viofation.

(B} "Photographic Equipment” means a system that may include, bul is not limited to, devices which link a
camera, computer, and traffic signal, alone or in combination with other devices, to detect vchicles which
have violated the traffic signal and to record an image of the motor vehicle, "Photographic equipment” may
also include, but is not limited to, devices that combine a camera, and computer, alone or in combination
with other devices, 10 measure the speed of a motor vehicle or other object and to record an image of the
motor vehicle, or other objects. The results of photographic, video or digital imaging equipment means the

City sf Columbus Page 3 of 8 Printed on 6:23:2015
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images, and any other data or information produced by the Photo Traffic Enforeement System.

__(C) A "violation" means that a vehicle has crossed ihe stop.line .in.a system.location when -the traffic. control. -
signal for that vehicle's direction of travel is emitting a steady red fight.

21 15..02. Adoption and Enforcement.

(A) The City of Columbus hercby adopts a Photo Traffic Enforcement System for the purpose of using
photographic, video or digital imaging equipment to record vispal images of vehicles entering
intersections in violation of Section 2115.03 of this Chapter, and using said images as the basis for
issuing a Notice of Liability to the owners of such vehicles within 30 days of the violation.

(B) The Director of Public Safety or his or her designse(s) shall be responsible for implementing the
Photo Traffic Enforcement System for traffic signals. The Director or his or her designee is hereby
empowered to designate the intersections to be monitored by the Phote Traffic Enforcement
System, to issuc Notices of Liability for persons who commit violations at such intersections, to
select a hearing officer for the purpose of hearing appeals of Notices of Liability, and to
promulgate any rules and regulations deemed to be necessary for the enforcement of this Chapter.

(9] The intersections selected for photo enforcement under this Chapter must display a yellow traffic
control signal for a time that complies with the Ohio Deparfment of Transportation's Manual of
Uniform Traffic Control Devices.

2115.03 Notice of Liability.

(A)  Prior to the activation of a Photo Traffic Enforcement System at an intersection, the
Director of Public Safety

or his or her designee shall erect a sign in a conspicuous location that provides notice that a
Photo Traffic
Enforcement System is being used to monitor traffic.

(B) For 30 days after the activation of a Photo Red Light Traffic Enforcement System at an
intersection, no
Notices of Liability will be issued based upon the images produced by the system. Wamnings may
be issued
during this 30-day period.

{C) A Police Officer employed by the Columbus Division of Police shall examine the image
recorded by the Photo Traffic Enforcement System to determine whether a violation as defined in
Section 2115.01 of this Chapter has occurred. 1f the image recorded by the Photo Traffic
Enforcement System shows a violation, contains & date and time of the violation, and shows the
vehicle's license plate number as well as the state in which the license was issued, the officer may
use any lawful means to identify the vehicle's owner,

(D) The fact that a person is registered as the owner of a vehicle with the vehicle registration
office of the statc that issued the license plate displayed on the vehicle shall be prima [acie
evidence that said person was operating the vehicle at the time of a violation recorded by an Photo
Traffic Enforcement System.

(E)  Within 30 days of the violation and upon identification of the registered owner of the
vehicle, the Director of Public Safety or his or her designee may issuc a Notice of Liability,
charging the owner with a violation. The Notice of Liability shall be sent by regular 1J.8. mail and
must slate the date on which the Notice of Liability was issued, the date, time, and location of the
violation, the time in which an answer must be made by the vehicle owner, and the manmmer in
which the Notice of Liability may be appealed. In addition, a copy of the image(s) that served as a
basis for the violation must accompany the Notice of Liability.

City of Colwmbus Page 4 of 8 Privied on 6:23°2015
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1} By paying the administrative fine as directed on the Notice of Liability within 30 days of the
date the
notice was issued; or

2) By submitting evidence of one of the exceptions to Hability listed in division (G) of this
Section within 30
days of the Notice's issue date; or

3) By submitting to the address Hsted on the Notice of Liability, a request for a hearing within 30
days of the
Notice's issue date.

(G) The owner of the vehicle shall not be fiable for a penalty under this section if the Director of
Public Safety his or her designee determines thal sufficient evidence of either of the following
conditions exist:

1) At the time of the violation, the vehicle was in the custody of someone other than its owner
pursuant (o a
written leasc or rental agreement and the owner submits, 10 the address listed on the
ticket, a copy of the
lease or rental agreement along with the name and address of the lessee or renter.

2} At the time of the violation, the vehicle or the license plate depicted in the image which
served as the
basis for the Notice of Liability was stolen and the owner submits, to the address listed
on the ticket, a
copy of the police report stating the vehicle or license plate had been reported stolen at
the time.

(H) Nothing in this Chapter shall be construed to limit the liability of an operator of a motor
vehicle for any vielation of the Ohio Revised Code or the Columbus Traffic Code.

2115.04 Appeai of Notice of Liability.

{A) A person who received a Notice of Liabilily pursuant to this section may appeal the Notice
of Liability by making a written request for a hearing to the address listed on the Notice of
Liability,  Said request shall be accompanied by a monetary deposit in an amount equal to the
amount of the administrative fine listed on the Notice of Liability.

(B) Within thirty days of the receipt of the request for a hesring, a hearing officer appointed by
the Director of
Public Safety or his or her designee shall hold a hearing. The hearing officer shall determine
whether the City
has demonstrated by a preponderance of the cvidence that a violation oceurred and that the
person whao
reccived the Notice of Liabiily is liable for the penalty set forth in Section 2115.05 of this
Chapter.

(C} A certified copy of the Notice of Liability alleging the violation, along with a copy of the
image that served as a basis for the Notice of Liability, shall be prima facic evidence of the facts
comtained therein, and shall be admissible in a proceeding  alleging & violation under this

City of Columbus
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ordinance.

(b). In .considering whether the person is liable, the hearing.officer.shall consider. any -of the -
following as an  affirmative defense of a violation:
1) That the Notice of Liability was issued and sent more than 30 days after the date of the
violation recorded by the photo traffic enforcement system.
2} That the driver of the vehicle passed through the intersection or had increased speed in order

to yield the right of way to an emergency vehicle, in accordance with R.C. 451145 0r to a
funeral procession, in accordance with R.C. 4511.451.

k)] That either the vehicle or the license plate depicted on the image, which served as the basis
for the Notice of Liability, was stolen before the violation vccurred and was net in possession
of the owner at the time of the violation. To qualify as an affirmative defense under this
provision, the owner must submit proof that a police report about the stolen vehicle or license
plate was filed prior to or within 48 hours afier the violation.

4y That this section is unenforceable because the photo traffic enforcement system was not
operating properly, or the amtomated traffic enforcement system was not in a proper position,
or that the image that served as the basis for the Notice of Liability is not legible enough to
show the letters and numbers or the state that issued the license plate on the vehicle.

3 That the driver of the vehicle entered the intersection as part of a funeral procession or at the
direction of a police officer.

6) That the owner or person named in the Notice of Liability was not operating the vehicle at
the time of the violation. To satisfy the evidentiary burden under this provision, the owner or
person named in the Notice of Liabiiity shall provide the hearing officer with evidence of the
identity of the person who was operating the vehicle at the time of the violation, including, at
a minimum, the operator's name and curreni address.

(E) The hearing ofticer shall issuc a written decision within 10 days of the hearing and serve the
person named on the Notice of Linbility and the issuing police officer with a copy of said
decision. If the hearing officer coneludes that the testimany and/or exhibits presenfed at the
hearing shows by a preponderance of the evidence that someone other (han the person named
in the Notice of Liability was operating at the time of the violation, the hearing officer shall
forward to the Department of Public Safety all evidence provided to him at the hearing as to
the operator's identity.

(Fy If the hearing officer determines that the City has demonstrated by a preponderance of the
cvidence thet the person mamed in the Notice of Liability committed the violation, the hearing
officer shall enter judgment against the person requiring him or her to pay the appropriate [ine
and any additional penaitics, fees and costs.  Such judgment shall be entered into the records
of the Department of Public Safety,

(G}  If the hearing officer does not determine, by a preponderance of the evidence, that a person
commifted the violation named in the Notice of Liability, the hearing officer shall enter
Jjudgment against the City of Columbus, shall dismiss the Notice of Liability against the person and
shall enter the judgment and dismissal into the records of the Department of Public Safety.

() Within 10 business days of receiving evidence from the vehicle owner indicating that he or
she was not  operating the vehicle 2t the time of the violation, the Director of Public Safety or his
or her designee muay issue a Notice of Liability to the persen whom the cvidence indicates was
operating the vehicle at the time of the violation.

City of Celumbus Page 6 6f 8 Printed on 6232015
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(I) Any person against whom a judgment or -default judgment is entered pursuant to this section

may—appeak—the—judgment—or—defanlt—jvdpment—to—the—Franldin=-County=Miinjcipat—Court—by—
. filing. notices .of appeal. to.1he Columbus. Division .of Police.and the. Municipal Court. within . 30. .
days of the date of entry of the judgment and by the payment of such rcasonable costs as the
.court requires. T

(I} Upon the filing of the appeal, the court shall schedule a hearing date and notify the parties of
the date, time, and place of the hearing,

(K) The hearing shall be heid by the court in accordance with local court rules.

(L) Service of 2 notice of appeal under this division does not stay enforcement and collection of
the judgment or default judgment from which appeal is taken by the person unless the person
who files the appeal posts bond with the court in the amount of the judgment, plus costs, at or
before the service of the notice of appeal.

(M) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the judgment on appeal by the Municipal Court is
final, and no other appeal may be taken.

2115.05 Penalties.

(A)  Unless the operator of a vehicle receives a traffic citation from a police officer at the time
of the violation, an admigpistrative fine in the amount of $95shall be assessed against the vehicle
owner for the commission of a violation as defined in Section 2115.01 of this Chapter.

(B) A violation for which an administrative fine is imposed under this Section shall not be
considered a traffic offense or a moving violation for the purpose of assessing points under
Ohio Revised Code 4507.021 and shall not be reported to the Burcau of Motor Vehicles of
any State,

{C) Upon receipt of a Notice of Liebility pursuant to the method described in Section 2115.03(E),
the vehicle owner shall have 30 days to pay the administrative fine without additional
monetary penalty.

(D) If the vehicle owner does not respond to the Notice of Liability within this period, the
following action shall be taken by the Director of Public Safety or his or her designee:

(1) A Notice of Default Judgment shall be sent by rcgular U.S. mail to the recipient of
the Notice of Liability indicating that payment is due within 30 days afler receipt of
the Notice of Default fudgment,

(2) The Notice of Default Judgment shall contain the following information:

{2) An identification of the violation with which the person was charged and the
time and date of the violation, which identification may be a copy of the Notice of
Lizbility charging the violation that was served upon the person;

{b) An identification of the amount of the administrative fine, late fees and costs
arising out of the violation that is due;

{c} A warning thal the person must answer the Notice of Liability within thirty
{30) days or a default civil judgment in the amount of the fine, peraltics and costs
due may be entered against the person;

(d) A description of the allowable answers that may be made and notification that
the person will be afforded a hearing before the hearing officer if the vehicle
owner denies in his or her answer that he committed the violation;

(e} An identification of thc manners in which and the enlity to which an answer
may be made;

Ciy of Columbus
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() A warning that if the person fails fo appcar at a requested hcaring, a defaulf

Sectlion 2.
by law.

«civil judgment . in the-.amount of the.-fine, penalties and. costs.due may . be entered

.. .against the persor;

. (3) X a person who is issued 2 Notice of Default Judgment fails to timely answer,. the
failure to answer shall be considered an admission that the person committed the violation
and a default judgment, in the amount of the fine, penalties and costs due may be entered
against the person by the hearing officer. Failure to timely answer the Notice of Liability
idetified in the Notice of Default Judgment may result in the imposition of an additional
penalty of $25.

{4) A person who receives a Notice of Default Judgment pursuant 1o this section may
answer the violation with which he is charged that is identified in the Notice of Default Judgment in
any of the manners provided in division (F} of Section 2115.03 for answers to violations charged in a
Notice of Liability. An answer under this section shall be made within thirty (30} days after the date on
which the Notice of Default Judgment was mailed in accordance with the methods provided in Section
2115.03(G), except that if the answer consists solely of payment of the administrative fine arising out
of the Notice of Liability any penally arising out of failing to limely answer shalf also be imposed.

(5} If a person for whom a hearing is to be conducted under Section 2115.04 of this
Chapter fails to appear at the schedoled hearing and fails 1o submit evidence the learing
officer shall, upon a delermination from any festimony or exhibits presented at the hearing
that the City demonstrated by a preponderance of the evidence that the person committed the
violation, enter a default judgment against the person and require the person to pay the
appropriaie fine and any additional penalties, fees and costs. A default judgment entered
under this division shall be entered in the records of the Department of Public Safety and filed
with the clerk of the Franklin County Municipal Court.

(6) The hearing officer may vacate a default judpment entered under this section if all of
the following apply:

(a) The person against whom the default judgment was entered files a motion with the
Department of Public Safety within one year of the date of eniry of the default judgment;
and
(b) The motion sets forth a sufficient defense to the violation out of which the judgment
arose; and
(c} The motion sets forth excusable neglect as to the person's failure to attend the hearing
or answer the Notice of Default Judgment.

(7) Payment of any judgment or default judgment entered against a person pursuant to
this section shall be made to the Department of Public Safety within ten (10} days of the date
of eniry by the hearing officer. The Director of Public Safety or his or her designee shall
creatc and maintain a record of all money paid in satisfaction of a judgment or default
judgment. 1f payment is not made within this time period, the judgment or default judgment
shall be filed with the clerk of the Franklin County Municipal Court and when so filed, shall
have the same force and effect ag a money judgment in a civil action rendered in that court.

That this ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after the earliest period allowed

City af Columirus
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF COLUMBUS, OHIO

AND REDFLEX TRAFFIC SYSTEMS, INC. FDR .

AU lUMA T BJ_) r'nu1 G nEﬁ‘T:TGH‘F‘ENF@REE

_ This Agreement (this “Agreement”) is made as of this ]_L day of lO:« 2!{&;\,-2005 by__ )

and between Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc., a Delaware corporation with offices at 6047
Bristol Parkway 1% Floor, Culver City, Cahfomxa 90230 (“Redflex™), and The City of
Columbus Ohio, a municipal corporation, with offices at 90 W. Broad St. Columbus,

Ohio 43215 (the “Customer”).

RECITALS
WHEREAS, Redflex has exclusive knowledge, possession and ownership of certain
equipment, licenses, applications, and citation processes related to digital photo speed
and photo 1ed light erforcement systems; and

WHEREAS, the Customer desires to engage the services of Redflex to provide certain
equipment, processes and back office services so that sworn police officers of the
Customer are able to monitor, identify and enforce speed and red lzght running vwlatlons

and

WHEREAS, it is a mutnal objective of both Redflex and the Customer to reduce the
incidence of vehicle collisions at the traffic intersections and city streets that will be
monitored pursuant to the terms of this Agreement.

WHEREAS, as a condition precedent to the enforceability of this agreement, the parties
acknowledge that Chapter 321 of the Columbus City Code governing the appointment of
authorized fiscal agents must be complied with as described in Exhibit D of this contract.

WHEREAS, all exhibits attached hereto shall be incorporated by reference into this
agreement and are hereby made a part of the confract.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein, and for
other valuable consideration received, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby
acknowledged, the parties agree as follows: ‘

AGREEMENT
1. DEFINITIONS. In this Agreement, the words and phrases below shall have the

following meanings:

1.1. “Authorized Officer” means the Police Project Manager or such other
individual(s) as the Customner shall designate to review Potential Violations and
to authorize the Issuance of Citations in respect thereto, and in any event, a
sworn police officer.

1.2. “Authorized Violation” means each Potential Violation in the Violation Data for
which authorization to issue a citation in the form of an Electronic Si gnature s
given by the Authorized Officer by using the Redflex System.
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1.3. “Citation” means the notice of a Violation, which is mailed or otherwise

_del_iv_ered_. by Redflex to the~ violator - on _lthc_"app:c_:priat_e“ Elnfo_rc_eme_rllt_- o

“Diocumentation in respect of each Authorized violation. -
7 1.4. “Confidential Information’ means, with respect to any Person, any information,

.matter or thing of a secret, confidential or prdvate naturg, whether or not so

1.5.

1.6.

L.7.

1.8.

labeled, which is connected with such Person’s business or methods of operation

or concerning any of such Person’s suppliers, licensors, licensees, customers or

others with whom such Person has a-business relationship, and which has current
or potential value to such Person or the unauthorized disclosure of which could
be detrimental to such Person, including but not limited to:

1.4.1. Matters of a business nature, including but not limited fo information
relating to development plans, costs, finances, marketing plans, dats,
procedures, business opportunities, marketing methods, plans and strategies,
the costs of construction, installation, materials or components, the prices
such Person obtains or has obtained from its clients or customers, or at
which such Person sells or has sold its services; and _

1.4.2. Matters of a technical nature, including but not limited to product
information, trade secrets, know-how, formulae, innovations, inventions,
devices, discoveries, techniques, formats, processes, methods, specifications,
designs, patterns, schematics, data, access or security codes, compilations of
information, test results and research and development projects. For
purposes of this ‘Agreement, the term “trade secrets” shall mean the broadest
and most inclusive interpretation of trade secrets.

1.4.3, Notwithstanding the foregoing, Confidential Information and proprietary
property {as defined in paragraph 1.21) will not include information that:
(i) was generally available to the public or otherwise part of the public
domain at the time of its disclosure, (ii) became generally available to the
public or otherwise part of the public domain after its disclosure and other
than through any act or omission by any party hereto in breach of this
Agreement, (iii) was subsequently lawfully disclosed to the disclosing party
by a person other than a party hereto, (iv) was required by a court of
competent jurisdiction to be described, or (v) was required by applicable
state law to be described or provided to a requesting party.

“Designated Intersection Approaches” means the Infersection Approaches set
forth on Exhibit A attached hersto, and such additional Intersection Approaches
as Redflex and the Customer shall mutually agree from time to time.

“Designated Vehicles” means the vehicle supplied and equipped by Redflex for

the purpose of mobile photo Speed Enforcement.

“Electronic Signature” means the method through which the Authorized Officer
indicates his or her approval of the issuance of a Citation with respect to of a
Potential Violation using the Redflex System.
“Bnforcement Documentation” means the necessary and appropriate
documentation related to the Photo Red Light Enforcement Program, including,
but not limited to: wamning letters, citation notices (using the specifications of the
Judicial Council and the Columbus Police Department), a numbering sequence
for use on all citation notices (in accordance with applicable court rules),
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IMBITUCHONS 10 accompany each issied Citation (Including in suclt instroctions a

custody records, criteria regarding operational policies for processing Citations

~(including with respect to coordinating with the Deparfment of Motor Vehicles),

and technical support documentation for applicable couirt and judicial officers .

1.9. “Equipment” means any and all cameras, sensors, equipment, componests,
products, software and other tangible and intangible property relating to the
Redilex Photo Red Light System(s), including but not limited fo all camera
systems, housings, radar units, servers and poles.

1.10. ““Fine” means a monetary sum assessed for Citation, including but not
limited to bail forfeitures, but excluding suspended fines,
111 “Governmental Authorty” means any domestic or forecign govemment,

governmental authority, court, tribunal, agency or other regulatory,
administrative or judicial agency, commission or organization, and any
subdivision, branch or department of any of the foregoing.

1.12. “Ingtallation Date of Combined Photo Red Light Program” means the

date on which Redfiex complefes the construction and installation of at least one
(1) Intersection Approach in accordance with the terms of this Agreement so that
such Intersection Approach is operational for the purposes of functioning with
the combined Redlight Photo Enforcement Program.

1.13. “Intellectual Property” means, with respect to any Person, any and all
now known or hereafier known tangible and intangible (a) rights associated with
works of authorship throughout the world, inciuding but not limited to
copyrights, moral rights and mask-works, (b) trademark and trade name rights
and similar rights, (¢) trade secrets rights, (d) patents, designs, algorithms and
other industrial property rights, (e} all other intellectual and industrial property
rights (of every kind and nature thronghout the universe and however
designated), whether arising by operation of law, contract, license, or otherwise,
and (f) all registrations, initial applications, renewals, extensions, continuations,
divisions or reissues hereof now or hereafter in force (including any rights in any
of the foregoing), of such Person.

1.14, “Intersection Approach” means a conduit of travel with up fo four (4)
contiguous lanes from the curb (e.g., northbound, southbound, eastbound or
westbound) on which at least one (1) digital, rear shot multiple image color
camera has been installed by Redflex for the purposes of facilitating combined
Redlight Photo Enforcement by the Customer,

1.15. “Operational Period” means the period of time during the Temm,
commencing on the Installation Date, during which the Photo Red Light
Enforcement Program is functional in order to permit the identification and
prosecution of Violations at the Designated City Streets and Intersection
Approaches by a2 swom police officer of the Customer and the issnance of
Citations for such approved Violations using the Redflex System.

1.16. “Person” means & natural individual, company, Governmental Authority,
partnership, firm, corporation, Jegal entity or other business association.
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“Police Project Manager, means the project manager appointed by e, .

1.23,

- officer-and shall be responsible for overseeing the installation of the Intersection -

1.18.

1.19,

1.20.

1.21.,

Approaches and the implementation of the Redlight Photo Enforcement Program,

~ and which manager shall have the power and authority to make management

decisions relating fo the Customer’s obligations pursuant to this Agreement,
including but not limited to change order authorizations, subject to any
limitations set forth in the Customer’s charter or other organizational documents
of the Customer or by the city counsel or other governing body of the Customer,
“Administrative Hearing  Officer” means, the person hired by the
Customer to act as an Impartial judge for all requests for an Administrative
Appeals Hearing.

“Potential Violation” means, with respect to any motor vehicle passing
through a Designated City Street and/or Intersection. Approach, the data collected
by the Redflex System with respect to such motor vehicle, which data shall be
processed by the Redflex System for the purposes of allowing the Anthorized

Officer to review such data and determine whether a Red Light Violation has

occurred.

“Proprietary Property” means, with respect to any Person, any written or
tangible property owned or used by such Person in connection with such
Person’s business, whether or not such property is copyrightable or also qualifies
as Confidential Information, inciuding but not limited to products, samples,
equipment, files, lists, books, notebooks, records, documents, memoranda,
reports, patterns, schematics, compilations, designs, drawings, data, test results,
contracts, agreements, literature, comrespondence, spread sheets, computer
programs and software, computer print outs, other written and graphic records
and the like, whether originals, copies, duplicates or summaries thereof, affecting
or relating to the business of such Person, financial statements, budgets,
projections and invoices.

“Redflex Marks” means all trademarks registered in the name of Redflex
or any of its affiliates, such other trademarks as are used by Redflex or any of its
affiliates on or in relation to Photo Red Light Enforcement at any time during the
Term this Agreement, service marks, trade names, logos, brands and other marks
owned by Redflex, and all modifications or adaptations of any of the foregoing.

1.22. “Redflex Project Manager” means the project manager appointed by

Redflex in accordance with this Agreement, which project manager shall initially
be Joe Moore, or such person as Redflex shall designate by providing written
notice thereof to the Customer from time to time, who shall be responsible for
overseeing the construction and installation of the Designated Intersection
Approaches and the implementation the Photo Red Light Enforcement Program,
and who shall have the power and authority to make management decisions
relating fo Redflex’s obligations pursuant to this Agreement, including but not
limited to change-order authorizations. ,

“Redflex Photo Red Light Fixed System” means, collectively, the
SmartCam™ Systemn, the SmartOps™ Systern, the Redlight Photo Enforcement
Program, and all of the other equipment, applications, back office processes and
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digital red- light traffic. enforqement' cameras, Sensors, COMmpOonents, products,

124,  “Photo Red Light Enforcement Program” means the process by lw'hich--ﬂié'.' R

_monitoring, identification and enforcement of Violations is facilitated by the use
of certain equipment, applications and back ~office processes of Redffex, -
inclading but pot limited to: cameras, flashes, central processing units, signal
controller interfaces and detectors (whether loop, radar or video loop) which,
collectively, are capable of measuring Violations and recording such Violation
data in the form of photographic images of motor vehicles.

1.25. “Photo Redlight Viclation Criteria” means the standards and critenia by
which Potential Violations will be evaluated by swom police officers of the
Customer, which standards and criteria shall include, but are not limited to, the
duration of tirne that a traffic light must remain red prior to a Violation being
deemed to have occurred, and the location(s) in an intersection which a mofor
vehicle must pass during a red light signal prior to being deemed to have
committed a Violation, ali of which shall be in compliance with all applicable
laws, rules and regulations of Governmental Authorities.

126, “SmartCam™ System” means the propriefary redlight photo enforcement
system of Redflex relating to the Photo Red Light Enforcement Program.
1.27. “SrnartOps™ System” means the proprietary back-office processes of
Redflex relating to the Photo Red Light Enforcement Program. -
1.28. “SmartScene™ System” means the proprietary digital video camera unit,
hardware and software required for providing supplemental violation data.
1.25. “Traffic Signal Controller Boxes” means the signal controller interface

and detector, including but not limited to the radar or video loop, as the case may
be. '

1.20. “Violation” means any traffic violation contrary to the terms of the
Vehicle Code or any applicable rule, regulation or law of any other
Governmental Authority, including but not limited to operating a motor vehicle
contrary to traffic signals, and operating a motor vehicle without displaying a

valid license plate or registration.
1.31. “Violations Data” means the images and other Violations data gathered by

the Redfiex System at the Designated City Streets and/or Inmtersection
Approaches,

. TERM. The term of this Agresment shall commence as of the date hereof and shall

continue for a period of three (3) years after the Installation Date, the date of
signatures by the parties, or the date of approval of the authorized fiscal agent by the
Columbus Depository Commission, whichever occurs Jatest (the “Initial Term™). The
Customner shall have the right, but not the obligation, to extend the term of this
Agreement for one (1) additional consecutive one (1) year period following the
expiration of the Initial Term (each, a “Renewal Term” and collectively with the
Tnitial Term, the “Term™). The Customer may exercise the right to extend the term of
this Agreement for a Renewal Term by providing written notice to Redflex not less
than thirty (30} days prior to the last day of the Initial Term or the Renewal Term, as
the case may be. The same terms and conditions will apply to the renewal term as are
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~ applicable to the initial three year tenm. “However, both parfies reserve (he Hght 10 .

[ESEFR. SR i

3

—enter into negotations at iy point during the-initial 3-yearterft or ainng the reRewar ——— —
" ‘period to modify such terms and conditions: (Is the intent of the parties to be that the - -~ -
. same terms and conditions will apply to the renewal period?)

. SERVICES. Redflex shall provide the Photo Red Light Enforcement Program tfo the

Customer, in each case in accordance with the terms and provisions set forth in this
Agreement.

3.1

3.2

233

INSTALLATION. With respect to the construction and installation of the
Designated Intersection Approaches and the instatlation of the Redflex System at
such Designated Intersection Approaches, the Customer and Redflex shall have
the respective rights and obligations set forth on Exhibit B attached hereto.
MAINTENANCE. With respect to the maintenance of the Redflex System at (1)
the Designated Intersection Approaches and (2) in Designated Vehicles, the
Customer and Redflex shall have the respective rights and obligations set forth
on Exhibit C attached hereto. ’
VIOLATION PROCESSING. During the Operational Period, Violations shall
be processed as follows WS e e ey DT T

3.3.1. All Violations Data shall be stored on the Redflex System;

132, The Redflex System shall process Violations Data gathered from the
Designated City Streets and/or Intersection Approaches and Designated
Vehicles into a format capable of review by the Authorized Officer via the
Redflex System; _ X

3.3.3. The Redflex System shall be accessible by the Authorized Officer through
a virtual private network in encrypted format by use of a confidential
password on any computer equipped with a high-speed internet connection
and a web browser; . '

3.3.4, Redflex shall provids the Authorized Officer with access to the Redflex
Systemn for the purposes of reviewing the pre-processed Violations Data
within five (5) days of the gathering of the Violation Data from the
-applicable Designated City Streets and/or Intersection Approaches and
Designated Vehicles

335, The Customer shall cause the Authorized Officer to review the Violations
Data and to determine whether a citation shall be issued with respeot to each
Potential Violation captured within such Violation Data, and transmit each
such determination in the form of an Electronic Signature to Redflex using
the software or other applications or procedures provided by Redflex on the
Redflex System for such purpose, and- REDFLEX HEREBY
ACKNOWLEDGES AND AGREES THAT THE DECISION TO ISSUE A
CITATION SHALL BE THE SOLE, UNILATERAL AND EXCLUSIVE
DECISION OF THE AUTHORIZED OFFICER AND SHALL BE MADE
IN SUCH AUTHORIZED OFFICER’S SOLE DISCRETION (A
“CITATION DECISION”), AND IN NO EVENT SHALL REDFLEX
HAVE THE ABILITY OR AUTHORIZATION TO MAKE A CITATION
DECISION;
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336, With respect to eactr Authorized Violation, Redflex sha

[ print and maila

" Citation within six (6) days aiter Redfjex’s receipt o

15! LN ERL i e dn S,

" provided, however, during the Waring Period, warning violation notices - -
- shall be issued in respect of all Authorized Violations;

337 Redflex has developed and will maintain 2 gystem for the collection,

accounting and reporting of all citation payments made as a result of the
photo enforcement program. At any time and during normal business hours,
the Customer shall be entitled to inspect, review and copy such accounting
and reporting documents. Redflex ghall also forward to the Customer its
entitled portion of the fines collected, minus any contractual subtractions,
under this agreement at the end of each month in which the fines were
collected.

3.1.8. Redflex shall provide a toll-free telephone number for the purposes of
answering citizen inquiries. Violation video viewing shall be available to
the recipient of each citation through the use of an internet web page with
citation number and secure access code.

_ 3.3.9, Redilex shail permit the Authorized Officer o generate monthly reports

using the Redflex Standard Report System.

3.3.10. Upon Redflex’s receipt of a written request from the Customer and m
addition to the Standard Reports, Redflex shall provide, without cost to the
Customer, reports regarding the processing and issuance of Citations, the
maintenance and downtime records of the Designated Intersection
Approaches and the functionality of the Redflex System with respect thereto
to the Customer in such format and for such periods as the Customer may
reasonably request; provided, however, Redfiex shall not be obligated to
provide in excess of six (6) such reports in any given twelve (12) month
period without cost to the Customer; : :

3.3.11. Upon the Customer’s receipt of 2 written request from Redflex, the
Customner shall provide, without cost to Redflex, reporis regarding the
prosecution of Citations and the collection of fines, fees and other monies in
respect thereof in such format and for such periods as Redflex may
reasonably request; provided, however, the Customer shall not be obligated
to provide in excess of six (6) such reports in any given twelve (12) month
period without cost to Redflex; '

3.3.12. During the six {6) month period following the Installation Date and/or
upon Redfiex’s receipt of a written request from the Customer at least
fourteen (14) calendar days in advance of court proceeding, Redflex shall
provide expert witnesses for use by the Customer in prosecuting Violations;
provided, however, the Customer shall use reasonable best efforts to seek
judicial notice in lien of requiring Redflex to provide such expert witnesses;
and

3.3.13, During the three (3) month period following the Installation Date, Redflex
shall provide such training to police personnel as shall be reasonably
necessary in order to atlow such personnel to act as expert witnesses on
behalf of the Customer with respect to the Rediight Enforcement Program.
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PROSECUTION AND COLLE_CT-ION; COMPENSATION. The Customer sfratf

3.5

3.6.

__'_'diT_ig_ent‘ly_‘pr‘osecute’Cx’fations"and the-colfectivaof-att- Pines-in-respect-thereof,——
and Redfiex shall have the right to receive, and the Customer shall-be obligated - -
to pay, the compensation set forth on Exhibit D attached hersto.

OTHER RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS. During the Term, in addition to allof
the other rights and obligations set forth in this Agreement, Redflex and the
Customer shall have the respective rights and obligations set forth on Exhibit E
attached hereto.

CHANGE ORDERS. The Customer may from time to time request changes to
the work required to be performed or the addition of products or services to those
required pursuant to the terms of this Agreement by providing written notice
thereof to Redflex, sefting forth in reasopable detail the proposed changes (a
“Change Order Notice™. Upon Redflex’s receipt of 2 Change Order Notice,
Redflex shall deliver a written statement describing the effect, if any, the
proposed changes would have on the pricing terms set forth in Exhibit D (the
“Change Order Proposal”), which Change Order Proposal shall include (i) a

. detailed breakdown of the charge and schedule effects, (i) a description of any

resulting changes to the specifications and obligations of the parties, {itiya

schedule for the delivery and other performance obligations, and (iv) any other
information relating to the proposed changes reasonably requested by the
Customer. Following the Customer’s receipt of the Change Order Proposal, the
parties shall negotiate in good faith and agree to a plan and schedule for
implementation of the proposed changes, the time, manner and amount of
payment or price inCreases or decreases, as the case may be, and any other
matters relating to the proposed changes; provided, however, in the event that
any proposed change involves only the addition of equipment or services to the
existing Designated Intersection Approaches, Designated City Vehicles, or the
addition of Infersection Approaches to be covered by the terms of this
Agreement, to the maximum extent applicable, the pricing terms set forth in
Exhibit D shall govemn. Any failure of the parties to reach agreement with
respect to any of the foregoing as 2 result of any proposed changes shall not be
deemed to be a breach of this Agreement, and any disagreement shall be resolved
in accordance with Section 10.

4, License; Reservation of Rights.

4.1,

License. Subject to the terms and conditions of this Agreement, Redflex hereby
grants the Customer, and the Customer hereby accepts from Redflex upon the
terms and conditions herein specified, a non-exclusive, non-transferable license
during the Term of this Agreement 10: (a) solely within the City of Columbus,
access and use the Redflex System for the sole purpose of reviewing Potential
Violations and authorizing the issuance of Citations pursuant to the terms of this
Agreement, and to print copies of any content posted on the Redflex System in
comnection therewith, (b) disclose to the public (including outside of the City of
Columbus) that Redflex is providing services to the Customer in connection with
Photo Red Light Enforcement Program pursuant {0 the terms of this Agreement,
and (c) use and display the Redflex Marks on or in marketing, public awareness
or education, or other publications or materials relating to the Photo Red Light
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" Enforcemeiit Program, so long asany and all such publications or materials.are. ... . -

- approved in advance by Redilex.
4.2.

4.3.

. ... Redflex System pursuant to the terms of this Agrecment without first obtaining

4.4,

4.5.

RESERVATION OF RIGHTS. The Customer hereby acknowledges and agrees |
-that: {a) Redflex is.the sale and exclusive owner of the Redflex System, the

Redflex Marks, all Intellectual Property arising from or relating to the Redflex
System, and any and all related Equipment, (b) the Customer neither has nor
makes any claim to any right, title or interest in any of the foregoing, except as
specifically granted or authorized under this Agreement, and (c) by reason of the
exercise of any such rights or interests of Customer pursuent to this Agreement,
the Customer shall gain no additional right, title or interest therein. :

RESTRICTED USE. The Customer hereby covenants and agrees that it shall not
(2) make any modifications to the Redflex System, including ‘but not limited to
any Equipment, (b} alter, remove or tamper with any Redflex Marks, (c) use any
of the Redflex Marks in any way which might prejudice their distinctiveness,
validity or the goodwill of Redflex therem, (d) use any trademarks or other marks
other than the Redflex Marks in comnection with the Customer’s use of the

the prior consent of Redflex, or (e) disassemble, de-compile or otherwise perform
any type of reverse engineering to the Redflex System, the Redflex System,
including but not limited to any Equipment, or io any, Intellectual Property or
Proprietary Property of Redflex, or cause any other Person to do any of the
foregoing,.

PROTECTION OF RIGHTS. Redflex shall have the right to take whatever
action it deems necessary or desirable fo remedy or prevent the infringement of
any Intellectual Property of Redflex, including without limitation the filing of
applications to register as trademarks in any jurisdiction any of the Redflex
Marks, the filing of patent application for any of the Intellectual Property of
Redflex, and -making any other applications or filings with appropriate
Govermmental Authorities. The Customer shall not take any action to remnedy or
prevent such infringing activities, and shall not in its own name make any
registrations or filings with respect to any of the Redflex Marks or the
Infellectual Property of Redflex without the prior written consent of Redilex.
INFRINGEMENT. The Customer shall use its reasonable best efforts to give
Redflex prompt notice of any activities or threatened activities of any Person of
which it becomes aware that infringes or violates the Redflex Marks or’any of
Redflex’s Intellectual Property or that comstitute a misappropriation of trade
secrets or act of unfair competition that might dilute, damage or destroy any of
the Redflex Marks or any other Intellectual Property of Redflex. Redflex shall
have the exclusive ight, but not the obligation, to take action to enforce such
rights and to make settlements with respect thereto. In the event that Redflex
commences any enforcement action under this Section 4.5, then the Customer
shall render fo Redflex such reasonable cooperation and assistance as is
reasonably requested by Redflex, and Redflex shall be entitled to any damages or
other monetary amount that might be awarded after deduction of actual costs;
provided, that Redflex shall reimburse the Customer for any reasonable costs
incurred in providing such cooperation and assistance,
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f R 463NFRINGING USE. * The Customer shall give Redflex prompt writen notice of

mntnot ﬂng -

“any action or clalm action or Claim, whether threateied-or-pending;-aganst-te————=
Customer alleging that the Redflex Marks, or any other Intellectual Property of - - -

-Redflex, infringes ar violates any patent, trademark, copyright, trade secret or

other Intellectual Property of any other Person, and the Customer shall render to”

Redflex such reasonable cooperation and assistance as is reasonably requested by
Redflex in the defense thereof; provided, that Redflex shall reimburse the
Customer for any reasonable costs incurred in providing such cooperation and
assistance. If such a claim is made and Redflex determines, in the exercise of its
sole discretion, that an infringement may exist, Redflex shall have the right, but
not the obligation, to procure for the Customer the right to keep using the
allegedly infringing items, modify them to avoid the alleged infringement or
replace them with non-infringing items.
5. Representations and Warranties.
i 5.1. Redflex Representations and Warranties.
| 51.1. Authority. Redflex hereby warrants and represents that it has all right,
oo _power and authority to execute end deliver this Agreement and perform its

obligations hereunder. .

51.2. Professional Services. Redflex hereby warmrants and represents that any
and all services provided by Redflex pursuant fo this Agreement shall be
performed in a professional and workmanlike manner and, with respect to
the installation of the Redflex Sysiem, subject fo applicable law, In
compliance with all specifications provided to Redflex by the Customer.

5.2. Customer Representations and Warranties. .

572.1. Authority, The Cusiomer hereby warrants and represents that it has all
right, power and authority fo execute and deliver this Agreement and
perform its obligations hereunder.

52.2. Professional Services. The Custorer hereby warrants and represents that
any and all services provided by the Customer pursuant to this Agresment
shall be performed in a professional and workmanlike marner.

;' 53 LIMITED WARRANTIES. EXCEPT AS OTHERWISE PROVIDED IN THIS
; AGREEMENT, REDFLEX MAKES NO WARRANTIES OF ANY KIND,

WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A
PARTICULAR PURPOSE, WITH RESPECT TO THE REDFLEX SYSTEM OR
ANY RELATED EQUIPMENT OR WITH RESPECT TO THE RESULTS OF
THE CUSTOMER'S USE OF ANY OF THE FOREGOING
NOTWITHSTANDING "ANYTHING TO THE CONTRARY SET FORTH
HEREIN, REDFLEX DOES NOT WARRANT THAT ANY OF THE
DESIGNATED INTERSECTION APPROACHES OR THE REDFLEX
SYSTEM WILL OPERATE IN THE WAY THE CUSTOMER. SELECTS FOR
USE, OR THAT THE OPERATION OR USE THEREOF WILL BE
UNINTERRUPTED. THE CUSTOMER HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGES THAT
THE REDFLEX SYSTEM MAY MALFUNCTION FROM TIME TO TIME,
AND SUBJECT TO THE TERMS OF THIS AGREEMENT, REDFLEX SHALL
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. DILIGENTLY. ENDEAVOR TO CORRECT ANY SUCH: M_ALFUNCT-ION IN =

A TIMELY MANNER.,

CETTRRIIRARON, ~ T e e

6.1 TERMINATION FOR DEFAULT
If either the City or Redflex violates any material term or condition of this
Contract or fails to fulfill in a timely and proper manner its obligations under this
Contract, then the aggrieved party shall give the other party written notice of such
failure or violation. The responsible party shall give the other party written nolice
of a proposed correction o such failure or violation. The responsible party will
correct the violation or failure within thirty (30) calendar days or as otherwise
mutually agreed. If the failure or violation is not corrected, this Contract may be
terminated immediately by written potice from the aggrieved party fo the other
party. The option {0 terminate shall be at the sole discretion of the aggrieved
party. This section shall not apply to any failure(s) to perform that result from the
Wﬁf[ﬂwnegﬁgeﬂ’raetm@missionmﬁh&%g{i@%

6.2 TERMINATION DUE TO CHANGE IN LAW: Either party shall have the right to
terminate this Agreement immediately by written notice to the other if one of the
following situations arise (i) state statute or statutes are enacted or amended to
prohibit, restrict, or substantially change the operation of photo red light
enforcement systems that render continued performance nnder this agreement
impracticable; or (ii) any court having jurisdiction over the terms of this
agreement Or OVer the relevant local, state, or federal statute or statutes, rules that
results from the Redflex System of photo red light enforcement are inadmissible
as evidence—The City will not be financially responsible for repaying any
expenditure by Redflex if the City terminates due to a change in law.

6.3 The rights to terminate this Agreement pursuant o Section 6.1 shall be without
prejudice to any other right or remedy of either party resulting from a breach of
this Agreement.

6.4 PROCEDURES UPON TERMINATION. The termination of this Agreement
chall not relive either party of any liability that accrued prior to such termination.
Except as set forth in Section 6.3, upon the termination of this Agreement, all of
the provisions of this Agreement shall terminate and: ‘
6.4.1 Redflex shall (1) immediately cease 10 provide services, including but not

limited to, work in conmection with the construction or instatlation
activities and services in connection with the Photo Speed and Photo Red
Light Enforcement Program, (ii) promptly deliver to the Customer any and
all Proprietary Property of the Customer provided to Redflex pursuant to
this Agreement, (i) promptly deliver to the Customer a final report to the
Customer regarding the collection of data and the issuance of Citaticns in
such format and for such periods as the Customer may reasonably request,
and which final report Redflex shall update or supplement from time to
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. time.when and if additional data or information becomes-availabls, (iv)

- promptly deliver to Customer a final involce stating Al fees andcharges

propetly owed by Customer to Redflex for work performed and Citations

- {ssusd by Redftex prier to-the termination, .and (v) provide such assistance |

as the Customer may reasonably request from time to time in connection
with prosecuting and enforcing Citations issued prior to the termination of
this Agreement (vi) promptly pay any and all fees, charges and amounts
propetly owed by Redflex to Customer.

6.42 The Customer shall (i) immediately cease using the Photo Red Light
Enforcement Program, accessing the Redflex System and using aiy other
Intellectual Property of Redfiex, (if) promptly deliver to Redflex any and
all Proprietary Property of Redflex provided to the Customer pursuant o
this Agreement, and (iii) promptly pay any and all fees, charges and
amounts properly owed by Customet to Redflex for work performed and
Citations issued by Redflex prior to the termination.

643 Unless the Customer and Redflex have agreed to enter into a new

Wﬁreﬁﬁ&g&eﬁaﬁhmﬂeﬁﬂgmﬁmgr am Or have
agreed to extend the Term of this Agreement, Redflex shall remove any
and all Bquipment or other materials of Redflex installed in connection
with Redflex’s performance of ifs obligations under this Agreement,
including, but not limited to, housings, poles and camera systems, and
Redflex shall restore the Designated City Vehicles and Designated
Intersection Approaches to substantially the same condition such
Designated Intersection Approaches were in immediately prior to this
Agreement.

6.5 SURVIVAL. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the definitions and each of the
following shall survive the termination of this Agreement: (1) Sections 4.2
(Reservation of Rights), 5.1 (Redflex Representations and Warranties), 5.2
(Customer Representations and Warranties), 5.3 (Limited Warranty), 7
(Confidentiality), g (Indemmification and Liability), 9 (Notices), 10 (Dispute
Resolution), 11.1 (Assignment), 11.17 (Applicable Law), and 11.18 (Jurisdiction
and Venue), and (2) those provisions, and the rights and obligations therein, set
forth in this Agreement which either by their terms stae, or evidence the intent of
the parties, that the provisions survive the expiration or termination of the
Agreement, or must survive 1o give effect to the provisions of this Agreement.

CONFIDENTIALITY. During the term of this Agreement and for a period of three
(3) years thereafter, neither party zhall disclose to any third person, or use for itself
in any way for pecuniary gain, any Confidential Information learned from the other
party during the course of the negotiations for this Agreement or during the Term of
this Agreement. Upon termination of this Agreement, each party shall return to the
other all tangible Confidential Information of such party, Each party shall retain in
confidence and not disclose to any third party any Confidential Information without
the other party’s express writien consent, except (2) to its employees who are
reasonably required to have the Confidential Information, (b) to its agents,
representatives, attorneys and other professional advisors that have a need to know
such Confidential Information, provided that such parties undertake in writing {or
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" gfe otherwise bound by rules-of professional - conduct) . fo. Xeep. such information

 Act,
-8 .. Indemnuification and Liability,

strictly confidential, or (c) pursuant to, and 1o the-externt-of-Ohio’s-Public-Records——

81 Indemnification by Redflex. Redflex hereby agrees to defend and indemnify the =

Customer and its affiliates, shareholders or other interest holders, managers, officers,
directors, employees, agents, representatives and successors, permitted assignees and
each of their affiliates, and all persons acting by, throngh, under or in concert with
them, or any of them (individually a “Customer Party” and collectively, the
“Customer Parties”) against, and to protect, save and keep harmless the Customer
Parties from, and to pay on behalf of or reimburse the Customer Parties as and when
incurred for, any and all liabilities, obligations, losses, damages, penalties, demands,
claims, actions, suits, judgments, settlements, costs, expenses and disbursements
(including reasonable attorneys’, accountants’ and expert witnesses’ fees) of whatever
kind and nature (collectively, “Losses™), which may be imposed on or incurred by
any Customer Party arising out of or related to (&) any material mistepresentation,
inaccuracy or breach of amy covenant, warranty or representation of Redflex

contained in this Agreement, or (b} the wiliful misconduct of Redilex, if§ enployees
or agents which result in death or bodily injury to any natural person (including third
parties) or any damage to any real or tangible personal property (including the
personal property of third parties), except fo the extent caused by the willful
misconduct of any Customer Party.

2 LIMITED LIABILITY. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this
Agreement, neither party shall be liable to the other, by reason of any representation
or express or implied warranty, condition or other term or any duty at common of
civil law, for any indirect, incidental, special, lost profits or consequential damages,
however caused and on any theory of liability arising out of or relating to this
Agreement.

9 NOTICES. Any notices to be given hereunder shall be in writing, and shall be
desmed to have been given (a) upon delivery, if delivered by hand, (b) three (3) days -
after being mailed first class, certified mail, return receipt requested, postage and
registry fees prepaid, or (c) one Business Day after being delivered to a reputable’
overnight courier service, excluding the U.S. Postal Service, prepaid, marked for
next day delivery, if the courier service obtains a signature acknowledging receipt,
in each case addressed or sent to such party as follows:

9.4 Notices to Redflex: '

Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc.
15020 North 74% Strest
Scottsdale, AZ 85260
Attention: Ms, Karen Finley
Facsimile: (480) 607-5552

With a copy to:
Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampion LLP
Attn: Brette Simon
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433 South Hope Street

“Los Angeles, CA 90071
Telephone: 213-617-3414

9.5 Notices to the Customer:
City of Columbus, Ohio
Department of Public Safety
Attention; Director of Public Safety
Facsimile: 614-645-8268

With a copy to:
City of Columbus

Automated Enforcement Program Manager
Facsimile:

10 DISPUTE RESOLUTION. Upon the occuirence of any dispute or disagreement
between the parties hersto arising out of or in connection with any term or provision
of this Agreement, the subject matter hereof, or the interpretation or enforcement
hereof (the “Dispute”™), the parties shall engage in informal, good faith discussions
and attemnpt to resolve the Dispute. In connection therewith, upon writlen notice of
gither party, each of the parties will appoint a designated officer whose task it shall
be to meet for the purpose of attempting to resolve such Dispute. The designated
officers shall meet as often as the parties shall deem to be reasonably necessary.
Such officers will discuss the Dispute. If the parties are unable to resolve the
Dispute in accordance with this Section 10, and in the event that either of the parties
concludes in good faith that amicable resolution through continued negotiation with
respect to the Dispute is not reasonably likely, then the parties may mutnally agree
to submit to nonbinding arbitration or mediation.

11 Miscellaneous,

11.1 Assionment.” Neither party may assign all or any portion of this Agreement
without fhe prior written consent of the other, which consent shall not be
unreasonably withheld or delayed; provided, however, The Customer hersby
acknowledges and agrees that the execution (as outlined in Exhibit G), delivery
and performance of Redflex’s rights pursuant to this Agreement shall require a
significant investment by Redflex, and that in order to finance such invesiment,
Redflex may be required fo enter into certain agreements or arrangements
(“Financing Transactions”) with equipment lessors, banks, financial institutions or
other similar persons or entities (each, a “Financial Institution” and collectively,
“Financial Institutions™). The Customer hereby agrees that Redflex shall have the
right to assign, pledge, hypothecate ot otherwise transfer (“Transfer”) its rights, or
any of them, under this Agreement to any Financial Institution in connection with
any Financing Transaction between Redfiex and any such Financial Institution,
subject to the Customer’s prior written approval, which approval shall not be
unreasonably withheld or delayed. The Customer further acknowledges and
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T aprees that in the eve;}t'tliat"RB_dﬂeX provides written notice to.the Customer toat

and in the event that the Customer fails to provide such approval or fails to object
st such_Trapsfer within forty-five (45) business days after its receipt of such
| notice from Redflex, for the purposes of this Agreement, the Customer shall be™
deemed to have consented to and approved such Transfer by Redfiex.
Notwithstanding the above, this Agreement shall inure to the benefit of, and be
binding upon, the parties hereto, and their respective sUCCessOIs OF assigns.
11.2 RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN REDFLEX AND THE CUSTOMER. Nothing in
this Agreement shall create, or be deemed fo create, a partnership, joint venture or
the relationship of principal and agent or employer and employee between the
parties. The relationship between the parties shall be that of independent contractors,
and nothing contained in this Agreement shall create the relationship of principal
' and agent or otherwise permit either party to incur any debts or liabilities or
obligations on behalf of the other party (except as specifically provided herein).
i 11.3 AUDIT RIGHTS. Fach of parties hereto shall have the right to audit to audit the
... . . booksand records of the other party hercto (the “Audited Party”) solely for the

it intends to Transfer all or any ot Redfex S'ﬁg}éih'-pulbuaﬁk&%h%%ﬁ@@m?“ﬁ_; -

' purpose of verifying the payments, if’ any, payable pursuant to this Agreenient.

Any such audit shall be conducted upon not less than forty-eight (48) hours’ prior

: notice to the Audited Party, at mutually convenient times and during the Audited

' Party’s normal business hours. Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement,

the cost of any such audit shall be borne by the non-Audited Party. In the event

any such audit establishes any underpayment of any payment payable by the

Audited Party to the non-Audited Party pursuant to this Agreement, the Audited

5 Party shall promptly pay the amount of the shortfali, and in the event that any

such audit establishes that the Audited Party has underpaid any payment by more

‘than twenty five percent (25%) of the amount of actually owing, the cost of such

andit shall be borne by the Audited Party. In the event any such audit establishes

any overpayment by the Audited Perty of any payment made pursuant fo this

Agreement, non-Audited Party shall promptly refund to the Audited Party the

P amount of the excess. The City of Columbus shall not be responsible for paying

for any audit pursuant to this section unless the City Auditor first certifies that
funds are available for such purpose and City Council approves the expenditure.

11.4 FORCE MAJEURE. Neither party will be liable to the other or be deemed fo be

i in breach of this Agreement for any failure or delay in rendering performance

arising out of causes beyond its reasonable control and without its fault or

negligence. Such causes may include but are not limited to, acts of God or the

" public enemy, terrorism, significant fires, floods, earthquakes, epidemics,

quarantine restrictions, strikes, freight embargoes, or Governmental Authorities

approval delays which are not caused by any act or omission by Redflex, and

pnusually severe weather. The party whose performance is affected agrees to

notify the other promptly of the existence and nature of any delay.

11.5 ENTIRE AGREEMENT. This Agrecment represents the entire Agreement

“between the parties, and there are no other agreements (other than invoices and

purchase orders), whether written or oral, which affect its terms. This
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‘Agreement may be amended only by a subsequent wIiliel agreerment signed by -

11.6 SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this Agreement is held by any court or
_other competent authority to be void or unenforceable in whole or part, this

Agreement shall continue to be valid as to the other provisions thereofand the” ~ 7

remainder of the affected provision,

11.7 WAIVER. Any waiver by either party of a breach of any provision of this
Apgreement shall not be considered as a waiver of any subsequent breach of the
same or any other provision thereof. |

11.8 CONSTRUCTION Except as expressly otherwise provided in this Agreement,
this Agreement shall be construed as having been fuily and completely
negotiated and neither the Agreement nor any provision thereof shall be
construed more strictly against either party. :

11.0 HEADINGS. The headings of the sections contained in this Agreement are
included herein for reference purposes only, solely for the convenience of the
parties hersto, and shall not in any way be deemed to affect the meaning,
interpretation or applicability of this Agresment or any term, condition or

provision hereof.

11.10 EXECUTION AND COUNTERPARTS. This Agreement may be executed in
any number of counterparts, each of which when so executed and delivered
shal] be deemed an original, and such counterparts together shall constitute only
one instrument. Any one of such counterparts shall be sufficient for the purpose
of proving the existence and terms of this Agreement, and no paity shall be
required to produce an original or all of such counterparts in making such proof,

11.11 COVENANT OF FURTHER ASSURANCES. All parties to this Agreement
shall, upon request, perform any and all acts and execute and deliver any and all
certificates, imstruments and other documents that may be necessary or
appropriate to carry out any of the terms, conditions and provisions hereof or {o
carry out the intent of this Agreement. _ _ '

11.12 REMEDIES CUMULATIVE. Each and all of the several rights and remedies
provided for in this Agreement shall be construed as being cumulative and no
one of them shall be deemed to be exclusive of the others or of any right or
remedy allowed by law or equity, and pursuit of any one remedy shall not be
deemed to be an election of such remedy, or a waiver of any other remedy.

11.13 BINDING EFFECT. This Agreement shall inure to the benefit of and be
binding upon all of the parties hereto and their respective execufors,
administrators, successors and permitted assigns.

11.14 COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS. Nothing contained in this Agreement shall be
construed to require the commission of any act confrary to law, and whenever
there is a conflict between any term, condition or provision of this Agreement
and any present or futore statute, law, ordinance or regulation contrary to which
the parties have no legal right to contract, the lafter shall prevail, but in such
event the term, condition or provision of this Agreement affected shall be
curtailed and limited only to the extent necessary to bring it within the
requirement of the law, provided that such construction is consistent with the
intent of the Parties as expressed in this Agreement.
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Agreement.

o

1116 APPLICABLE LAW. This Agreement shall be govemed by and construed in

all respects solely 1n sccordance with the laws of the State of Ohio, United
States.
11.17 TURISDICTION AND VENUE. Any dispute arising out of or in connection

with this Agreement shall be cubmitted to the exclusive jurisdiction and venue
of the courts located in the County of Franklin, Ohic and both parties
specifically agree to be bound by the jurisdiction and venue thereof.

11.18

CITY INCOME TAX,

To the extent applicable, the CONTRACTOR hereby further agrees to withhold
all City income taxes due or payable under the provisions of Chapter 361 of the
Columbus City Codes, for wages, salaries, and commissions paid to its employees
and further agrees that any of its cubcontractors shall be required to withhold any
such income taxes due under said chapter for services performed under the
Contract.

11.19
1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

()

EQUAL QPPORTUNITY.

The CONTRACTOR will not discriminate against any employee or applicant
for employment because of race, color, religion, sex, or national origin. The
CONTRACTOR will take affirmative action to ensure that applicants are
emplayed and that employees are treated during employment without regard
1o their race, color, religion, sex, or national origin. Such action shall
include, but not be limited to, the following: employment, upgrading,
demotion or termination; rates of pay or other forms of compensation; and
selection for training. The CONTRACTOR agrees to post in conspicuous
places, available to employees and applicants for employment, notices
summarizing the provisions of the Equal Opportunity Clause,

The CONTRACTOR will, in all solicitations or advertisements for
employment placed by or on the CONTRACTOR, state that the
CONTRACTOR is an equal opportunity employer.

it is the policy of the City of Columbus that business concerns owned and
operated by minority and female personnel shall have the maximum
practicable opportunity to participate in the performance of Contracts
awarded by the City.

The CONTRACTOR shall permit access to ary relevant and pertinent
reports and documents by the Administrator for the sole purpose of verifying
compliance with this Article, and with the regulations of the Contract
Compliance Office. All such materials provided to the Administrator by the
CONTRACTOR shall be considered confidential. :

The CONTRACTOR will not obstruct or hinder the Administrator or his
deputies and assistants in the fulfillment of the duties and responsibilities
imposed by Article I, Title 39.
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. (5) “The CONTRACTOR and eac:h subcontractor will include a summary of this,

Equal Opportunity Clause i every subcontract--The- CONTRACTOR IR
take such action with respeet to any subcontractor as is necessary as a means

...of enforcing the provision of the Equa Opportunity Clause.

(7) The CONTRACTOR agrees to refrain from subcontracting any part of this
Contract or Contract modification thereto to a CONTRACTOR not holding &
valhid certification number as provided for in Article I, Title 39.

(8) Failure or refusal of a CONTRACTOR or subcontractor to comply with the
provisions of Article I, Title 39 may result in cancellation of this Contract.

11.20 Compliance with Ordinance No. 1015-2005

Redflex acknowledges and agrees to participate with the Customer in satisfying the
following conditions imposed by the Columbus City Council:

(1) That cameras shall be installed and operated in a stationary'or fixed position

Gmwmmmﬁmg%ﬁm%@gam to the target intersection, and without
the ability for movement to expand the area of viewing.

(2) That installation shall be restricted to twénty (20 cameras and that the
contract shall not be amended to increase the number of cameras without prior

City Council approval.

(3) That no camera shall he installed or changed to a different location without
prior City Council approval.

(4y That Redfiex Traffic Systems, Inc., and the administration shall be required to
review with City Council crash data no later than six months afier all cameras are
operable.

(5) That the cameras’ intentional use shall be red light enforcement only.
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T EXHIBIT “A

e e e d e o a3
—ESTONATEETIN

. The contract is for the construction and activation of twenty (20) red light cameras in the

introductory phase, Identification of enforce
agreement between Redflex and the Customer as warranted by co

traffic needs.

mmunity safety and
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T CONSTRUCTION AND INSTALLATION OBLIGATIONS

- Prmeframe for Installation: Combined Fixed Photo Red Light System

Redflox will have cach specified intersection installed and activated in phases in
accordance with an implementation plan that is attached hereto and incorporated into this
agreement. Failure to adhere to the jmplementation plan shall be considered a material
breach of this agreement. The parties may by mutual agreement amend the project

schedule.

Redflex will use reasonable commercial efforts to install the system in accordance with
the schedule set forth in the implementation plan that will be formalized upon project
commencement. All aspects of engineering and installation will meet City standards and
practices as determined by the sole discretion of the Transportation Division.

| Redflex will use reasoﬁablc commercial efforts to install and activate the first specified
_—]l:fﬁ':e = ' ; . ] ﬁ l '

sequent to formal project kick-off. The

Municipality agrees that the estimated timeframe for installation and activation are
subject to conditions beyond the control of Redflex and are not guaranteed.

In order to provide the client with timely completion of the photo enforcement project
Redflex Traffic Systems requires that the city assist with providing timely approval of
Customer permit requests. The Customer acknowledges the importance of the safety
program and undertakes that in order to keep the project on schedule the customer is to
provide city engineers review of Reflex permit requests and all documentation within 2
two business days. Reflex will also review and correct if necessary any redlines with in
two busipess days. Permits need to be received within five business days of first

submittal in order to implement the program in a timely manner.

As used in this agreement, “project commencement” and “formal project kickoff” shall
either mean the signatures of Redflex and the City of Columbus or the approval of Sky
Bank or another banking institution as the authorized fiscal agent by the Columbus
Depository Commission, whichever occurs later.

{. Redflex Obligations. Redflex shall do or cause to be done each of the following (in
each case, unless otherwise stated below, at Redflex’s sole expense).

1.1. Appoint the Redflex Project Manager and a project implementation team
consisting of between one (1) and four (4) people to assist the Redflex Project
Manager,

1.2. Request current “as-built” electronic engineering drawings for the Designated
Intersection Approaches (the “Drawings”} from the city traffic engineecr;

1.3. Develop and submit to the Customer for approval construction and installation
specifications in reasonable detail for the Designated Intersection Approaches,
inclnding but pot limited to specifications for all radar sensors, pavement loops,
electrical connections and traffic controller connections, as required; and
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1.4, Seek aporoval fiom fhe relevant Governmental Authorities having authorly o1 -

jurisdiction over the constiuction sk instaltation spectications—for—the=
Designated Intersection Approaches (collectively, the “Approvals™), which will
include compliance with City permit.applications. |

1.5. Finalize the acquisition of the Approvals;

1.6. Submit to the Customer a public awareness strategy for the Customer’s
consideration and approval, which strategy shall include media and educational
materials for the Customer’s approval or amendment (the “Awareness Strategy”);

1.7. Develop the Redlight Violation Criteria in consuftation with the Customer;

1.8. Develop the Enforcement Documentztion for approval by the Customer, which
approval shall not beunreasonably withheld;

1.9. Complete the installation and testing of all necessary Equipment, including
hardware and software, at the Designated Intersection Approaches (under the
supervision of the Customer);

1.10.- - Cause an electrical sub-confractor to complete all reasonably necessary
electrical work at the Designated Intersection Approaches, including but not

Limsited_to_the installation of all related Equipment and other detection sensors,

EILEITL

poles, cabling, telecommunications equipment and wiring, which work shall be
performed in compliance with all applicable local, state and federal laws and
regulations;, :

1.11. Install and st the functionality of the Designated Intersection Approaches
with the Redflex System and establish fully operational Violation processing
capability with the Redflex System;

1.12. Implement the use of the Redflex System at each of the Designated
Intersection Approaches;

1.13. Deliver the Materials to the Customer; and

1.14. Issue citation notices for Authorized Violations;

1.15. Redflex shall provide training (i) for up te fifteen (15) personnel of the
Customer, including but not limited to the persons who Customer shall appoint as
Authorized Officers and other persons involved in the administration of the
Redlight Photo Enforcement Program, (ii} for at least sixteen (16) hours in the
aggregate, (iii) regarding the operation of the Redflex Systern and the Redlight
Photo Enforcement Program, which training shall include training with respect o
the Redflex System and its operations, strategies for presenting Violations Data
in court and judicial proceedings and a review of the Enforcement’
Documentation;

1.16, Interact with court and judicial personnel to address issues regarding the
implementation of the Redflex System, the development of a subpoena
processing timeline that will permit the offering of Violations Data in court and
judicial proceedings, the establishment of a court hearing schedule for
adjudicating upon Citations, and coordination between Redflex, the Customer
and juvenile court personnel; and

1.17. Provide reasonable public relations resources and media materials to the
Customer in the event that the Customer elects to conduct a public launch of the
Redlight Photo Enforcement Program.

118, Citation processing and citation re-issuance
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- 2. CUSTOMER OBLIGATIONS. - The Customer shalldo or cause tobe-dene-eaen

stated below, .at Customer’s sole

: tnafoliowing{m -ERCHCateHiHess: WI5e—F
expense):

2.1.1, Appoint the Police Project Manager; Provide an Administrative Hearing
Officer to preside over Appeals Hearing for the City. o o

71.2. Assist Redflex in obtaining the Drawings from the relevant Governmental
Authorities;

2.1.3. Notify Redflex of any specific requirements relating to the construction
and installation of any Intersection Approaches or the implementation of the
Redlight Photo Enforcement Program,

71.4. Provide assistance to Redflex in obtaining access to the records data of the
Department of Motor Vehicles in Redflex’s capacity as an independent
contractor to the Customer; and

9.1.5. Assist Redflex in secking the Approvals

2.1.6. Provide reasonable access to the Customer’s properties and facilities in
order to permit Redfiex to install and test ihe functionality of the Designated- -
Intersection Approaches and the Redlight Photo Bnforcement Program;

o T

% 1.7. Provide reasonable access 1o (e persorme] of the Eustomerand-reasenable
information about the specific operational requirements of such personnel
for the purposes of performing training; '

2.1.8. Seek approval or amendment of Awareness Strategy and provide written
notice to Redflex with respect to the quantity of media and program
materials (the “Materials”) that the Customer will require in order to
implement the Awareness Strategy during the period commencing on the
date on which Redflex begins the installation of any of the Designated
Intersection Approaches and ending one (1) month afier the Installation
Date;

51.9. Assist Redflex in developing the Redlight Violation Criteria; and

2.1.10. Seek approval of the Enforcement Documentation.
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MAINTENANCE

. All repair and ‘maintenance of Photo Red Light Enforcement systems and related-

equipment will be the sole responsibility of Redflex, which includes, but is not
limited to, maintaining the casings of the cameras included in the Redflex System and
all other Equipment in reasonably clean and graffiti-free condition.

_ Redflex shall not open the Traffic Signal Controller Boxes without a representative of

city Traffic Engineering present.

. The provision of all necessary communication, broadband and telephone services to

the Designated Intersection Approaches will be the sole responsibility of the
Contracior.

. The provision of all necessary elecirical services to the Designated Intersection

: _Appmaches_will__be_thq sole responsibility of the Customer

_ In the event that images of a quality suitable for the Atithorized Officer to identify
Vinlations cannot be reasonably obtained witbout the use of fiash units, Redflex shall

provide and install such flash units.

_ The Redflex Project Manager (or a reasonable alternate) shall be available to the

Police Project Manager each day, on a reasonable best efforts basis.
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o EXHEIBITDT .

— COMPENSATION & PRICING—

Redﬂex will be coﬁlpénéated on a Per Notice of Liability Paid basis,

Pricing tiers are based on a $95 Notice Fine and a 20 System program.

Tier Definition %Paid to Redflex 5 Paid to Redflex
1 0-1000/month paid 75% $71.25
2 1001-2000/month paid 65% ' $61.75
3 2000+/month paid 50% §47.50

BUSINESS ASSUMPTIONS FOR ALL PRICING OFPFTONS:

i. Redflex construction will be able to ufilize existing conduit for installation where
space is available. '

2. Since paid Notices of Liability are currently processed by a central “Lock Box”
application of Sky Bank, Franklin County, Ohio, Redflex will remit to the City
monthly their portion of the fines collected.

3. If the City Fine allocation increases as a result of Council action, Redflex will gamer
a pricing inerease in direct proportion to the fine increase.

4. Decommissioning/Relocation of constructed approaches: The Customer hereby
acknowledges and agrees that the construction of the Designated Intersection
Approaches pursuant to this Agreement shall require 2 significant investment by
Redflex. The two parties shall mutually agrse to any decommissioning or relocation
prior to any construction or deconstruction.

5 Redfiex will ensure that the lockbox account balance at all times exceeds the net

* proceeds collected and due to the city.

6. Redflex will provide a copy of the monthly bank statement with each monthly report
of monies collected and due to the city. These documents will evidence compliance
of the aforementioned business rule.

7 Redflex will ensure that City funds are deposited into a local Franklin County bank
which is a-current depository on record in the City of Columbus.

8. Redflex acknowledges that it is a fiduciary of the City of Colurnbus with respect to
the funds collected and placed in the lockbox account pursuant io this agreement and
that all snch funds are desmed to be City funds. The City and Redflex shall be paid
in accordance with the percentages outlined above in Exhibit D.

9. Until such time as the funds collected pursuant to this agreement are deposited into an
approved bank account of the City of Columbus, Redflex shall only utilize an
authorized fiscal agent as defined in Section 321.11 of the Cotumbus City Code. All
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. {ransaction costs that result from the utilization of the authorized fiscal agent shallbe -

10.

11

borne by Redflex.. ‘ e
A condition precedent to the enforceability of this agreement is Redflex must utilize
an authorized fiscal agent that has been approved by the Columbus Depository
Commission pursuant to Chapter 321 of the Columbus City Code.

The Customer and Redflex agree to mutually cooperaie fo collect unpaid fines. This

cooperation includes, but is ot limited to, Redflex providing Customer or it’s agent a
full and complete list of Notice of Liability recipients “in default” and to provide
updates to the list as warranted. The Customer shall attempt to collect fines owed or
unpaid Notices of Liability by utilizing existing and customary in-housc means ot by
outsourcing this collection fiinction to an agent, In the event of the latter, the agent
shall be a contractor of the Customer and not Redflex. Redflex agrees that the
Customer’s outside agent or in-house department shall be entitled to receive a fee for
fines actually collected. This yet to be determined fee, which shall be negotiated and

get-at the sole discretion of the Customer, shall be jointly paid and shared between

Customer and Redflex. Specifically, the fee shall be shared and paid in the same
proportionras-denoted-in Exhibit D, eatitled “Compensation and Pricing.” This

proportion is based on the number of paid fines i.e. 0~1000 monthly paid fines results
in & split of 75-25; 1001-2000 monthly paid fines results ina split of 65-35; and
greater than 2000 results in a 50-50 split. Neither Redflex nor the Customer shali be
Jiable or responsible for any expenses incurred by the City’s agent beyond its share of
the fines. The remainder of the collected fine shall also be split in accordance to the
“Compensation and Pricing” agreement as denoted in Exhibit D.
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EXHIBIT “E”
 ADDITIONAL RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS |

. Redflex and the Customer shall respectively have the additional rights and obligations
set forth below: , ‘
 Redflex shall assist the Customer in public information and education efforts,
including, but not limited to, the development of artwork for utility bill inserts, press
releases and schedules for any pubiic launch of the Redlight Photo Enforcement
Program (actual print and production cosis are the sole responsibility of the
Customer). ‘

_ Redfiex shall be solely responsible for installing such Signage. The Customer shall be
solely responsible for fhe fabrication of any signage, notices or other postings
- -yequired -pursuant 10 any. law, rule or regulation of any Governmental Anthority

(“Signage’™), including but not timited to the Vehicle Code, and shatl agsistim- o

determining the placement of such Signage.

. The Redflex Project Manager and the Police Project Manager shall Teet on 2 weekly
basis during the period commencing as of the date of execution hereof and ending on
the Installation Date, and on a monthly basis for the remainder of the Term, at such
times and places as the Redflex Manager and the Customer Manager shall mutually -
agree.

. The Customer shall not access the Redflex System or use the Redlight Photo
Enforcement Program in any manner other than prescribe by law and which restricts
or inhibits any other Persen from using the Redflex System or the Redflex Photo
Enforcement Program with tespect 10 any Intersection Approaches constructed or
maintained by Redflex for such Person, ot which could damage, disable, impair or
overburden the Redflex System or the Redflex Photo Enforcement Program, and the
Customer shall not attempt to gain unauthorized access to (i) any account of any other
Person, (i) any computer systems OF networks connected to the Redflex System, of
(iif) any materials or information not intentionally made available by Redflex to the
Customer by means of hacking, password mining or any other method whatsoever,
nor shall the Customer cause any other Person to do any of the foregoing. ‘

_ The Customer shall maintain the confidentiality of any username, password or other
process or device for accessing the Redflex System of using the Redlight Photo
Enforcement Program.

. Bach of Redflex and the Customer shall advise cach other in writing with respect to
any applicable rules of regulations governing the conduct of the other on or with
respeci to the property of such other party, including but not limited to rules and
regulations relating to the safeguarding of confidential or proprietary information, and
when so advised, each of Redflex and the Customer shall obey any and all such niles
and regulations.

_ The Custorner shall promptly reimburse Redflex for the cost of repairing or replacing
any portion of the Redflex System, or any property of equipment related thereto,
damaged directly or indirectly by the Customer, or any of its employees, contractors

oT agents.
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11
" INSURANCYE AND PERF

During the Term, Redflex shall procure and maintain and Redflex’s sole cost and
expense the following insurance COVErage with respect to claims for injuries to
persons or damages 0 property which may arise from or in connection with the
performance of work or services pursuant to this Agreement by Redflex, and each of
Redfiex’s subcontractors, agents, representatives and employees:

1.

Commercial General Liability Insurance. Commercial General Liability
Insurance with coverage of not less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000)
combined single limit per occurrence for bodily injury and property damage;

Commercial Automobile Liability Insurance. Commercial Automobile Liability
Insurance with coverage of not less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000)

. combined . single limit per. occurrence for bodily injury or property damage,
including but not limited to coverage for all automobiles owned by Redftex, hired -

by-Redflex,and awned by third parties;

Professional Liability (Errors and Omissions) Insarance. Redilex wiil-procure
and maintain Profesgional Liability (Brrors and Omissions) Insurance with
coverage of not less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) per occurrence and in
the aggregate.

Workers' Compensation and Employer’s Liability Insurance. Workers’
Compensation Insurance with coverage of not less than the limits required by the
Labor Code of the State of Ohio, Employer's Liability Insurance with coverage of
not less than One Million Dollars {$1,000,000) per occurrence.

The City of Columbus shall be covered as an additional insureds with respect fo
any liability arising from any act or omission of any Redflex Parties on the
premises upon which any such Redflex Parties may perform services pursuant to
this Agreement, and such coverage chall contain no special limitations on the
scope of protection afforded o such additional insureds.

The insurance coverage procursg by Redfiex and described above shell be the
primary insurance with respect to the City of Columbus in connection with this
Agreement, and any insurance of self-insurance maintained by any of the City of
Columbus shall be in excess, and not in contribution 10, such insurance.

With respect to the insurance described herein, any deductibles or self-insured
retentions must be declared to and approved by the Customer, and any changes t0
such deductibles or self-insured retentions during the Term must be approved in
advance in writing by the Customner.

Any failure to comply with the reporting provisions of the various insurance
policies desciibed above chall not affect the coverage provided to the City of
Columbus, and such insurance policies shall state the such insurance coverage
shell apply separately with respect to each additional insured against whom any
claim is made or suit is brought, except with respect to the limits set forth in such
insurance policies.

Each such insurance policy described herein shall be endorsed to state that the
coverage provided thereby chall not be cancelled except after thirty (30) calendar
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- days’ pﬁ_q;_..wri.ttéii' aolice t6 the Customer. - 1f-any of The Redfiex Parties—ate

3

—YG_‘K" . - ] + . .
TRed urance evidencing that the City of Columbus
is named as an additional insurance as required by the terms O i ;

11.

notified by any insurer that any IRSUTANICE COVEraEe: with ecancelled, Redflex.. . .

shall immediately provide written notice thereof to the Customer and shall take atl
necessary actions to corzect such cancellation in COVETAge limits, and shall provide
written. notice to the Customer of the date and nature of such correction. If
Redflex, for any reason, fails to maintain the ipsurance COVETage required
pursuant to this Agreement, such failure shall be deemed a material breach of this
Agrecmaent, and the Customer shall have the right, but not the obligation and
exercisable in its sole discretion, to either (i) terminate this Agreement and seek
damages from Redflex for such breach, or (ii) purchase such required insurance,
and without further notice to Redflex, deduct fromn any amounts due to Redflex
pursuant to this Agreement, any premium costs advance by the Customer for such
insurance. If the premium costs advanced by the Customer for such insurance

exceed any amounts due 10 Redflex pursuant t0 this Agreement, Redflex shall

~ promptly remit such excess amount to the Customer upon receipt of written notice

which shall be executed by an authorized representative of the applicable insurer,
and which shall be delivered to the Customer prior o Redflex commencing any
work pursuant to the terms of this Agreement.

Reflex shall procure and maintain a performance bond that ghall remain in effect
over the term of this contract. During the first year of this agreement, this
performance bond shall be in the amount of $250,000. The amount of the
performance bond shall be subject to annnal review by the parties and shall be
adjusted accordingly.
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BxhibitG -~

s

~ FORM OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT AN

This Acknowledgement and Consent, dated as of November 10, 2005, is
entered into by and between the City of Columbus (the "City") and Redflex Traffic
Systems, Inc., a Delaware corporation ("Redflex"), with reference to the AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF COLUMBUS, OHIO AND REDFLEX TRAFFIC
SYSTEMS, INC. FOR AUTOMATED PHOTO SPEED AND PHOTO RED LIGHT
ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM dated 2005, by and between the City and Redflex (the
" Agreement™).

1. Redflex has entered into a Credit Agreement, dated as of August 3, 2003
(the "Harris-Redflex Credit Agreement'), with Harris Trust and Savings Bank (the
"Bank"), pursuant to which the Bank hag provided certain working capital credit facilitics
4o Redflex.. Such credit facilities will provide Redflex the working capital that it needs to
Setform its cbligations 0 the City under the Mmement e

2. Pursuant to the Harris-Redflex Credit Agreeme tRedftex hasgranted————————
Farris a security interest in all of Redflex's personal property as collateral for the
payment and performance of Redflex's obligations to the Bank under the Harris-Redflex
Credit Agreement. Such security interest applies to and covers all of Redflex's contract
rights, inclnding, without limitation, 2l of Redflex's rights and interests under the
Agreement.

3. Redflex will not, by virtue of the Harris-Redflex Credit Agreement, be
relieved of any lability or obligation under the Agreement, and the Bank has not
assumed any liability or obligation of Redflex under the Agresment.

4. The City hereby acknowledges notice of, and consents to, Redflex's grant
of such security interest in favor of the Bank in all of Redflex’s rights and interests under
the Agreement pursuant to the Harris-Redflex Credit Agreement.

5. The City further acknowledges and agrees that this Acknowledgement and
Consent shall be binding upon the City and shall inure to the benefit of the successors and
assigns of the Bank and to any replacement lender which refinances Redflex's obligations
to the Bank under the Harris-Redflex Credit Agreement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City and Redflex have caused this
Acknowledgement and Consent to be executed by their respective duly authorized and
clected officers as of the date first above written.

“Customer” “Redflex”
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[ REDFLEX TRAFFIC SYSTEMS, ;m,,

a Delaware corporatlon

L peps)

By;_'fl\_‘__, *r-\z\i/ l\ X,W

Title: ~oSaAE Mcﬂr"’/@

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: ;M'.//wf/ﬂ( . /9}54

City Attorney’s Office

4
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12/15/2005

Redflex Traffic Systems City of Columbus
Red Light Photo Enforcement
1 o Project Plan
|' ‘ g i ; DT T iStart Finishooi b
: 50,1 Columbus Project Plan 124 days | 10/03/05] 03/23/061
i 0%] Contract Signing (Estimated contract execution) 1 day 12/15/05] 12/15/05
i 0%]| Kick-Off Meeting 1 day 12/20/05] 12/20/05
: 0%]| Appoint Redflex Project Manager 1 day 12/15/058] 12/15/05
1 0%| Appoint City Project Manager 1 day 12/18/05] 12/15/05
] 11%|Field Technology Component 102 days | 10/03/05 02/21/06
j 100%]  Obtain Proposed Intersection List From Client 1 day 12/20/05] 12/20/05
! 100%] Preliminary Field Inspection of Proposed Locations i day 14/07/05| 11/07/05
l 100%) Video Survey of Intersection 5 days 10/03/05] 10/07/05
| T50%1 Canduct Violation Counts 7 days | 10/10/05] 10/18/05
| 0%| Reguest As Built Plans from Client 1 day 12/20/05} 12/06/05
‘ 0%] Received Pians from Client 3 days 12/20/05] 12/22/05
: 0%| Prep Plans for Red Lining 3 days 12/23/05] 12/27/05
e —0%1 Red Line Plans Showing Camera Equipment 5 days 12/27/05] 01/02/06
. 0% Submit Redfiex Plan %5 Cliont for Approval 12 days .1 01/03/06 QU04a08L
0oLl Client Review Plans & Provides Comments (estimated) 7 days.  ]01/05/08} 01/13/06
0% Chent Refurns Plans with Somments 2 days 04/13/08] 01/16/06
0%| Second Submittal of Plan to Client for Approval 4 days 04/18/06] 01/18/06
0%!_ Client Approval of Redflex Plan 2 days 01/19/06] 01/20/06
D% Submit Bid Packets to Contractor 3 days 01/20f08] 01/24/08
0% | Review Quotation and Make Decision 1 day 01/24/06] 01/24/06
0% Submit PEV to Construction Director 1o Authorize Work 1 day 01/24/061 01/24/06
0%|  Submit Signed PEV to Accounting 1 day 01/24/06] 01/24/06
D% Fax Leiter of Intent to Contracior 1 day 01/24/08] 01/24/08
0% Submit Subcontract Agreement to Contractor 1 day p1/24/06] 01/24/08
D% File PEV, Subconiract Agreement & insurance Certificates 1 day 01/24/06] 01/24/06
0%] Return Signed Fully Executed Copy of Subcontract Agreement to (2 days 01/24/06] 01/25/06
0% Ship Construction Equipment to Contractor 3days |[01/25/06 01/27/06
0% Redfiex Control Cabinet 3 days 01/25/061 01/27/05
0% Camera Enclosures 3 days 01/25/08] 01/27/05
0% Flash Enclosures 3 days D1/25/06] 01/27/05
Q% Pelco Pole Bases 3 days 01/25/08¢ 01/27/05
0% Cai 5 Cable 3 days 01/25/06] 01/27/05
0%| Pre Construction - Meeting/Mark Equipment Locations 1 day 01/25/06] 01/25/08
0%| Subconiracior Commence Construction 14 days [ 01/25/06 02/13/05
0%| Underground Work 7 days 01/25/08] 02/02/06
0%| Poles & Wiring 5 days 02/01/06| 02/07/06
0%| Eguipment Installation 5 days 02/06/08] 02/10/0B
0%1  Photo Enforcement Advisory Sign Insiallation 2 days 02/09/05 02/10/08
0%| Finalization 1 day 02/13/08] 02/13/08
0% Post Gonstruction Check 1 day (2/13/06; 02/13/06
0%] Ship Redfiex Camera Equipment 3 days 02/08/06] 02/13/06
0% instaliation of Redfiex Camera Equipment 5 days 0z2/13108] 02/17/06
0% Test Equipment Operabiiity 3 days | 02/17/06] 02/21/08
0% High Speed Internet Connection 36 days {12/21/05 02/08/06
0%| Order DSI Service ‘ 1 day 12/21/05] 12/21/05
0%] DSL Service Provider Assigns Address and Account Number 1 day - 12/21/05] 12/21/05
0% POTS Line installation 4 days | 02/01/08] 02/06/06
0%| Communications tnstall - DsL Upgrade 2 days n2/07/06] 02/0B/06
D%, Test Connectivity 2 davs 02/07/06] G2/08/08







Redflex Traffic Systems City of Columbus 12/95/2005
Red Light Photo Enforcement
Project Plan

0% Requirements Analysis & Ancillary Docuileo®5 — — ~ 30 days -112/07/05] 01/17/08}. .
0%| Prepare Kick-Off Meeting Presentation —____—___—_— —~ _J2days 1 A OTO5 T —2/OB/BE}
| 0%]| Prepare Business Rules (Violation Criteria) & Ancillary Documents |2 days 12/07/05] 12/08/0
; 0%]| Busiiness Rules 2 days 12107105 12/0B/O5
; 0%| Warning Letier ' 2 days 12/07/05] 12/08/05
} 0% Citation - Notice to Liability (Front) 2 days 12/07/05] 12/08/05
; 0% Citation - Notice to Liability (Back) . 2 days 12/07/05] 12/08B/08
0%} Instructions Page 2 days 12/07/05] 12/08/035
0%] Options Page . 2 days 12/07/05] 12/08/05
0% Mailing Page 2 days 12/07/05] 12/0B/06
i 0%| Default Lefters 1 day 12/07/05] 12/08/05
: 0%| Police Authorization OnLine Access Form 2 days 12/07/05] 12/08/05
| 0%| Public Awareness Matertal 1 day 12/07/05] 12/08/05
! %] Client Kick-Off Meeting/Present Documsnts 1day | 12/20/05| 12/20/05
l 0%] Client Follow-Up Meeting fo Finalize Requirements 1 day 04/10/08] 01/10/08
e 0% Signoff of Bus Rules & Anciflary Documents by Client 7 days 01/17/06; . 01/17/06
0% Submit Application To Request Access 1o BMY for-Plate inguiry - {1-day - 1AZIR70A) 227068
6% Chent Submits Letter to BMV to Request Access for Redilex (RT3 |1 day 12/27/051 12/27/05
i 0% —BNY-AuthorizesAcsessto-Redilex : 7 days 12/28/05} 01/05/08
! 0% | Software & Back Office Customization - Smartops 24 days | 01/18/06] 02/20/06
| 0% Schedule Meeting with Software Developer to Submil Requirement1 day 01/18/08] 01/18/06
{ 0%] Requirements Submitted td Software Developer 1 day D1/18/081 D1/1B/06
| 0%1  Nofices Submitted to Software Developer 1 day 01/18/08] 01/18/06
! 0%]| Obtain Sign-Off From Software Developer 1 day 01/18/06{ 01/18/06
: 0% | Advise Developer of Forecasted Go Live Date 1 day 01/18/08] 01/18/08
f 0%| Develop, Tesi & Implement Back Office 20 days | 01/23/06] 02/M17/08
' 0% Print Sample Nofices 2 days 02/17/08] 02/20/06
| 0%| Generate Reports from WebOps 2 days 02/17/08] 02/20/06
] 0% | Provide Access io Police, Court and Cify Personnet o Webops 1 day oz/20/06] 02/20/08
; 0%|  Implement inte Production 1 day 02/20/08] 02/20/08
‘ 0% Project HandOver to Production 1 day 02/16/08| 02/16/06
0%| Schedule Meeting With Ops Manager & PSA 1 day 02/16/06] 02/16/06
0%] Submit Processing Regquirements for Production 1 day Q2/16/08| 02/16/06
0% Obtain Sign-Off From Ops Manager 1 day 02/16/06] 02/16/06
0%| Police Personnel Training 5days | 02/24/06] 03/02/08
0% Prepare Training Agenda and Documentation 2 days 02/24/08¢ 02/27/06
0%] Conduct Training 2 days 03/01/06] 03/02/06
0% Submit Training Certificates 1 day 03/02/08) 03/02/08
0%|Warning Period 30 days | 02/21/06] 03/23/06
0% Warning Letter Period Commences 30 days |02/21/06] 03/22/06
0% Intersections 1-5 Go Live Date 1 day 02/28/06] 02/28/06
0% Intersections 6-10 Go Live Date 1 day 03/07/061 (3/07/08
D% Intersections 10-15 Go Live Date 1 day 03/14/068| 03/14/06
0% Intersections 10-20 Go Live Date 1 day 03/21/08] (3/21/06
0%| Ticket Issuance _ 1 day 03/23/06] 03/23/06
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2006 5820 | 3153 | 1044 [ 1172 | 1517} 667 | 644
2007] 249% | 2834 | 1483 B66 2388 | 1914 | 2761 | 1049 | 4102 491 584 681 1540 426 298 205
2008{ 4273 mrwc 1471 814 1754 | 1414 | 2353 | 1063 | 3891 578 2319 | 1936 | 4845 2442 1853 | 2031 | 1464 { 1761
20094 3067 | umwo 2187 797 421 1133 | 1020 | 1038 | 2117 467 1514 | 1092 | 1041 977 968 687 942 617
2010{ 245( urwq 1706 887 400 867 608 508 1516 413 1312 921 304 568 610 398 1700 381
2011{ 2784 1801 | 2575 697 420 941 765 967 1874 363 1584 868 547 560 599 391 867 346 1985 842 2144 404 181
2012 299 uwmw 1503 618 474 1076 631 753 2177 407 1404 825 625 544 795 351 2003 353 1944 | 3978 | 2777 550 342
2013 16238 | 785 503 546 616 968 630 451 1852 254 774 718 573 324 635 235 1709 261 1338 | 2196 | 2023 481 283
2014 193% | -B38 987 363 346 970 315 498 2637 227 1482 789 560 311 641 317 362 345 1366 | 2142 | 1908 571 281
2015{ 775 | 04 98 33 11 194 99 a5 14 116 95 62 123 22 112 62 85 87 295 322 26 111 71
Total] 28237 16173 | 13557} 6793 | 8347 | 10144 | 9826 6393 {20380 3316 11078 7892 | 10158} 6175 6511 | 4677 { 9132 | 4151 | 6928 | 9480 | 8878 | 2117 1168
Nt w March 31, 2015
Reduction in Red|Light Crashes per Intersection
2006 -71% | B1% | -40% | o% 0% 0% | -100% :
20071 58% me»\o -64% | -79% | -71% | -65% | -100% | -100% | -39% | -100%
2008] -60% - m.mnx_ -64% | -8B9% | -B5% | -72% | -100% | -100% | -44% [ -100% | -75% | -100% | -79% | -100% | -100% | -100% { -78% | -100%
2009] -65% | 53w | -48% | -92% | -89% | -80% | -100% | -1d0% | -84% | -100% | -86% | -100% | -88% | -100% | -100% | -100% { -74% | -100%
2010 -69% | J71% | -60% | -94% | -91% | -85% | -92% | -88% | -47% | -100% | -91% | -100% | -93% | -100% | -100% | -84% | -83% | -100%
2011 -62% | .rﬂﬁm_ -64% | -93% | -80% | -84% | -93% | -81% | -63% | -100% | -94% | -93% | -89% | -100% -100% | -88% | -100% 1 -87% | -32% 0% 0% | -100%{ -100%
2012] -60% | /4% | -70% | -88% { -B3% | -83% | -54% | -77% | -69% | -100% | -85% | -89% | -77% | -100% | -94% | -81% | -100% | -90% { -32% 0% 0% | -100% { -100%







THE MODIFICATION AND EXTENSION TO AGREEMENT

~__~ _ BETWEEN CITY OF COLUMBUS AND.REDFLEX_

B ‘ “TRAFFIC SYSTEM ‘ ‘
This modification is made as of this _5th _day of March 2009, by and between
the City of Columbus, Ohio (hereafter, “City”), by and through its Director of
Public Safety, and Redflex Traffic Systems (hereafter, “‘Contractor”) with its
principal place of business at 6047 Bristol Parkway 1% floor, Culver City,
California 90230.

WHEREAS, City and Contractor originally entered into a contract for services
and related equipment for a three year period which expires March 7, 2009.

WHEREAS, both parties agree that certain modifications to that original contract

...are required in.order to extend this contract and to modify the compensation..--... ..o oo

erein,
the City and Contractor agree as follows:

1, The term of this modification and extension shall commence onthe 71"
day of _March , 2009 and shall expire on _7" day of March , 2010.

2. Contractor's current base compensation as set forth in Exhibit “D” of the
original confract is:
Tier Definition % paid to Redflex %paid to Redfiex
1 0-1000/month paid 75% $71.25
2 1001-2000/month paid 65% $61.75
3 2000+/month paid 50% $47.50

The parties agree that the new compensation shall be:

Tier Definition % paid to Redflex %paid to Redflex
1 0-1000/month paid 65% $61.75
2 1001-2000/month paid 55% $52.25
3 2000+/month paid 40% $38.00

This Modification and Extension to Agreement supplants the original Agreement
between City and Redflex. All other terms and conditions of the original Agreement
between the City of Columbus and Redflex will remain in full force and effect. If terms
and conditions are inconsistent between this modification and the original Agreement
documents, this modification will control.

Signed this : :_5 day of March, 2009.

A" TG AL






THE CITY OF COLUMBUS, OHIO

Departmenf of Public Safety |
Mitchell J. Brown, Director
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REDFLEX TRAFFIC SYSTEMS, INC.
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Name: Aaron Rosenberg {

-~ Title: Executive Vice President
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File Number: 0439-2009
Emergency
File ID: (439-2009 Type: Ordinance Status: Passed
Version: | *Committee: Safely Committee
File Name: Safety Admin-Modification and extension of File Created: (3/15/2009

agreement between City of Columbus and Redfiexx
Traftic System

Final Action: 04/07/2009

Auditor Cert #: Auditor: When assigned an Auditor Certificate Number 1, the City
. Auditor, hereby certify that there is in the treasury, or. ...
anticipate to come into the ireasury, and not appropriated
for any other purpose, the amount of money specified

fiereon, to pay the within Ordinance.

Contact Name/No.: George Speaks-58210

Floor Action (Clerk’s Office Only)

Mayor's Action Council Action
Mayor Date Date Passed/ Adopted President of Council
Veto Date City Clerk

Title: To authorize the Director of Public Safety to modify and extend the current contract
with Redflex Traffic Systems Inc., for an automated red light enforcement system for
the Division of Police, Department of Public Safety; and to declare an emergency:
{$0.00)

Sponsors:

Attachments:
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City of Columbus Legisiation Report File Number: 6439-2009
“History of Legislafive File
Ver. Acting Body: Bate; Action: Sent To: Dug Pate: Return Result:
Date:
1 Safety Drafler 03/15/2009  Sent for Approval Safety Reviewer
Notes:  edd
I SAFETY DIRECTOR 03/17/2009  Reviewed and Finance Inbox
Approved
Notes:  MJ/B/djg
I Finance Reviewer 03/18/2009  Reviewed and Finance Reviewer
Approved
Notes:  anheiser
[ Finance Reviewer 03/18/2009  Reviewed and FINANCE
Approved DIRECTOR
Notes:  djbush
T BINANCE BIRECTOR ™ G3RA008 Revmvond g Safet)TDraft_e-:r_ e
Approved
Notes:  jstavior
1 Safety Reviewer 03/19/2009  Reviewed and Auditor Inbox
Approved
Notes: g
I Auditor Reviewer 03/19/2009  Reviewed and Auditor Reviewer
Approved
1 CITY AUDITOR 03/19/2009 Revicwed and Safety Drafier
Approved
Notes:  [{/D/bum
I Safety Reviewer 03/19/2009  Reviewed and EBOCO Inbox
Approved
Notes:  djg
1 EBOCO Reviewer 03/23/200%  Sent for Approval EBQCO
DIRECTOR
Notes:  David Clouston
I EBOCO DIRECTOR 03/23/2009  Reviewed and Satety Drafter
Approved
Notes:  fiy
1 Safety Reviewer 03/24/2009  Reviewed and Alty Inbox
Approved
Notes:  djg
1 CITY ATTORNEY 03/24/2009  Reviewed and Safety Drafter
Approved
Notes: g
! Sufety Reviewer 03/25/200%  Sent to Clerk's Office City Clerk Inbox
for Couneil
Notes: g
I COUNCIL PRESIDENT 04/06/2009  Signed
1 Columbus City Couneil 04/06/2009  Approved Pass
I MAYOR 04/07/200%  Signed
I CITY CLERK 04/07/2009  Attest
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City of Columbus Legislation Report Fiie Number: 0439-2009

EBOCO: Following review and approval when reqmrcd the Equal Busmess Opportumty Cemrmssxon Of ﬁce cemﬁes

—compliancewith Fitle 3% as-of date Jisted, -

City Attorney: Fo[lowing revicw and approval, when required, this ordinance has been reviewed by the City Attorney's
Cffice as to its form and legality only.

Explanation

BACKGROUND: This legislation authorizes the Director of Public Safety to meodify and extend the existing
contract with Redflex Traffic Systems for automated red light enforcement system. The City entered inte a contract
with Redflex Traffic Systems Inc. via ordinance 1015-2005 passed on 10/20/2005 for services and related
equipment for & three year period which expired March 7, 2009. The original contract allowed for a one year
extension of the terms of the contract, This legislation authorizes the Safety Director first to modify the lerms of the
original agreement and to extend the agreement from March 7, 2009 to March 7, 2010, The agreement is being
modified 10 increase the current base of the City's compensation by ten percent.

The City of Columbus contracted with Redflex Traffic Systems Inc in 2005 to help resolve the ongoing problem of

- motorists-disobeying-traffic controlsignals-that- have-contributed wo significant mumber of motor vehichs craghas, s

This agreement has assisted the city in increasing compliance with traffic control devices and reduced injuries at
heavily traveled intersections.

Contract Compliance Number: 943292233,

Emergency Designation; Extended ncgotiations have resulted in an agrecment over compensation that needs
immediate implementation and extend a contract that expired in March 2009,

FISCAL IMPACT: This ordinance does not authorize an expenditure of funds. The contracior's compensation
consists of a percentage per citation paid based on a variable fee model. This nodel has been modified to increase
the city's share by ten percent, There is no fiscal impact on General Fund expenditures. Revenues collected under
this contract since the inception of the program is $1,441,758.

Title

To authorize the Director of Public Safety to modify and extend the current contract with Redflex Traffic Systems
Inc., for an automated red light enforcement system for the Division of Police, Department of Public Safety; and to
declare an emergency: ($0.00)

Body
WHEREAS, the City contracts for automated red light enforcement with Redflex Tralfic Systems Inc., via
ordinance 1015-2005 passed on October 20, 2005; and

WHEREAS, both parties agree that certain modifications to the original contract are required in order to extend this
contract and to modify the compensation; and

WHEREAS, the term of this modification and extension shall commence os the 7th day of March, 2009 and expire
on 7th day of March, 2010; and

WHEREAS, an emergency exists in the usual daily operation of the Division of Police, Department of Public
Safety, in that it is immediately necessary to modify and extend the current contract with Redflex TrafTic Systems
Ine. so that automated red light enforcement can continue without interruption, thereby preserving the public health,
peace, property, safety and welfare; Now, therefore

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLUMBUS
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City of Columbus Legislation Report File Number: 0439-2009

SECTION 1. That the Director of Public Safety is hereby authorized to modify and extend the existing contract

-hot Hex-Traffi :

SECTION 2. That the term of this modification and extension shall commence on the 7th day of March, 2009 and
shall expire on the 7th day of March 2010

SECTION 3. That this modification and extension agreement supplants the original agreement between the City
and Redflex. All other terms and conditions of the original agreement between the City of Columbus and Redflex
will remain in full force and effect. ifthe terms and conditions are inconsistent between this modification and the
original agreement documents, this modification will control.

SECTION 4. That the City Auditor is hereby directed to continue use of the special revenue fund for the deposit of
revenue generated by automated red Hght enforcement for the use for public safety expenses.

SECTION 3. That for the reasons stated in the preamble hereto, which is hereby made a pari hereof, this ordinancs
is hereby declared to be an emergency measure and shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage and
approval by the Mayor, or ten days after passage if the Mayor neither approves nor vetoes the same.
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L . INTRODUCTION AND EXECUTIVE SUMMARY . e
to According to the Insurance Institute for H*g‘hwaﬁaféf)r, 762 peopTe were kiﬁed an(f an

L estimated 137,000 injured in 2008 due to accidents that involved red-light running. About half

those victims were innocents—pedestrians or occupants of cars hit by red-light runners. To
combat red light runners, the Columbus Division of Police instituted the “Focus on Safety”

Photo Red Light Camera program. The goal of this program is to save lives and decrease injury

and property damage by reducing deadly right-angle crashes caused by drivers who attempt to

“beat the light.”

The success of the Columbus program is empirically demonstrated by a dramatic change in
driver behavior as shown by the overall reduction in the running of red lights and significant
L decrease in crashes at photo equipped intersections. The purpose of this memorandum is to
— e ..advocate for a limited expansion of this outstanding public safety program, . _ .

. It is recommended that the City enter into the attached “Second Modification and Extension To
: Agreement Between Columbus and REDFLEX Traffic System” which will accomplish the

following:

a. Expand photo red light enforcement from our current 20 systems to 40.
b. Do not retrofit our existing nor introduce new fixed speed cameras at any intersections.
! ¢. Utilize two mobile speed vehicles to patrol areas where children assemble, i.e. school
' zones, parks, playgrounds, and pools. If successful, the City would have the option of
obtaining two additional mobile speed vehicles. The vehicles will be provided at no
upfront cost with the exception of the automated license plate readers. This technology
will instantaneously alert the officer if a license plate is registered to an owner who has
{ outstanding criminal warrants for crimes such as those against children as well as Amber
Alerts.

d. The fixed red-light systems (new and existing) and the mobile speed systems shall be
J installed and maintained with no upfront or initial costs to the City.

e. The City will receive a greater share of revenue from the vendor and will have the most
! favorable contract pricing in the State of Ohio for a system that does not utilize fixed
! speed enforcement at intersections.

f.  Extend the contract with our vendor from 2010 to 2013. Thereafter, the City would also
]' have the option of extending in 2014 and 2015.

This memorandum will provide a brief history and background of our Focus On Safety program,
review our outstanding results of effectiveness, will note distinguishing characteristics of our
program from others, will review the above recommendations, and propose an implementation

process.
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{ .. . BRIEEHISTORVANDBACKGRQUND .. . . ... . . ... .. .. .. _

~ The Division of Police researched, engaged in sﬂ:e VlSl’ES vendor mterv1ews, anff a IengEhyRFP
process in recommending a photo red light vendor. In October of 2005, after a number of public

; hearings and much discussion, City Council approved the ordinance to implement a photo red

' light system.

Camera site selection was generally based on two criteria: ranking of dangerous intersections
and constructability. The first cameras were activated on March 7, 2006 and the last of the
twenty cameras were activated December 31, 2007. During this construction phase, the parties
learned from each other and came to agreement concerning a number of items such as the
requirements for the submission and review of drawings/designs, protocols and construction
; methods, professional engineer stamp specifications, exact traffic control plans, work hour
- d e e o —I’-GSH%GQOHS,~$§G—~—-— e e et e e e e

- ] ce and connected fo in-ground sensors, the

are connected to the traffic signal. A vehicle running the red light will trigger the sensors which
will take multiple photos and a 12-second video. These digital images are sent through a secure
transmission to the vendor who will carefully review the images and discard things such as
unclear photos. The vendor ensures a complete evidence case is constructed which is comprised
of clear pictures, video, and vehicle license information. Thereafter, Columbus police officers
review the images and decide whether to issue citations. These citations are civil fines and not
criminal violations. Therefore, no points on driver’s license or warrants for arrest will issue if
the fines are not paid. However, unpaid citations are turned over to a collection agency.

i OUTSTANDING, PROVEN RESULTS OF DECREASING ACCIDENTS AND THE
RUNNING OF RED LIGHTS

; Photo red light systems unquestionably reduce accidents. These results have been documented
in numerous studies both in the United States and abroad as well as from the statistics kept by
our Division of Police.

The most recent City of Columbus annual report shows an overall annual reduction from 68 to
16 crashes at the camera protected intersections which is tantamount to a 76.3 percent reduction
| in right-angle crashes (see attachment “B* entitled 2008 Year End Report). For example, the
intersection of 3™ and East Main had 18 right- angle crashes from 2003 to 2007 and has had no
crashes post camera. Likewise, the success of the cameras is also shown by a decrease of 58.9%
in the running of red lights. These cameras have undoubtedly fulfilled their goal to save lives
and decrease injury and property damage caused by drivers who attempt to “beat the light.”
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QUR FOCUS ON SAFETY PROGRAM IS DISTINGUISHED FROM OTHERS

WHERE FIXED SPEED | CAMERAS HAVE BEEN BANNED

Despite the success of reducing accidents, some communities across the United States and
several within Ohio have recently banned fixed camera systems that fine for speed. For
example, the cities of Heath and Chillicothe Ohio passed referendums banning speed/red light
cameras. Some communities have viewed the speed cameras as unreasonable revenue generators
for hard-up local governments. Moreover, questions have been raised concerning camera
locations, manipulating “yellow signal” timing, and a lack of transparency.

Our Focus On Safety program has taken great measures to emphasize safety and to distinguish
our program from others. These measures and our commitment to transparency were designed at
the start of the program and have served us well. These measures include, but are not limited to,

--the—fellowing: - a—significant public awareness and education_program was initiated pricr to _....__.

implementation of the program; selection of camera sites was based on historical crash data and

Tiof data concerming Which iffersections would produce Tevenue; significantdata—has—been
provided to the press whenever requested; public announcements were always given prior to
when camera systems were to begin issuing citations; no fines ( just notices) are issued during
the first 30 days of a new camera; assurance that yellow- light timing meets and/or exceeds
statewide standards; well- marked signage is erected at all of the equipped intersections giving
notice of their presence; a trained, experienced police officer and not a civilian reviews the
camera footage to determine whether a citation should be issued; and an appeal process was
instituted where a person who disagrees with a citation may appeal to a hearing officer and a
further appeal may be taken to the Franklin County Municipal Coust.

Lastly, a significant distinguishing factor is that our fixed cameras do not issue citations for
speed. Despite speed cameras’ proven success, it is more pragmatic to not recommend
implementation of such a program in Columbus for fear that a backlash would jeopardize the
significant success and continuation of the current non-speed program which has greatly
decreased crashes and the running of red lights. It must be noted that the City of Dayton is
taking a different approach and is currently considering retrofitting their current camera program
to also issue speed citations.

Our proven results in reducing crashes and citations as well as our transparency efforts have not
shielded us from all detractors. This program works on the commeon sense principle of negative
reinforcement. A motorist is charged a fine for running the red light. This fine creates a
disincentive to race through the yellow light again because the driver knows they will be caught.
This fine also creates detractors.

This fine also generates much needed revenue which has gone directly back to the Department of
Public Safety to subsidize such items as the purchase of police cruisers and our Police Summer
Strike Force Initiative. Safety and transparency must remain our primary focus; however, we
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_must seek a larger share of the revenue from the vendor jn order to better fund public safety

initiatives.

RECOMMENDATION REGARDING EXPANSION
With our goals of safety, transparency and seeking a larger share of money from our vendor, the
following recommendations will be discussed:

a. Fxpand photo red light enforcement from our current 20 systems to 40.

The City of Columbus has in excess of 15,000 intersections, of which approximately
1,008 are signalized and of which 18 are equipped with photo red light technology. As
noted above, the 20 cameras at these 18 intersections have significantly increased safety.
“The next 20 cameras will undoubtedly do the same.  Moreover, we will take the same—~ -
transparent steps we did before: intersections will be selected based on a determination

and ranking of the most dangerous; well marked signage will be erected; notice will be
provided as to when the cameras will be activated; a 30 day grace period will again be
given; and the same appeal process will be utilized.

b. Do not retrofit our existing nor introduce new fixed speed cameras at any intersections.

Numerous studies in both the United States and abroad show speed cameras decrease
accidents. Despite this success, it is not recommended that we convert our existing
cameras nor implement new fixed cameras that issue speed citations for fear of a
backlash that may possibly jeopardize the continuation of our current program which has
changed driving behavior as shown by both less deadly right- angle crashes and citations
for running red lights. This fear is underscored by a multi-year study of the red light
camera program in Virginia Beach which found red light running violations more than
tripled after the law permitting the city to use red light cameras was allowed to expire in
2005. Results showed that red light cameras provided a strong deterrent against red light
running and that once the cameras were turned off, aggressive drivers returned to their
old habits (Dr. Bryan Porter, Old Dominion University, 2007).

c. Utilize two mobile speed vehicles to patrol areas where children assemble, i.e. school
zones, parks, playgrounds, and pools If successful, the City would have the option of
obtaining two additional speed vans. The vehicles will be provided at no upfront cost with
the exception of the automated license plate readers. This technology will instantaneously
alert the officer if a license plate is registered to an owner who has outstanding criminal
warrants for crimes such as those against children as well as Amber Alerts.

10-12-E-1 . e - — — —
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.. While fixed camera speed enforcement at intersections throughout our City is not
~Tecommmended, Tobile speed vehicle enforcement is—recommended—in—areas—where— — -

children assemble. Specifically, these mobile speed vans will be deployed in school
zones (of which there are over 200 in the City of Columbus), parks, playgrounds, and
pools.

Studies show that school zone camera mobile speed enforcement decreases speeds. For
example, six months after implementation of mobile speed cameras on residential streets
and school zones in Montgomery County, Maryland, in 2007, the proportion of drivers
exceeding speed limits by more than 10 mph declined by about 70 percent. (Evaluation of
Automated Speed Enforcement in Montgomery County, Maryland, by the Insurance
Institute for Highway Safety (2008)).

Not only is speed decreased, but the decrease is sustained over time. According to a

2-GES- " Page 7
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United States Department of Ilransporiation  study emtitled —Automated Speed
Enforcement in School Zones in Portland, Oregon,” not only did speeding decrease but
“speed reduction effects achieved at the demonstration school zones lasted for at least a
full month after ASE (Automated Speed Enforcement) ceased.” (see attachment “D”
entitled “Traffic Safety Facts” by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration).

Lastly, a study of speed cameras in 10 school zones in New South Wales, Australia,
found overall reductions in traffic speeds not only in the school zones but also on the
roads approaching the school zones (Evaluation of Speed Cameras in 40 km/h School
Speed Zones, Roper, 2005).

Hopefully, these same results of speed reduction over a sustained period of time will
occur at and around the areas where our children go to school, play, and socialize.

The vehicle utilized for children’s area speed enforcement will be a Ford Escape Hybrid
which will be marked with Division of Police insignia. It will be equipped with three
items not available to our Police Motorcycle Traffic Unit.

First, the vehicle is equipped with sophisticated radar and cameras which will capture
evidence in high-resolution digital stills with full motion video.

Second, a towing hitch is attached to the vehicle which will allow for deployment of
portable speed display boards.

Lastly, an automated license plate reader will be installed. This technology will
instantaneously alert the police officer if a license plate is registered to an owner who has
outstanding criminal warrants for crimes such as those associated with being a pedophile.
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leemse, it will mstantaneously notify the pollce ofﬁcer should an Amber Alert be

e

RECOMMENDATION REGARDING REVENUE SPLIT AND COSTS WITH
VENDOR AND EXTENSION OF CONTRACT

Safety must remain our primary focus; however, we must also seek a larger share of the revenue
from our vendor Redflex. This revenue is earmarked pursuant to City ordinance to fund public
safety initiatives. The recommended contract accomplishes this goal.

The City will receive a far greater share of revenue of each citation from the vendor and will

fixed camera speed enforcement at intersections. Historically, the City has split revenue

between the vendor based on the number of paid citations per month. From May o 2UU6 10
January of 2010, this has resulted in an overall approximate split of 68.5% to our vendor
Redflex ($4,479,861) and 31.5% to the City ($2,061,002) (see attachment “E” entitled City of
Columbus/Redflex Revenue Split).

The proposed contract would eliminate the tiered system and put in place a flat percentage split
for all paid citations. Specifically, Redflex will receive only 38% of the fines paid (or $36.10
aut of $95) from systems installed on or before January 1, 2010. On all systems installed after
January 1, 2010, Redflex will receive 45% of the fines paid (or $42.75 out of $95).

This prf}posed revenue split is not only far better than what Columbus has historically received
but it is also the most favorable split in the State of Ohio for a comparable system. By
compatison, a review of over a half dozen Ohio municipalities that do not issue fixed speed
citations reveals that the vendor receives a high of 75% to a low of 55% of the citation.

In addition to the much improved revenue split, it must be underscored that the fixed red-light
systems (new and existing) and the mobile speed systems shall be installed and maintained by
the vendor with no upfront or initial costs to the City. With respect to the mobile speed vehicle,
routine maintenance and fuel shall be the responsibility of the City.

Lastly, the contract with Redflex would be extended from 2010 to 2013. Thereafter, the City
would also have the option of extending in 2014 and 2015. Retaining the current vendor is

- recommended for a number of reasons.

First, extending this contract will retain our current cameras and expedite the implementation of
the new. The current 20 cameras are Redflex’s property. Should the contract be severed, then
the current infrastructure would have to be dismantled and replaced by the new vendor. The
current camera infrastructure took twenty two months or a little more than a month per camera

10_1_}33_01 S——— e — — Pag

‘Have the tost favorable contract pricing in-the-State-of Ohto-for-a-system-that-dees-net-utilize — -






__to put into place. Morcover, current cases in the system would need to be electronically

" transferred to a new vendor which is always fechnologically challenging.—

Second, Redflex is now very knowledgeable of the City’s construction plan process so that
implementing 20 new cameras will be accomplished smoothly and more swiftly than the first
set. A new vendor would undoubtedly have a steep learning cutve to overcome and thus would
not be able to install the new infrastructure as efficiently and quickly.

Third, our police officers are already well trained to utilize and very much like the Redflex
computer system.

Fourth, since the initial construction of the camera infrastructure, Redflex has now recouped
much of its initial start-up costs associated with the first 20 cameras. Therefore, we are able to
. megotiate a much larger percentage split of revenue for the City as discussed above.

IMPLEMENTATION PROCESS

A number of items must be accomplished should this recommendation be approved. First, in
collaboration with traffic engineers from the Department of Public Service and traffic officers
from the Division of Police, multi-year data will again be collected and analyzed to identify the
most dangerous intersections. Once identified, constructability will be reviewed and
engineering and plan review will take place prior to implementing construction. Concomitantly,
the Columbus City ordinance must be amended to allow for civil citations for speeding in or
very near school zones, parks, pools, and playgrounds. Lastly, the mobile speed vehicles must
be ordered and delivered and our police officers trained in their utilization. A public awareness
and education program will be developed concerning the dangers of speeding near schools,
municipal parks, and playgrounds. The mobile speed camera program will begin after the
initiation of the public awareness and education program. It is our goal to begin mobile speed
enforcement by late summer 2010 and be ready for the upcoming school year.

CONCLUSION
For the above stated reasons, it is respectfully recommended that the Director of Public Safety
be given authority to enter into a “Second Modification and Extension To Agreement Between

Columbus and REDFLEX Traffic Systems.”
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Title

BACKGROUND: The “Focus On Safety” Photo Red Light Camera program saves lives and
decreases injury and property damage by reducing deadly right-angle crashes caused by drivers
who attempt to “beat the light.” The success of the Columbus program is demonstrated by a
dramatic change in driver behavior as shown by a significant decrease in crashes at photo
equipped intersections and an overall reduction in the running of red lights. The purpose of this
ordinance is to allow the Director of Public Safety to contract for a limited expansion of the
public safety program by doubling the camera systems from 20 to 40 and to introduce mobile
speed camera vehicle equipped with automated license plate reader to patrol school zones, parks,

playgrounds, and pools.

To authorize the Director of Public Safety to modify and extend the contract with Redflex

Traffic Systens; Iic. for-the continuation; maintenance; and-limited-expansion-of-the-focus-on
safety photo red light enforcement program; to waive the competitive bidding requirements of
Columbus City Code; and authorize the expenditure of $31,200.00 from the Photo Red Light

Fund. ($31,200.00)

Body

WHEREAS, the City of Columbus has in excess of 15,000 intersections of which approximately
1008 are signalized and of which 18 are equipped with photo red light cameras; and

WHEREAS, the photo red light camera system saves lives by reducing deadly right-angle
crashes due to drivers attempting to “beat the light”; and

WHEREAS, the success of the Columbus system is demonstrated by a dramatic decrease in
driver behavior as shown by an average overall annual reduction from 68 to 16 crashes at camera
protected intersections which is tantamount to a 76.3 percent reduction of right-angle crashes;

and

WHEREAS, the success of the Columbus system is also demonstrated by an overall reduction
of 58.9 percent in red light violations; and

WHEREAS, expanding the systems from 20 to 40 should result in the same outstanding public
safety benefits; and

WHEREAS, it is not recommended to retrofit our existing photo red light cameras nor introduce
new fixed speed cameras at any location; and

WHEREAS, the Columbus system will utilize mobile speed vehicles to patrol areas where
children assemble, i.e. school zones, parks, playgrounds, and pools; and
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_ WHEREAS, the Dircotor of Public Safety is authorized to modify and extend the contract with
[ T RedFlex T . 037010 10 2013 with additonalopfioms and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to waive the competitive bidding provisions of the Columbus City
[ Code, 1959 so that continuity of these specialized services are maintained; and

WHEREAS, the City of Columbus will receive a greater share of revenue from the vendor’s;
{ and
WHEREAS, this ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after the earliest period
allowed by law; now, therefore

T

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLUMBUS, OHIO:

e —gaotioi -~ That the Director of Public-Safety-is-authotized-to-medify-and-extend the-eontract—- - -~
with RedFlex Traffic Systems, Inc. of Scottsdale, Arizona for the continuation, maintenance, and

limited expansion of the focus on safety photo red light entorcement program.

Seetion 2. That for the purpose specified in Section 1, an expenditure of $31,200.00, or so much
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby authorized to be expended from the Photo Red Light Fund
in order to purchase up to four automatic license plate reader systems.

t: Section 3. To waive the competitive bidding provisions of Chapter 329 of the Columbus city
Codes, 1959.

| Section 4. That this ordinance shall take effect and be in force from the earliest period allowed
by law.
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___SECOND MODIFICATION AND EXTENSION TO_

AGREEMENT BETWEEN CITY OF COLUMBUSAND
REDFLEX TRAFFIC SYSTEM

This Second Modification is made as of this __day of April 2010, by and between the City of
Columbus, Ohio (hereafter, “City”), by and through its Director of Public Safety, and Redflex
Traffic Systems (hereafter, “Contractor”) with its principal place of business at 6047 Bristol
Parkway 1% floor, Culver City, California 90230.

WHEREAS, City and Contractor originally entered into a contract in 2006 for services and
related equipment for a three year period which expired in 2009 and at the City’s discretion was
extended for an additional 12 month period.

T WHEREAS, both partlés agree that cerfain modifications to that original-contract-are equiredmmr— -

order to extend this contract and to modify the scope and compensation.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual obligations set forth herein, the City and
Contractor agree as follows:

1. The term of this modification and extension shall be for an additional three year period and
shall expire on ____day of April, 2013 and whereby the City shall have the right, but not the
obligation, to extend the Term of this Agreement for up to two (2) additional consecutive and
automatic one (1) year periods following the expiration of the 2013 Term.

2. The Contractor will be SAS70 compliant by November 2012. In the event that Contractor
fails to be compliant by November 2012, Contractor shall pay liquidated damages to the City
in an amount equal to $50,000. Contractor and City expressly agree that such amount of
liquidated damages is intended to compensate the City for its losses occasioned by
Contractor’s failure to adhere to the contract. The parties expressly agree that the liquidated
damages clause set forth herein is not in any manner intended to constitute a penalty. In
addition, the parties expressly agree that any actual damages would be uncertain as to amount
and difficult of proof; that this Contract as a whole, along with all Exhibits hereto, is not so
manifestly unconscionable, unreasonable, and disproportionate in amount as to justify the
conclusion that it does not express the true intention of the parties; and that this Contract is
consistent with the conclusion that it was the intention of the parties that damages in the
amount stated should follow the breach thereof. Contractor expressly agrees that it waives
any and all rights to challenge, in any court or other tribunal, any assessment of liquidated
damages in the vent of its non-performance of its duties under this paragraph. Nothing
herein shall preclude the city from seeking additional damages to which it may be entitled, if
any, under the law.

3. Scope. The Contractor and the City shall mutually agree to install, maintain and operate a
comprehensive photo enforcement program with a scope to include:

10-08-GES-01






_ 3 1 Up to an add}tlonal ’cwenty (20) red—lluht enforcement systems for a total of forty (40) | _' _

: gpe:at;ggaL;ed.!wht enforcement qufems

3.2. Up to four (4) mobile speed systems (vehicle is currently a Hybrid Ford Escape) to be
deployed where children assemble such as school zones, parks, playgrounds, and pools.
The City intends to utilize two vehicles and will evaluate after a due diligence interim as
to whether an additional two vehicles will be needed. City may alter the exterior of the
vehicle with Division of Police insignia and emergency lighting and may make needed
changes to the interior for purposes of communications equipment, etc. City shall
provide fuel and routine maintenance; Contractor shall be responsible for non-routine

maintenance.

3.3 The City will have the right to lease at no upfront or initial costs to the City automatic
license plate reader systems (ALPR) to be installed in the vehicles. Redflex will provide
" the hardware, install, maintain, and provide traming. This optional service will be
provided for an additional annual fee of $7.800 per unit annually. '

3.4 The Fixed Red-Light Enforcement systems (new and existing) and the mobile speed
systems shall be installed, and maintained with no upfront or initial costs to the City.
The sole revenue to the Contractor is detailed in Section 4.2 below.

3.5 Contractor shall train at no cost to the City any and all requisite City employees.

4, Pricing
4.1. Contractor’s current base compensation as set forth in the contract is:
Tier Definition % paid to Redflex =~ %paid to Redflex
1 0-1000/month paid 65% $61.75
2 1001-2000/month paid 55% $52.25
3 2000+/month paid 40% $38.00

4.2. The parties agree that the new compensation shall be the following for Fixed Red-Light
Enforcement Systems (New and Existing) and for the Mobile Speed Systems.
Specifically, the City shall receive 62% of all revenue for fixed systems installed on or
before January 1, 2010 and 55% on systems (fixed or mobile) installed thereafter.

5. Contractor shall establish a relationship with a local business (e.g. bank or grocer) to provide
a convenient local payment venue for central Ohio residents to pay their fine.

This Second Modification and Extension to Agreement supplants both the original Agreement
and the initial Modlfication between Clty and Redflex. All other terms and conditions of the
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| _. ongmal Agreement between the Clty of Columbus and Redflex will remain in full force and

= '*eﬁfemﬂﬂﬁemm&mdttmnrar&meanﬁs{en%be%weemﬂu&med;ﬁeéh@nﬁaﬂdih&ongmal%

Agreement documents, this modification will control.
Signed this day of April, 2010.
THE CITY OF COLUMBUS, OHIO

Department of Public Safety

Mitchell J. Brown, Director

REDFLEX TRAFFIC SYSTEMS, INC.

By:

Name:

Title:

10-08-GES-01
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i 50 W. Gay Street, 2nd Floor
Columbus, Ohlo 43215-3035 5, 11
{614) 645-8210 FAX 645-8268 ¥ e
. Hrgypet
Director ' Mayor
Mitchell J. Brown Michael B. Coleman
!
MessaGE FroM THE DIRECTOR
I am pleased to report for the third consecutive year, that our City of Columbus “Focus on
Safety” photo-red-light enforcement project continues to prove to be outstandingly effective.
Twenty cameras are installed at eighteen high-risk intersections. Intersections were chosen
based primarily upon the highest incidences of severe right-angle crashes. In some cases,
— constructability issues forced the selection of sites lower on that list of high-risk locations

identified.

The photo red light camera system saves lives by reducing deadly right-angle crashes due to
drivers attempting to “beat the light.” The success of this system is demonstrated by a dramatic
change in driver behavior as shown by an average overall annual reduction from 68 to 16 crashes
at the camera protected intersections which is tantamount to a 76.3 percent reduction of right-
angle crashes. For example, the intersections of South Third Street and East Main Street had 18
right-angle crashes from 2002 to 2007 and had no (zero) crashes post camera installation (see
page 26). Moreover, there has not been an increase in rear-end crashes known as Assured Clear
Distance Accidenis (ACDA) at these camera locations. In fact, there were 21 ACDA crashes at
these intersections in 2008 compared to a combined annual ACDA crash rate of 27.4 prior to
camera installation (See page 27).

The reduction of Notices of Liability sent out in December of 2008 compared to the number in
the first month of operations for each intersection demonstrates that there is a significant
decrease in the number of red light violations, Comparing the number of notices issued during
the 30-day warning period when the cameras are first activated versus the number of notices
issued during December 2008, there were 3900 fewer Notices of Liability than warning letters.
This represents an overall reduction of 58.9 percent.

The City of Columbus received approximately $820,041.00 from the payment of fines associated
with Notices of Liability. (See page 22). These funds were used to subsidize various Public
Safety Initiatives such as the purchase of police cruisers and our Police Strike Force Initiative.

v Division of Fire.ocvceoniinvenens 3675 Parsons Avenue........Columbus, Ohio 43207-4054...... (614) 645-8308....FAX 645-3040
....... Division of Police.......v..........120 Mazconi Boulevard......Columbus, Chio 43215-0009......(614) 645-4545... . FAX 645-4551

...... Division of Support Services....220 Greenlawn Avenue.. ....Columbus, Ohio 43223-2654.....(614) 645-7710.... FAX 645-4819

THE CITY OF COLUMBUS IS AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER







With respect to appeals, 507 administrative hearings were requested out of the 38,182 notices
1ssued fewer than L5 percent The Admm1strat1ve Law Judges found 436 mdlwduals or 86

hearings resulted in 71 dismissals of liability or 14 percent.

These dismissals do not imply errors on the part of the system. Rather, the Hearing Officers
take into consideration mitigating or extenuating circumstances not observable in the
photographs and videos of the violations. (See page 23).

I would be remiss if I did not thank our vendor, Redflex Traffic Systems, whose camera system
we utilize without any upfront investment of public dollars on the part of the City of Columbus.

In closing, drive safely and do not try to “beat the light.”

£ )EM

Mitchell J Brown, Director of Public Safety
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We have equipped 18 high risk intersections with 20 cameras.

Location Date Activated
4% Street & Mt. Vernon Ave. (NB) March 7, 2006
5T Avenue & 4" Street (WB) March 7, 2006
5% Avenue & 4™ Street (EB) March 8, 2006
Cleveland Ave & Spring Street (SB) June 14, 2006
Henderson Road-& Gettysburg-Road-(EB) September15-2006

Broad Street & Sylvan Avenue (EB)

September 1, 2006

Summit Street & Chittenden Avenue {SB)

September 30, 2006

Livingston Avenue & Fairwood Avenue (EB)

October 18, 2006

Town Street & 4% Street (WB)

February 1, 2007

3" Street & Fulton Street 01 (SB)

February 1, 2007

3™ Street & Fulton Street 02 (SB)

February 1, 2007

Broad Street & Grant Avenue (EB)

February 27, 2007

4™ Street & Main Street (NB) October 4, 2007
Parsons Ave. & Frebis Avenue (NB) October 4, 2007

4™ Street & Long Street (NB) October 8, 2007
Main Street & Eastmoor Avenue (WB) November 1, 2007
Summit Street & Maynard Avenue (SB) November 1, 2007
Indianola & Cooke/Overbrook (SB) November 21, 2007
Central Avenue& Sullivant Avenue (SB) December 31, 2007

3% Street & Main Street (SB)

December 31, 2007

Red light running has been significantly reduced (See page 6). Specifically, when comparing the number of
notices issued during the 30-day warning period when the cameras are first activated versus the number of
notices issued during the last 30-days of December, there were over 3,900 fewer citations issued. This
represents an overall reduction of 58.9 percent. Likewise, reductions increase over time as demonstrated by
the 27 percent decrease in citations when comparing the 4% quarter of 2007 with the 4® quarter of 2008. The
notices issued at individual intersections during each month of the project are depicted in the enclosed bar

graphs (See pages 7-17).






Notices
Issued Notices Issued
Activation Ist Last 30 Days
LOCATION Date 30 days | December 08 | Difference | Change

Town Street & 4th Street (WB) 2/1/2007 124 29 -35 -28.2%
Summit Street & Maynard Avenue (SB) 11/122007 168 162 -6 -3.6%
Summit Street & Chittenden Avenue (SB) 9/30/2006 189 141 -48 -25.4%
Parsons Avenue & Frebis Avenue (NB) 10/4/2007 331 156 -175 -52.9%
Main Street & Eastmoor Avenue (WB) 11/172007 266 169 -97 -36.5%
Livingston Avenue & Fairwood Avenue (EB) 10/18/2006 333 146 -187 -56.2%
Tndianola Avenue & Cooke/Overbrook (SB) 11/21/2007 202 137 05 -32.2%
Henderson Road & Gettysburg Road (EB) 9/1/2006 676 39 -637 -94.2%
4th Street & Main Street (NB) 10/4/2007 320 143 -177 -55.3%
4th Street & Long Street (NB) 10/8/2007 848 354 -454 -58.3%
Cleveland Avenue & Spring Street (SB) 6/14/2006 155 103 -52 -33.5%
Central Avenue & Sullivant Avenue (SB) 12/31/2007 111 133 22 10.8%
Broad Street & Svlvan Avenue (EB) 9/1/2006 621 59 -562 -90.5%
Broad Street & Grant Avenue (EB) 2/27/2007 30 89 59 196.7%
5th Avenue & 4th Street (WB) 3/7/2006 128 79 -49 -38.3%
5th Avenue & 4th Street (EB) 3/8/2006 136 71 -65 -47.8%
4th Street & Mt. Vernon Avenue (NB) 3/7/2006 1370 327 -1043 -76.1%
3rd Street & Main Street (SB) 12/31/2007 85 107 22 25.9%
3rd Strest & Fulton Street - 01 (SB) 2/1/2007 253 73 -180 -711.1%
3rd Street & Fulton Street - 02 (SB) 2/1/2007 277 146 -131 -47.3%
TOTALS 6623 2723 -3900 -58.9%
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All Camera Locations
Number of Notices Issued
March 2006 to December 2008
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Town & 4th WB

2007 - 2008
Activated February 1, 2007
(red bar shows first full month of activation)

Jan Feb Mar Apr May June Jul Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec

02007 m 2008

‘Summit & Maynard SB

2007 - 2008
Activated November 1, 2007
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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2006 - 2008
Activated September 30, 2006
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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Parsons & Frebis NB

2007-2008
Activated October 4, 2007
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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Main & Eastmoor WB

2007 - 2008
Activated November 1, 2007
(red bar shows first full month of activation)

Jan Feb Mar Apr May June Jul Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec

02007 m 2008

Livingston & Fairwood EB

2006 - 2008
Activated October 18, 2006
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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Indianola-& Coocke SB

2007 - 2008
Activated November 1, 2007
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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Henderson & Gettysburg EB

2006 - 2008
Activated September 1, 2006
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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4th & Main NB
2007 - 2008

Activated October 4, 2007
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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4th & Long NB
2007 - 2008

Activated October 8, 2007
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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Cleveland & Spring SB

2006 - 2008
Activated June 14, 2006
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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Central & Sullivant SB

2007 - 2008
Activated December 31, 2007
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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Broad & Sylvan EB
2006-2008
Activated September 1, 2006
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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Broad & Grant EB

2007 - 2008
Activated February 27, 2007
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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East 5th Avenue & North 4th Street - 01 EB

2006 - 2008
Activated March 8, 2006
(red bar shows first full month of activation)

1[ l.-'—- i"
| e | |} |
I LTI LE
Il Il" I Il'— H

i il £ | |

Jan Feb Mar Apr May June Jul Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec

@ 2006 m 2007 O 2008

East 5th Avenue & North 4th Street - 02 WB

2006 - 2008
Activated March 7, 2006
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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4th & Mt. Vernon NB

2006 - 2008
Activated March 7, 2008
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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*Please note March, April, May and June 2007 this camera was largely inoperable.

3rd & Main SB

2007 - 2008
Activated December 31, 2007
(red bar shows first full month of activation)

250

200

150
100
50 -

Jan Feb Mar Apr May June Jul Aug Sept Oct

@ 2007 m 2008 }

Nov Dec

16



3rd & Fulton SB - 01

2007 - 2008
Activated February 1, 2007
(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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3rd & Fulton SB - 02

2007 - 2008
Activated February 1, 2007
(red bar shows first full m onth of activation)
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2007 m 2008
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Town Street & 4th Street (WB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change

; October 99 111 12.12%

! November 73 90 23.29%
December 68 89 30.88%
Totals 240 250 20.83%
Summit Street & Maynard Avenue (SB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change
Qctober N/A 167 N/A
November 178 144 -19.10%
December 120 162 35.00%
Totals 298 473 58.72%
Summit Street & Chittenden Avenue (SB) 2007 2008 | Percentage/Change

f Qctober 162 118 27.16%
November 89 116 30.34%
December 113 141 24.78%
Totals 364 375 3.02%
Parsons Avenue & Frebis Avenue (NB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change
October 300 191 -36.33%
November 242 160 -33.88%
December 139 156 12.23%
Totals 6381 507 -25.55%
Main Street & Eastinoor Avenie (WB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change
October N/A 224 N/A
November 273 151 -44.69%
December 152 169 11.18%
Totals 425 544 28.00%
Livingston Avenue & Fairwood Avenue (EB) 2007 2008 | Percentage/Change
October 73 201 175.34%
November 76 145 90.79%
December 54 146 170.37%
Totals 203 492 142.36%
Indianola Avenue & Cooke/Overbrook (SB) 2007 2008 | Percentage/Change
QOctober N/A 187 N/A
November 04 166 159.38%
December 141 137 -2.84%
Totals 205 490 139.02%
Henderson Road & Gettysburg Road (EB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change
October 73 63 -10.96%
November 76 56 -26.32%
December 54 39 ~27.78%
Totals 203 166 -21.18%
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4th Street & Main Street (NB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change

October 304 263 . -13.49%
November 196 210 7.14%
December 04 143 52.13%
Totals 594 616 3.70%
4th Street & Long Street (NB) 2607 2008 Percentage/Change

October 654 473 -27.68%
November 557 330 -40.75%
December 329 354 7.60%
Totals 1540 1157 -24.87%
Cleveland Avenue & Spring Street (SB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change

October 132 141 6.82%
November 96 114 18.75%
December 58 103 77.59%
Totals 286 358 25.17%
Central Avenue & Sullivant Avenue (SB) 2007 20081 PercentagerChange

October ‘N/A 32 N/A
November N/A 105 N/A
December N/A 133 N/A
Totals N/A 320 N/A
Broad Street & Sylvan Avenne (EB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change

Qctober 188 168 -10.64%
November 164 102 -37.80%
December 110 39 -46.36%
Totals 462 326 -28.79%
Broad Street & Grant Avenue (EB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change

October 54 76 40.74%
November 33 50 51.52%
December 35 89 154.29%
Totals 122 215 76.23%
5th Avenue & 4th Street (WB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change

October 92 163 77.17%
November 82 103 25.61%
December 75 79 5.33%
Totals 249 345 38.55%
5th Avenae & 4th Street (EB) 2007 2008 | Percentage/Change

October 113 121 7.08%
November 61 23 -62.30%
December 77 71 -7.79%
Totals 251 215 -14.34%
4th Street & Mi. Vernon Avenue (NB) 2687 2008 Percentage/Change

October 358 446 24.38%
November 315 329 4.44%
December 243 327 34.57%
Totals 916 1102 20.31%
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3rd Streéf & wMain Street (SB)

2007 | 2008 | Percentage/Change
Qctober N/A 153 N/A
November N/A 110 N/A
December N/A 107 N/A.
Totals N/A 370 N/A
3rd Street & Fulton Street - 01 (SB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change
October 163 80 -52.38%
November 123 69 -43.90%
December 68 73 7.35%
Totals 359 - 222 -38.16%
3rd Street & Fulton Street - 02 (SB) 2007 2008 Percentage/Change
October 238 153 -35.71%
November 169 155 -8.28%
December 135 146 8.15%
Totals 542 454 «16.24%
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e A review of the 38-49 month period prior to the installation of red light cameras indicated that the
eighteen (18) monitored approaches had on average a total of 67.7 right-angle or red light violation

crashes per year.

s The 10-30 month period after the installation of the red light cameras indicated the eighteen (18)
monitored intersections had a yearly average total of 15.8 right-angle or red light violation crashes

per year.
e This represents a reduction of 76.7 percent in crashes involving red light running at these monitored
. intersections.
ACTUAL
NUMBER AVERAGE
AVERAGE oF CRASHES
CRASHES PER CRASHES PER YEAR
YEAR PRE- POST- POST-
TOCATION CAMERA— | CAMERA —|—CAMERA DEFFERENCE CHANGE |
Town St. & 4th St. (WB) 2.2 0 0.0 -2.2 ~100%
Summit St. & Maynard Av, (8B} 1.7 0 0.0 -1.7 -100%
Summit St. & Chittenden Av. (SB) 4.6 3 1.3 -3.3 -72%
Parsons Av. & Frebis Av. (NB) 34 0 0.0 -3.4 -100%
Main Street & Eastmoor Avenwve
(WB) 2.5 0 0.0 2.5 -100%
Livingston Av. & Fairwood Av,
(EB) 2.9 0 0.0 -2.9 -100%
Indianola Av. & Cooke Rd. (8B} 2.1 0 0.0 -2.1 -100%
Henderson Rd. & Gettysburg Rd.
(EB) 3.8 1 0.4 -3.4 -89%
4ih St. & Main St. (NB) 3.6 1 0.9 -2.7 -15%
4th St. & Long St. (NB) 4.2 1 0.9 -3.3 -19%
Cleveland Av. & Spring St. (SB) 5.6 5 2.0 -3.6 -04%
Central Av. & Sullivant Av. (3B) 3.5 1 0.3 -2.7 -78%
Broad St. & Sylvan Av. (EB) 2.7 1 04 2.3 -85%
Broad St. & Grant Av. (EB) 1.2 0 0.0 -1.2 -100%
5th Av. & 4th St. (WB) & (EB) 7.9 10 3.6 4.3 -54%
4th §t. & Mt. Vernon Av. (NB) 8.2 9 3.3 -4.9 -60%
3rd St. & Main St. (SB) 1.7 0 0.0 -3.7 -100%
f.
3rd St. & Fulton St. - 01 & 02 (8B) 3.9 4 2.2 -1.7 -44%
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PayMENT HISTORY

In 2008, the City of Columbus received $820,041. Approximately 77% of the tickets were paid, 2% were
dismissed, and 21% are in default or collections. Monies received are being utilized for Public Safety Initiatives

such as the purchase of police cruisers and our Police Strike Force Initiative.

2008 Notice Disposition
38,182 Notices Printed

Sent to Collections
20.83%

In Default
0.02%

Dismissed Notices
1.58%

0 Notices Paid in Full
m Dismissed Notices
O In Default

O Sent to Collections

" Notices Paid in Full
77.57%
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___HearING DISPOSITION

In 2008, the City of Columbus received 507 administrative hearing requests.
City of Columbus conducted 29 sessions of Administrative Hearings.

436 individuals were found to be responsible.

71 people were found not responsible.

2008 Hearing Disposition

| Not
Responsible
14%

O Responsible
m Not Responsible

0 Responsible
86%
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Detections:
= Source of information — Redflex Customer Management Report from January—December, 2008 (copy

attached).

Crash Data
»  Source of information — Columbus Police, Pre and Post camera crashes are based on: Red light causing

crashes, traveling the same direction as monitored approach only and on average of crashes both pre
and post cameras per year.
= To determine the average of crashes per year during the pre camera period, the total number of
crashes divided by number of months times 12 (example - 24 crashes with a 35 month period)
24/35 = (0.685 x 12 = 8.2 or 8 crashes a year.
»  To determine the average of crashes per year after the installation of cameras. The total number
of crashes divided by number of months of operation times 12 (example - 2 crashes for a 10
month period) 2/10 = 0.2 x 12 =2.4 or 2 crashes a year.

Payment Notice Disposition
«  Source of Information — Redflex. Paid citations include Paid in Full, Re-issued and Payment Rejected

or No Forwarding address that were not in default (copy attached).

Hearing Disposition
»  Source of Information — Columbus Division of Police (See page 25).

Exhibits:

2008 Notice Disposition Report
Right Angle Crash

Rear Crash Data

Customer Management Report
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“Focus ON SAFETY”
2008 NoTICE DISPOSITION

Notices Printed* 38,182
Warning Letters Printed** 0
Pending 0
Notices Paid in Full 27,485
| Dismissed Notices 561
In Default 6
Sent to Collections 7,382

*per Redflex, this means the number of detections/incidents captured that were
approved by the police for notice generation. Each detection/incident generates at least
one notice (a warning letter, a first notice, etc.) but can generate more than one notice (a

nomination, a re-address, etc.).

*+ There were no ew approaches for 2008.
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Rear-End Crashes
Pre- Pre- Pre- Pre- Average Post- Post- Post- Average
Active Cameras Cameras Cameras Cameras Crashes Cameras Cameras Cameras Crashes
Direction Date Activation | Activation | Activation | Activation per year Activation | Activation ActivatﬁlL Per Year
Location Captured 2006 2003 2004 2005-2006 2007 2003-2007 2006 2007 2008 2006-2008
Town St & S. 4th St W/B 02/01/07 0 0 1 0 0.2 0 0 0 0.0
Summit & Maynard S/B 11/01/07 1 1 2 1 1.0 0 0 0 0.0
Summit &
Chittenden S/B 09/30/06 0 0 0 0 0.3 0 0 0 0.0
Parsons & Frebis N/B 10/04/07 | 2 0 2 1 1.1 0 0 0 0.0
E. Main St &
Eastmoor W/B 11/01/07 0 1 3 1 1.0 0 0 2 1.8
Livingston &
Fairwood E/B 10/18/06 1 0 2 0 0.8 0 1 1 0.9
Indianola & Cooke S/B 11/21/07 3 1 2 0 1.2 0 0 1 0.9
Henderson &
Gettysburg E/B 09/01/06 3 1 1 0 1.1 0 0 0 0.0
S. 4th St & Main St. N/B 10/04/07 0 0 2 0 0.4 0 0 1 0.9
N. 4th St & Long St. N/B 10/08/07 5 0 5 1 2.3 0 0 0 0.0
Cleveland & Spring S/B 06/14/06 1 0 0 0 0.3 0 1 0 0.4
Central Ave &
Sullivant S/B 12/31/07 0 1 2 1 0.8 0 0 0 0.0
Broad & Sylvan E/B 09/01/06 1 1 2 0 1.1 0 0 1 0.4
Broad St & Grant
Ave E/B 02/27/07 0 0 0 0 0.0 0 1 0 0.5
E/B
5th & 4th & W/B 03/07/06 2 1 4 0 2.2 4 1 3 2.9
4th & Mt Vernon N/B 03/07/06 8 7 10 0 7.9 3 9 6 6.5
S. 3rd St & E. Main
St. S/B 12/31/07 1 0 4 0 1.0 0 0 1 1.0
S. 3rd St & Fulton St
01 &02 S/B 02/01/07 8 3 7 1 4.7 0 0 5 2.7
Total Crashes 35 17 50 6 7 13 21
Grand Total of Crashes Pre-Cameras: 108
Grand Total of Crashes Post-Cameras: 41







8¢
0 0 0 0 0 0 o ¢ 0 ] 5921301 UJ $597
£8¥1 | o9t P8I 609 9Ll z|s1 s19% §h61 (424t 16¢T SHOPLIOTA Jel0], qng
Spil 1 [p6TT £99 655 098 LTE 4743} 996 LES 23" el
A L 01 z £ L £l & 6 01 AT ON 10 Fuozm
S€ 1 81n 8T ¥i 8T (37 ¥ € 61 61 saeld tadeg
T 1 0 1 1 0 L1 [ 0 o 2B AHENCD JO 1O
0 [4 T I I I £ L Q ¥ a1elg AINUapr joN weD sanssy HoNesIZay
0 4T 4 0 £ Z 0 [4 0 6 YBIT POy YiM MOJIOX
S 4.10T £1 0z 81 6 01t o 7z 61 SHJEN/IOTIEI M
0 18 L 0 ¢ s 9 0 6 9t aR[D TOS
6 1 et €T il 6 off YL ¥r 01 L IAPIGOA POPUAKE Ioieam fAoTI04
0 i 0 0 I 0, 0 0 0 0 Aouadiourg ue o) SuIpAIL
ST | €1 ¥E 9T L1 8f 28 €L 197 9t SUOIIPUOT) ISUIEIM,
LSS | [8L6 Z o Fasi 4 [ 0 €T 0 AN Pay] HO WILY, 3JBS
L0T 1- 1091 66& grl 961 LLT L144 £0F €52 80¢ UOIRIOS(T 201104
0 10 0 I 0 I ¥ £ ¥ i 2]qeIIUAPII eld
) |0 0 0 ) 0 [} 0 i) 0 (1) wononnsqo seld
0 110 i} 0 0 i 0 I 0 i} [BISUR,] - UONBJOIA UON
I 3 i1 g ¢ g €L 8€ 1z 1 sumy ur sapIyaA Aduing
0 0 0 I o 0 ¢ 1 [4 0 UG PHEAU]
£l .” Lz w7 01 It a1 8 ¥7 44 43 ANQ fayduosu]Asariosuy
T 1t 0 I (4 G € 0 i 1 AOIYAA U0 9)e] 192100
1 Y 0 £ £ I 1 4 i 0 HOISSA00L ] [RISUNT
LIT 399 LT 902 314 46 01 0L 44 24 (ad) SpmRA Aouss. oy
£ i 0 [ 1 | i 0 T 0 AJJenuBJA] panss] UOREND spoofoy aotjod
€1 ES £l £1 9 [ 62 z€ v 9 TOROTHSA0 HOTHIA
i 119 ¥ 0 £ 1 T i 0 I UOUOISQ() [EUSIS
£¢ 1z 89 6% o Tt 1sT |11 9% 9 UORANNSGO MR uononnsgO
510198,
S[qRIONTO} §537]
8797 T06E 66¥T 8911 9612 €07 SE68 116C 1461 S88T SHOURJOIA [e10],
g aunds| | gSIUeANInG | € UBAISG | EH IUBLD M Iy € (N UoWRA | gSuel dgswoyng | €S uoNngd
¥ ﬁﬂw_guﬂ ¥ BauRn ¥ proig ¥ peolg % s s WAL® WDy 2 pIg ¥ P ®PIE
9% :pJ 109e00dQ 8007-220-1€ 01 800T-UBL-T0
syeopU] ISpaY (Snquinjo)) 310doy JUSWITEUBA] 19UI0ISN,)
———rer (‘Hl - REPRpp— ——— - . —— —— —— —_——— i — e —







6C

%66 TLY] Yo l6-¥9¥1 %96-PSL1 %56-8LS %6L-6v01 %l e-1LE] %EGELTY  Jel6-TOLI %L6"36E1  %SB-EG6I PULEF SIIION

%10-T1 DA60-F11 %+0-08 %S0-1¢ %I7-L3T %6011 %LO-THE %660-v8 1 %E(-9E %G 1-85¢ 7100,

%00°E , f00-2 0T %001 %00-9 %00-0 %00-T %00-T %00-2 %400-% auy] doyg passed 1o U AIGIA

%00-0 1" B400-€ %00-0 %0070 %00-€ %00-1 %0091 %I0-8T %00-9 %00-T 23Ty SUI0E TBI[OUN)

%00-T T P00 %00-C %00-1 %001 %00t %%00-0 %00-T %001 %00-2 e[ uUng

%00-T T Pato-st %00-% %000 %10-8 %G0-9 %00-91 %IQEl %00-T %001 amyord 1 jqIsia Jou [ poy

%00-0 - 000 %00-0 %00-0 %000 Y000 %00-1 . %00-1 %6000 %000 Iesjoupn Med

%000 1 B00-0 %00-0 2600-0 %000 24000 %00-F %00-1 %00-0 %00-1 03pIA ON

%0070 %0070 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 2400-0 %001 2%00-0 %000 %00-0 sofeuy ON

%00-0 %000 %500-0 %000 %4000 %000 %000 %001 %0070 %00-0 Sumyy@i 2000g MOMIINSY]

%000 T ka00-0 %000 %00-G %000 Xo?o %000 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 paodg 10010001

- ,, - %00~ g %00- %400~ %00C %00-0 %0070 %00-T 1004

%00-0 %000 %000 %00-0 %000 00-0 % (: A o oToun S{QUIESPION JOMIG swfoy 9o110d

%00-0 %00-F %00-0 %00-0 %001 2300-0 %00-5 %00-¢ %00-1 b TArAS yse| oN SBewy ouag

%00-0 10071 %00-£ %00-¢ %00-€ %000 %0051 %00-1 %00-0 %C0-8¢ spendorddeny yseyy o3ew suaag

%001 T 5%00-1 %00-6 %00-0 %00~1 %000 9%00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 A 98ewy 2umdg

%00-0 17]%00-0 %000 %0070 %0070 %0070 o600~ 11 %00-¢ %00-1 %00-T USe]d ON STRId FaY

%000 T[%00° %00-C %002 %000 %00-0 %10+ %00-8 %00-1 %00-¥ siendosddreny yseg afl oy

2%00-0 | Teae05s %00-¢ Yelrsl %00 %00-1 %%E0-0%1 %90-601 %1678 %10-91 AHnyg] eIaWe,) 9e)d ey

%00-0 1 |4600-0 %00-1 %10-S %00-0 %000 %106 %00-$ %00-F %00-8 SUIREL] Ut YON 9jefd

2%00-1 4 [2%E0-¥S %000 %000 %00-0 %000 26001 %6000 9%00-5 %I 0-EE 0 wng mw|g

%00-0 %T0-1t %00 %CI-p91 Y%E0-26 %p00-L %00-T %00-T %00 %t06L SNSS] RIJUTE) DS

%00-1 | %001 %TO-6T %00 %L0+6 9S0-8L %l0-tF %00-T %001 %¥0:98 Furssy 280uyy

%600-0 1 (%000 %00-0 %6000 %00-0 %p00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %00-% uoro3sig Endig

%6000 1 |%00-0 %000 %00-0 %000 %00-0 %00-1 %00-0 2%00-0 %00-0 193LI00T/2[qEPEIIU[) JEqurRc] UooUTY By B1ate)
sjoafay 55077

€841 3091 PERT 609 98T /1841 s1ov SH61 14341 16€2 mOSSoQMWﬂM

101 o[qe[d







0t

(% AL 2 | #0st 3007 ebsi 661 08T £8ET 0T1T LLS 619T 8108 SHOIRIOIA [BI0L Qg
0990T 6901 998 158 o1zt 076 €911 959 16T 3361 LTTT [Bl0],
&6l 1o 3 L o1 3 11 i £ v 5 AJNCT ON YO Buonp
9¥L A $Z (44 £¢ ot oF £f St ¥8 YL s Tedeg
44 1 € F4 i 0 [4 1 0 0 1 g o1e}d AQEmoD) Jo g
Ly 1 T ¢ 1 T € 1 i 3 8 amig Apnuep[joN ey SODSST HORRXSIZY
0§ e 9 £ 0 I £ €T I 0 0 WET Py YIM MOJSA
SOS €T (43 I€ Z1 (A3 st LI ¥ £T 143 SHURN/IOTHEI M,
il {9 £ g 0 9 £ £ I o £ SIR[DY URG
99% i 61 ¥l 8¢ Sl 87 11 € ¥ oL YDA PPl Iomea M /A0T0d
9 10 [ 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 Aouafietgy ue 03 Sumppig
LT6 | o L9 1L 144 95 6F ¥ SE 134 €61 SHOIIPHOD) TSI M
9LLE 1 soL 69 901 i34 6 LLT T 44 o¥t [4 Py uc mmy s
81.9 1 91 L9E £81 66T S0 805 ot 01 00s 0LOT HONAISK] 200d
ot ] £ ¥ 0 0 1 0 0 0 9 A|qRLIIIESPIEN) SB[
(4 1o o 0 i 0 0 0 0 0 1 {d) uononnsqQ) 23]l
i 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 feIun,] - UDNE[OIA TON
60r [4 6 3 9 oz 2 £l iy 9¢ (14} SWIEI T SA{ANgRA PRIy
¥ 1 o 0 ¢ 0 ¥ 3 I ¢ I 90UB() PHRAVE
L3 LS iz £l 87 91 23 ¥C L ¥¥ 5] ANG g1apduwiooufjoairoouy
91 110 z 0 6 0 1 0 0 0 T DIOIYFA B0 AR JOSTI00H]
¥1 0 0 0 0 0 T 0 0 0 0 HOIS52001§ [RIaun]
$cre 6L 89 961 8¥c £01 001 9 L 168 LET (cid) spmep, fouaSiowryg
0c 0 i € 0 0 z 0 1] I 4 AJjenuel/] ponss[ HONEND spafay 991104
69 1 |¥E 6 6Z 133 62 Al 2 z 3E 121 UOHINISQ) IS
[ B i ] i} [4 1 [} 0 0 0 uononnsqo feudis
6LIT | |SS 01 6€1 98 <L 9 96 1z 10T 00¢ uoneNRSAQ) oIe[g UOHONASGO
; SI0198 ]
S[qE[ONUOIU[]} 5597
£0619 9L5T YL3T ¥6ET 651€ e 8p5E oLl 8911 L09% SYTL SHONEOTA JRIOL
am By as a8 N qMm| g4 €S 34000 ad €N WEN | aN 3u0']
pruiepy | uwepuspiy) sigey Toounser poomie] 2ingsinon
SPIOL| || Um0l | 7prumng | Oy junung £ % ure] ® % BjouRIpUj E-S ? W ¥ Wy
.ﬂ suosIeJ uoysIUIALY UOSIOPUSH

o, :p] 10je13d

$007-92(-1€ 03 8007-1eL-10
(CILNOD) syuapur JSHPay (snquinjo))) 110day JHIUIISBURA] JOW0ISR))







1€
%E6-CRI8L Y PAIL %TE-ES81 %ToFivl %066 %86-TPPL  Seb6ESET %96-1€0T %t6r18 %68 Yal6
| rE901 -9€61 -6IEL ~Shay papnrg SNDON
%L0-180¢ Be6Trry  %80-551 %%80-671 %I10-£1 %<0-09 %10-0€ %b0-6L %LO-E9 %I1-008  %E0-LI Blo],
%0019 2600-% %00-1 %00-5 %00-0 %001 %00-1 %00-¢ %00-1 %00-9 S%00-€E aury doig passeq 10 UQ) 919Ig9A
%00-L01 . D600-1 %00, %00-L %00-€ %00t %00~ %002 %00-1 %00+ %00-51 aBeu] susdg Jeapoul -
%00-2€ | Pe00S %000 2%00-0 %00-0 %00-T %00-5 %00-C %00T %0070 %00-T amin ng
%l10-1eT L10-21 %00-¥ Y%00-L %000 %00-C 2400-L %H0rET %10-3 %E0-98 %00-8 omord ur [qIstA 10U BT PY
%00-£ 1 2400-0 %00-0 250070 %001 %000 %00-0 %00-0 %000 %00-0 %00-0 IEaou) ARl
%00-L P00-0 %00-0 %0070 %00-1 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 09PIA ON,
%00-1 | Pe00-0 %o00-0 %00-0 2%00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %000 %00-0 %000 safew] oN
%001 | 6000 %00-0 %000 2%00-0 %000 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %000 %6000 Fanydi1 sqong Jostagggnsuy
°%00-L 1 2400-T %00-C %00-0 %0070 %0070 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %00-T %00-0 poads 109110507
%00-L e00-1 %001 %001 %00-0 %0070 %000 %000 %0070 %00-0 %001 oo
safiewy ojqeynuspun Joang SR 901104
%00-FEL Po00-L %00-T %%00-C %00~0 %00t %600-1 %00-¥ %012 %%10-61 %00-¥ Ysel] oN sFeuy susog
%00-8Z1 | Be00F %0070 %00-1 %00-T %0070 %00-0 %00-0 %T0-L1 %IOST %00  owndorddeny
Ysey,] dFeur sux0g
%00~ 1 000 %00-0 %00-T %00-0 %00-0 %000 %000 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 Aungg 93ew] susog
%00SE | 6106 %0070 %00-¢ %00-0 %6000 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %00-8 %00~ g5B1d ON MB[d Wy
%00-€1T i ZI0-E] %00-9 %I0-1Z %00-1 %00-% %000 %%00-1 %00-T %00-£1 %600-9 sendoxddear yseyq ol oy
CO9LL | PAOOL  %8OSIT  %b0-89 %00-T  %I081]  %00-T %00-€ %00-T LY UTOS6  fungg wiswen a1lg oy
%00-€11 1 Peld-01 %00-6 %10-01 %00-0 %00-¢ %000 %00-1 %000 %006 %00-31 SUNeL U 10N ST
%I0£1T P600-1 %I0-TT %00-2 %000 1061 %00-C %00-0 %00-1 %L0-99 %00-¢ gy wng Mg
%I0-€8Y | P6BOTE  %00-1 %00-1 %00-T %00-T %001 %00-8 %I04 %00-9 %00-1 ANSS] ISRy SN
%Z0-999 H81-LLT  %00-F %00-0 %00-¢ %001 %00-L %10-0€ 2%00-T %00-£ %00-1 BessiA ofewr
%009 1 [%00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %00-0 %000 %0070 %00-0 %00-0 %000 %00-0 woTLOISI(] NS
%00-2 600-0 %0070 %000 %00-0 %00-T %000 %00-0 %000 %6000 %000 J02II0OU]/I[qEPYRATI) JeqeIR TOROUNJ[RIA BISTIR)
s1o9fey ssa
R AN | LOsT 800T £pST 6¥61 082 £RET oz LLB 619¢ g10% UONNOBB0YS
, 10§ S[qE[IeAY
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1t ssaxdor] By §597
|
S—
— - ? —- [P —_— — ———— e - f:







4

1L
9¢y

LOS

6c

781°8¢

*R007Z U1 PI[[EISUI 31948 SRISUIBD MIU ON :3)ON

ajqisuodsay JoN
s[qisuodsay :uvonisodsiq

:sase)) JSITT Py 030Y{ JO I3quInN [€)0],
PO SSULIEIH JYSIT PIY 030YJ JO JOqUINN [BIO],

(sexamre)) (7 YA SHOIISINU]Y 8T)
18007 W panss| suonE)) jeI0 ],







—_— —_— —_— —_—
—_——







Evaluation of Automated Speed Enforcement
in Montgomery County, Maryland

Richard A. Retting
Charles M. Farmer
Anne T, McCartt

January 2008

INSURANCE INSTITUTE
FOR HIGHWAY SAFETY

PHONE 703/247-1500 FAX 703/247-1678
www.iihs.org







ABSTRACT

- Speeding is a major factor in motor vehicle crashes, and almost one-quarter of speeding-related

fatalities occur on streets with speed limits of 35 mph or less. In 2007, Montgomery County implemented
the state of Maryland’s first automated speed enforcement program, with camera use limited to residential
streets with speeds limits of 35 mph or less and school zones. Vehicle speeds were measured
approximately 6 months before and 6 months after speed cameras were deployed, and signs were installed
warning of the speed enforcement program. Relative to comparison sites in Virginia, the proportion of

[ drivers traveling more than 10 mph above posted speed limits declined by about 70 percent at
Montgomery County locations with both warning signs and speed camera enforcement, 39 percent at
locations with warning signs but no speed cameras, and 16 percent on residential streets with neither
warning signs nor speed cameras. Public opinion surveys found 74 percent of Montgomery County

drivers thought speeding on residential streets was a problem. Six months after enforcement began,

INTRODUCTION
Speeding is a major factor in motor vehicle crashes, especially those resulting in serious injuries
(Elvik, 2005). In the United States, speeding — as defined on police crash reports as driving too fast for
conditions, exceeding posted speed limits, or racing — was a contributor in about 32 percent of crash
deaths in 2006, resulting in more than 13,500 fatalities (Insurance Institute for Highway Safety (ITHS),
2008). Although speeding is often associated with interstates and other high-speed roads, nearly
90 percent of speeding-related fatalities occur on roads other than interstate highways. In 2006 23 percent
of all speeding-related fatalities occurred on streets with speed limits of 35 mph or less. Publicized police |
enforcement has been shown to reduce vehicle travel speeds and crashes (Stuster, 1995). However, many
enforcement agencies do not have sufficient resources to mount effective speed enforcement programs.

Staffing levels have not kept pace with the growth in motor vehicle travel. Between 1995 and 2005 the

estimated number of vehicle miles traveled in the United States increased by 23 percent (Federal

\ Highway Administration, 2007), but the number of municipal law enforcement officers grew by
12 percent (Federal Bureau of Investigation, 2007). In a survey of US drivers only 1 in 10 reported being

{ stopped for speeding during the past 12 months, even though about three-quarters said they drove above
speed limits on all types of roads (National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, 2002).

| As a supplement to traditional police enforcement, speed cameras are used throughout the world
to deter and punish speeding behavior. Speed cameras monitor traffic speeds and photograph drivers

[ traveling above specified speeds, usually well above the speed limit. There are two methods for

deploying épeed cameras; mobile cameras accompanied by enforcement personnel that may be moved






among various locations, and fixed cameras that monitor speeds at specific_locations.and. are

unaccompanied by officers. A growing body of evidence, based primarily on studies conducted in
Australia and Europe, shows that speed cameras can substantially reduce speeding violations and injury
crashes (Pilkington and Kinra, 2005; Wilson et al., 2006). Although some US studies have been
conducted (Berkuti and Osburn, 1998; Retting and Farmer, 2003), evidence of speed camera effectiveness
in the United States is limited due to the relatively recent introduction of camera enforcement and the
small number of US programs that have been formally evaluated.

The purpose of the present study was to evaluate the effects on traffic speeds and public opinions

during the first 6 months of speed camera enforcement in Montgomery County, Maryland.

METHODS
The study was conducted in Montgomery County, Maryland, a large, populous suburb of
. Washington, DC. with a geographic area of 496 square miles and a population of about 930,000 residents
(US Census Bureau, 2008). In 2006 Montgomery County became the first Maryland jurisdiction
authorized to deploy speed cameras. Camera-based enforcement is permitted on residential streets with
" speed limits up to 35 mph and in school zones. Tickets can be issued for vehicles observed traveling at
least 10 mph above the speed limit. The registered vehicle owner is subject to a $40 fine with no driver
license points. Rear photography is used to capture an image of the rear license plate of a vehicle

detected speeding. The driver is not photographed.

Program Description

Montgomery County officials sought to develop a model speed camera program designed to
optimize the safety benefits of camera enforcement and to garner high levels of public support. The
concept of developing a model program grew in part from recent research by Delaney et al. (2005) that
identified common controversies associated with speed camera programs around the world and suggested
techniques to address them. Controversies include fine revenue (claim that the aim of cameras is to raise
revenue rather than increase safety), fairness (e.g., identification of vehicle owner rather than driver, lack
of opportunity to explain the circumstances to a police officer on the spot), speeding not perceived as a
safety problem, and privacy concerns.

In line with recommendations by Delaney et al. (2005), Montgomery County officials placed

considerable emphasis on creating public awareness of the speed camera program and building public

| il

support for automated speed-enforcement. Police officials developed a public information and education
N campaign that initially emphasized the dangers of speeding and the role of speed cameras, and later
! informed drivers that speed cameras were in use. The campaign included press releases, a program

( website, informational materials, a speakers bureau, and a logo to create public brand recognition of the
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“Safe Speed” program (Eigure 1). This.logo was used by Montgomery County as well as three smaller

municipalities within the county (Chevy Chase, Gaithersburg, and Rockville} that planned to implement
speed camera programs.

Figure 1
Montgomery County Speed Camera Program Logo

Not so Fast!

Selection of sites for potential camera enforcement was based on several factors, including crash
data, vehicle speed data, and input from citizen advisory boards. Speed camera enforcement was preceded
by a 30-day warning period, during which cameras photographed violators, but no tickets were issued. A
press conference held at the start of the warning period attracted extensive media coverage, including print
and broadcast media and local and regional coverage. A second press conference, held when enforcement
began, also generated extensive media coverage. Signs advising motorists of speed camera enforcement
were posted on major roadways enfering Montgomery County, and “photo enforced” placards were

installed below the speed limit signs on roads designated for camera enforcement {Figure 2).

Figure 2
“Photo Enforced” Placard Notifying Drivers of Automated Speed Enforcement
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The initial camera enforcement consisted of six mobile cameras deploved in.marked vans by

specially trained, radar-certified police employees operating in two shifts per day. The vans were in
service from approximately 6 a.m. to 9 p.m., Monday through Saturday, and rotated among 10-12
locations. During the first 6 months of enforcement, mobile cameras were deployed at about 60 locations
and resulted in the issuance of approximately 40,000 citations. Mobile cameras later were supplemented
by two fixed speed cameras, with the first one installed about 5 months after mobile enforcement began,

and the second site operational about 1 month later.

Study Design
The study examined traffic speeds and driver attitudes toward speeding and automated speed
enforcement approximately 6 months before and 6 months after the start of the speed camera program in

May 2007.

Traffic Speed Measurements

One year in advance of the camera program, Montgomery County police identified 40 locations
as potential camera enforcement sites. Of these locations, 20 were randomly selected for evaluation.
Although all 20 of the study locations were on roads where “photo enforced” warning signs were posted,
cameras were deployed at only 5 of the 20 locations during the initial 6-month enforcement period. The
police deployed speed cameras at about 60 locations throughout the county during the 6-month study
period, so these 5 “camera” sites represented about 1 in 12 camera-enforced locations. Nineteen of the

20 study sites were residential streets with speed limits that ranged from 25 to 35 mph. One of the,s_i;cs

— — e o i ——— et i . — e —————

a speed hmlt of 40 mph. At the school zone site the speed hmlt was | lowered from 40 to 30 mph for about

1 hour at the begmmng and 1 hour at the end of each sch001 day, w1th ﬂashmg yellow beacons mdlcatmg

the reduced speed limit.

To examine potential spillover effects of camera enforcement to nonenforced locations within the
same county where neither warning signs or speed cameras were deployed, 10 sites were randomly
selected from 20 Montgomery County locations that had similar characteristics (e.g., roadway geometry,
traffic volumes, residential land use) as most of the camera-enforced locations, but were ineligible for
speed cameras because they had 40 mph speed limits. A fourth group of study sites located in nearby
areas of Virginia was selected to control for external factors that might affect traffic speeds (e.g., seasonal
variability in travel patterns). Ten comparison sites were randomly selected from 20 locations on
residential streets in Arlington County and Fairfax County, Virginia, that had roadway characteristics and
traffic volumes similar to those of potential camera-enforced locations in Montgomery County. Speed

limits at the Virginia comparison sites ranged from 25 to 35 mph. One site was located within a school



{
. e zone T limil at this site was lowered from 35.t0.25 mph.at the beginning and at the end of each

school day, with flashing yellow beacons indicating the reduced speed limit.

Traffic speeds were recorded at all study sites using speed camera technology similar to the
equipment used for the enforcement program. The study cameras were deployed on the roadside in a
covert manner by a photo enforcement vendor not affiliated with the Montgomery County speed camera
program. The equipment was concealed in a metal housing and electronically recorded the speeds of all

passing vehicles. At each location traffic speeds were measured from approximately 10 a.m. to 4 p.m. on

weekdays.

Telephone Surveys

To assess public awareness of the speed camera program and attitudes toward camera
enforcement, telephone surveys were conducted approximately 6 months in advance of camera
— . enforcementand the public education campaign, and then approximately 6 months following
implementation of the speed camera program. Random-digit-dialing methods were used to select

representative samples of 800 licensed drivers ages 18 and older residing in the county.

Analyses
‘ Summary measures of vehicle speeds included mean speeds and the proportion of vehicles

exceeding posted speed limits by more than 10 mph. Although the amount of time spent at each study

site was approximately the same in the before and after periods, changes in traffic volume at some sites

led to large differences in the before and after sample sizes. Thus some sites accounted for a much larger

| portion of the sample in the after period compared with the baseline sample. To ensure consistent
representation of each study site in the two time periods, overall statistics for each group of sites were
computed as a weighted average of the statistics for each site, with weights defined as the proportion of
vehicles observed at each site during the before period. Changes in mean speed were evaluated using

; linear regression models, including terms for site-to-site variability and expected variability over time.

! Logistic regression models were used to estimate the effect of the program on the proportion of speeding
vehicles.

! Survey results were evaluated statistically using chi-square (%) tests of homogeneity.

RESULTS

‘ Traffic Speeds
A total of 180,196 speed measurements were recorded at all sites during all phases of data

! collection. About 1,200 observations were excluded at two sites (one Montgomery County site with

{ warning signs but no camera enforcement, and one Virginia comparison site) during times when reduced
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observations (99 percent of the original sample).

Table 1 summarizes mean traffic speeds and the proportion of vehicles exceeding speed limits by
more than 10 mph for the four groups of study sites.
Table 1

Traffic Speeds before and after implementation of Speed Camera Program
Percent exceeding

Number Mean speeds (mph) speed limit by >1¢ mph
L.ocation type of sites Befora After* Before After*
Maryland sites )
Signs installed, cameras deployed 5 42 38 30 10
Signs instalfed, cameras not deployed 15 39 37 25 16
Similar sites with 40 mph speed limits 10 43 41 10 6
Virginia comparison sites 10 36 36 12 10

*Computed as weighted averages across sites, where the weights equal the proportion of vehicles observed at each site during the
before period.

Mean speeds and the proportion of vehicles exceeding speed limits by more than 10 mph declined
at all 30 of the Maryland sites and 9 of the 10 Virginia sites. However, the declines were greater at the
Maryland sites, particularly at those sites with cameras deployed. At the 5 locations where “photo
enforced” signs were installed and speed cameras were deployed, the decline in mean speeds ranged from
5 to 18 percent, and the average decline was 10 percent.

Tables 2 and 3 summarize results of the regression models. The time effect represented an
estimate of the change that occurre_d apart ﬂ‘or_n the inﬂuﬁ_&nce of the speed camera program (i.e., at th_e

Virginia comparison sites). So according to Table'2, mean speeds at the Virginia comparison sites

Table 2
Estimated Effects of Speed Camera Program on Mean Speeds
Percent

Effect F-value p-vaiue Estimate raduction®
Site 2333.98 <0.0001

Time (2007 vs. 2006) 186.86 <0.0001 -0.0195 19
Signs and cameras vs. comparison 1817.32 <0.0001 -0.08933 8.9
Signs only vs. comparison 604.86 <0.0001 0.0426 4.2
Spillover vs. comparison 120.80 <0.0001 -0.0189 2.0

*As the dependent variable was the natural logarithm of each measured speed, percent reduction was
computed as 1 minus the inverse logarithm of the estimate.

Tabie 3
Estimated Effects of Speed Camera Program on Exceeding Speed Limit by >10 mph*
Odds Percent 95% confidence limits
Effect ratio reduction Lower Upper
Time (2007 v5.20006) 0.70 30 25 35
Signs and cameras vs. comparison 0.30 70 66 73
Signs only vs. comparison 0.61 39 33 44
Spillover vs. comparison 0.84 18 7 24

*Logistic regression on the odds of exceeding the speed limit by >10 mph.
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installed and speed cameras were deployed, mean speeds declined by another 9 percent (an estimated
decline of 11 percent minus the 2 percent decline observed at the Virginia comparison sites). The
proportion of vehicles exceeding speed limits by more than 10 mph declined by 70 percent at these sites
relative to the Virginia comparison sites (Table 3). Relative to the Virginia comparison sites, at
Montgomery County locations with warning signs but no camera deployment, mean speeds declined by
4 percent and the proportion of vehicles exceeding speed limits by more than 10 mph declined by

39 percent. At the noncamera enforced “spillover” sites in Montgomery County, mean speeds declined
by 2 percent and the proportion of vehicles exceeding speed limits by more than 10 mph declined by

16 percent, relative to the Virginia comparison sites.

Telephone Surveys

proportions of drivers by age group and gender. When asked if speeding was a problem on residential
streets, about 74 percent of drivers during both study periods said it was; about 18-19 percent said it was
not, and about 7-8 percent did not know. Among drivers who said speeding was a problem, close to half
during both study periods said it was a big problem. During both study periods about 78 percent of
ferale respondents thought speeding was a problem compared with 67-68 percent of males (before
enforcement: xz = 8.4, p=0.0151, df = 2; during enforcement: x2 =15.1, p=0.0003, df = 2). There were
no consistent differences by age group. _ _ _

Drivers were asked if speed cameras currently were in use on residential streets in Montgomery
County (table not shown). Before camera enforcement 46 percent of drivers responded correctly that
speed cameras were not in use (32 percent said cameras were in use, and 22 percent said they did not
know). Six months afier enforcement began 60 percent of drivers responded correctly that speed cameras
were in use (20 percent said cameras were not in use, and 20 percent said they did not know). During
camera enforcement young drivers (ages 18-34) were more likely than drivers ages 35-64 and 65 and
older to respond correctly that speed cameras were in use (68 versus 61 and 53 percent, respectively;
vi=12.5, p=0.0142, df = 4).

Drivers were asked their opinions about the use of speed cameras on residential streets in
Montgomery County (Table 4). Those who thought cameras were in use were asked “Do you faver the
use of cameras to enforce laws against speeding on residential streets in Montgomery County?” Those
who thought cameras were not in use or did not know were asked “Would you favor the use of
cameras...” Results in Table 4 were combined for both groups of drivers. The proportion of drivers who

favored speed cameras was 58 percent before camera enforcement and 62 percent 6 months after
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Table 4

on Re3|dentlal Streets before and after Start of Enforcement (percent)

Before enforcement During enforcement
N Favor Oppose Don’t know N Favor Oppose Don’t know

Overall 800 58 33 9 800 62 3

Ages 18-34 107 52 36 11 106 58 a7 5
Ages 35-64 518 56 36 8 519 60 33 4
Ages 65+ : 175 69 21 10 175 69 21 10
Male 299 53 40 7 309 54 40 6
Female 501 62 29 10 491 67 25 8

enforcement began. In both surveys support for speed cameras was higher among females (before
enforcement: x> = 11.7, p = 0.0029, df = 2; during enforcement: %2 =20.0,p< 0.0001, df =2) and among
older drivers (before enforcement: %> = 15.6, p = 0.0036, df = 4; during enforcement: y* = 11.8,
p=0.0192, df =4).

In the survey conducted during camera enforcement, drivers opposed to speed cameras (n = 245)
were asked if they were opposed to surveillance cameras used by law enforcement agencies in general, or
only those that ticket speeders. One-third of respondents said they were opposed to surveillance cameras
in general, about half (45 percent) were opposed only to speed cameras, and 21 percent had no opinion
(table not shown). Drivers aware of the camera program (n = 479) were asked if the speed cameras had
caused them to reduce their speeds when traveling on residential streets in Montgomery County;

57 percent said they had (table not shown).

In the survey conducted during camera enforcement, drivers were asked if the speed camera
program should be expanded to include major arterial streets and interstate highways. The level of
support for expanding camera enforcement to arterial streets was 62 percent, the same proportion of
drivers that favored use of speed cameras on residential streets. By comparison, 47 percent of drivers

favored expanding the use of speed cameras to interstate highways (table not shown).

DISCUSSION

The present study found large and 51gn1ﬂcant reductlons in speedmg 6 months aﬁer

implementation o_f Maryland’s ﬁrst Speed camera program in Montgomery County. The size of the effect
on speeding 10 mph or more above the speed hm1t vaned by type of study site — 70 percent on streets
with both warning signs and speed cameras, 39 percent on streets with just warning signs, and 16 percent
on residential streets in the same county with neither warning signs nor speed cameras. The finding of

speed reductions beyond the speciﬁc locations where cameras were deployed during the initial

enforcement penod is ev1dence that hlghly visible automated enforcement can promote commumty -wide

changes i in driver behavior. So—called “dlstance halo effects” are a key advantage of automated speed



enforcement that eenerally are not achieved by traditional nnﬁ(‘e_gleﬂd_en_fomemen‘t (Zaal, 1994). Field

studies by Barnes (1984) and Hauer et al. (1982) found speed reductions associated with traditional speed
enforcement lasted only several kilometers after police were encountered.

Increasing the perceived risk of detection is one of the most important objectives of all speed
enforcement strategies (Ostvik and Elvik, 1990). In most communities with automated speed
enforcement programs the number of speed cameras is relatively small compared with the number of
roads, so it is important to promote a perception of widespread camera use through highly visible public
information and education activities. Informing drivers about the dangers of speeding and the role of
automated enforcement, and alerting drivers that cameras are in use, help to build broad support for
camera enforcement and are needed throughout the life of the enforcement program.

To maximize potential safety benefits of community automated speed enforcement programs, the

primary criterion for camera deployment should be a history of crashes and, to the extent possible, a

history of speed-Telated injury crashes. Ofher factors such as complaints of speeding, documented
speeding problems, and geography should be given secondary consideration.

Although a majority of drivers supported automated speed enforcement on residential streets in
Montgomery County, about one-third opposed it. Opponents can express strong views that generate
controversies wherever speed cameras are used. Jurisdictions planning to implement speed camera
programs should draw on international experience to anticipate the controversies that generally arise
(Delaney et al., 2005) and take steps in advance to address them. These steps include (1) targeting
locations or corridors with a history of crashes; (2) conducting highly visible public information and

education campaigns to create awareness of the dangers of speeding and scope of the community’s

speeding problem, awareness of the speed camera program, and support for automated speed
enforcement; (3) mak?n—g—camera enforcement conspicuous with warning signs and marked vehicles to
maximize deterrent effects; and (4) limiting the responsibility of camera vendors to a supporting role.

In Montgomery County support for automated speed enforcement varied by road type, with 62
percent of drivers in support of speed cameras on surface streets and 47 percent in support on interstate
highways. The level of support on residential streets and arterials is about equal to results from a recent
nationwide telephone survey that found 60 percent of drivers favored speed cameras (Insurance Research
Council, 2007). Differences in the level of support by road type might reflect the extent to which drivers
perceive speeding is a safety problem or the extent to which they think it is acceptable to speed on these
roads. In a recent study of automated speed enforcement on a high-speed urban freeway in Scottsdale,
Arizona, 77 percent of drivers favored the use of speed cameras. This relatively high level of support

occurred simultaneously with widespread concerns about speeding; about 80 percent of drivers said

speeding was a problem on the freeway where speed cameras were deployed (Retting et al., 2007).



cameras had been in effect. Research from countries with more extensive speed camera use has
established crash and injury reductions associated with automated speed enforcement (Pilkington and
Kinra, 2005; Wilson et al., 2006). Longer term studies are needed to assess effects of sustained speed

camera enforcement on vehicle speeds and injury crashes in Montgomery County.
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Automated Speed Enforcement i in School Zones

in Portland, Oregon

Automated Speed Enforcement (ASE) combines speed
measurement and imaging of speeding vehicles to pro-
vide for automatic ticketing of vehicles exceeding a
preset threshold. ASE has the potential to deter speed-
ing over a specific location if drivers are aware of the

In Portland, school zones have a 20 mph speed limit
24 hours a day. All of the demonstration school zones
(and four of the comparison schools) also had flash-
ing beacons, activated during school hours, signifying

" higher fines for speeding.

presence of ASE systems., Many communities that have
used ASE report a reduction in speeds, and some have
reported a reduction in crashes following implementa-
tion of ASE programs (e.g., Cunningham, Hummer, &
Moon, 2005; Retting & Farmer, 2003; Cities of Beaver-
ton & Portland, 1997; Elvik, 1997).

Since 1995, 170 school-age pedestrians (younger than
19} have died in school-transportation-related crashes.
While 70 percent of these children were killed by school
buses (or by vehicles functioning as school buses), 30
percent were killed by other vehicles involved in the
crashes. Due to theirlower awareness of risk and impul-
sive behavior, child pedestrians are particularly vulner-
able. Nearly half of all school-age pedestrians killed in
school transportation-related crashes were age 5 to 7.

ASE technology provides a highly visible speed en-
forcement presence with minimal disruption of traffic
flow, and is well suited to speed enforcement in school
zones. NHTSA contracted with Westat, Inc,, to conduct
a demonstration of ASE in school zones in Portland, Or-
egon, and to evaluate the program’s effects on reducing
traffic speeds along with the public attitudes and per-
ceptions toward ASE.

Method

ASE was deployed two to three times per week at five
school zones in Portland, Oregon, during a three-month
period from March through May 2005. Five additional
school zones, located in north, northeast, and southwest
Portland, served as comparison sites without ASE.

U S Department of Transportat:on
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration

The Portland Police Bureau Traffic Division, using two
ASE unit vans, deployed ASE two to three times per
week at each of the five demonstration school zones.
ASE was in place for a total of 331 hours across all sites.

To maximize deterrence, a publicity campaign includ-
ing a press conference that atiracted citywide media at-
tention was held prior to the deployment of ASE. The
campaign targeted the neighborhoods of the five dem-
onstration school zones. Road signs were also installed
stating “Photo Enforced” to supplement existing “School
Speed 20” signs in the demonstration school zones.

Public perceptions and awareness of the ASE program
were surveyed on a sample of 400 residents both prior
to and during the demonstration program. Traffic vol-
ume and speeds were measured by means of JAMAR
TRAX RD preumatic road tube traffic counters for at
least 24 hours prior to, during, and following the ASE
deployment program.

Findings

When ASE was present and the flashing beacon was off,
85th percentile speeds at demonstration school zones
were reduced by approximately 5 mph compared to
before the ASE demonstration. Eighty-fifth percentile
speeds decreased from 32.4 mph to 27.8 mph. When
ASE was present and the flashing beacon was on, 85th
percentile speeds were approximately 8-9 mph lower
in the demonstration zones than when neither ASE nor
the beacon was present (see Figure 1).

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE Wash:ngton DC 20590

www.nhisa.gov
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Figure 1. 85th Percentile Speeds for Demonstration Sites

by Beacon and Test Condition

Figure 2 shows the data for comparison sites. In the
comparison school zones, no difference in speeds
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Figure 2. Percentile Speeds for Comparison Sites by
Beacon & Test Condition
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qoneved at the demonstration school zones lasted
W

Was observed between the pre—aemonsﬁ ation per1oa,

demonstration period, and post-demonstration period
when the flashing beacon was on. A small decrease in
the 85th percentile speeds of 0.6 mph was observed
from the pre-demonstration to post-demonstration
with the beacon off, similar to the decrease of 0.8 mph
at the demonstration school zones.

One notable findin

effects

wa N4d (i

at least a

Implications

ASE can be used to reduce speeds in school zones. ASE
was shown to be most effective in this application when
combined with a flashing beacon.

How to QOrder

‘ 312 nng
-! B 33;: o Eg;ng-wo ASE For a copy of Automated Speed Enforcement in School
E. 29 - Zones in Portland, Oregon (45 pages plus appendices),
i = 284 —— prepared by Westat, write to the Office of Behavioral
‘- 8 271 ; . . Safety Research, NHTSA, NTI-130, 1200 New Jersey
© 26 Avenue SE., Washington, DC 20590, send a fax to 202-
‘ 259 366-7096, or download from www.nhtsa.dot.gov. Paul
1 - Comparison Sites ' Comparison Sites J. Tremont, Ph.D., was the prOjECt officer.
Beacon 0it Beacon On

R

Beacon Condition

U.S. Depariment of Transportation
National Highway Traffic Safety

Administration

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE., NTI-130

Washington, DC 20590

TRAFFIC TECH is a publication to disseminate information about
traffic safety programs, including evaluations, innovative pro-
grams, and new publications. Feel free to copy it as you wish. If you
would like to receive a copy, contact Patricia Ellison-Potter, Ph.D,
Editor, fax 202-366-7096, e-mail: traffic.tech@dot.gov.
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CITY OF COLUMBUS/REDFLEX REVENUE SPLIT

Month Redflex City of Columbus Net % of total
May-06 43,260.94 14,075.06 24.5%
Jun-06 46,429.78 13,776.22 22.9%
Jul-06 46,632.83 20,040.17 30.1%
Aug-06 47,868.29 18,251.81 27.6%
Sep-06 44,050.00 14,745.01 251%
Qct-06 58,750.00 19,382.05 24.8%
Nov-06 72,796.00 22,250.16 23.4%
Dec-06 54,716.00 18,984.87 25.8%
Jan-07 79,746.00 27,421.00 25.6%
Feb-07 75,661.00 27,095.05 26.4%
Mar-07 80,156.00 26,891.00 25.1%
Apr-07 73,906.00 24,139.81 24.6%
May-07 74,274.00 25,129.19 25.3%
Jun-07 75,782.00 26,033.25 25.6%
Jul-07 98,677.33 38,459.25 28.0%
Aug-07 94,955.12 34,503.89 26.7%
Sep-07 78,194.73 28,093.13 26.4%
Oct-07 111,138.60 42,727.60 27.8%
Nov-07 93,289.72 35,658.96 27.7%
Dec-07 99,771.53 39,006.24 28.1%
Jan-08 129,588.39 55,510.30 30.0%
Feb-08 144,018.69 40,746.26 22.1%
Mar-08 162,407.74 72,420.69 30.8%
Apr-08 160,899.53 79,442.35 33.1%
May-08 154,711.61 77,687.20 33.4%
Jun-08 159,712.95 83,828.65 34.4%
Jul-08 165,294.08 92,129.37 35.8%
Aug-08 151,390.71 70,151.86 31.7%
Sep-08 155,203.67 67,315.84 30.3%
Oct-08 161,815.37 76,826.76 32.2%
Nov-08 I51,771.06 64,975.89 30.0%
Dec-08 141,581.85 57,287.87 28.8%







Jan-09 [55,313.12 86,771.49 35.8%
Feb-09 159,523.17 69,242.76 30.3%
Mar-09 157,301.01 84,965.13 35.1%
Apr-09 122,747.78 40,920.85 25.0%
May-09 77,996.15 23,185.99 22.9%
Jun-09 17,116.95 97,057.31 85.0%
Jul-09 89,856.24 27,761.46 23.6%
Aug-09 76,116.65 55,544.66 42.2%
Sep-09 51,707.57 47,240.90 47.7%
Oct-09 81,017.38 50,030.55 38.2%
Nov-09 70,215.87 43,749.35 38.4%
Dec-09 67,172.11 39,776.54 37.2%
Jan-10 65,326.31 39,769.49 37.8%
Total 4,479,861 83 2,061,003.24 31.5%
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City of West Carrolton

 Redflex receives 60% of the fines paid, or 360 per paid citation. Contract except
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City of Trotwood

nedfiex receivas 65% of the fines paid, or $65 per paid citation. Contract except:
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Citv of Northwood

Redflex receives 75%

of the fines paid, or $71.25 per paid citation.
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$47 per paid citation. Contract except:

Redflex receives §45/
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Michael Maly

Manager, Delivery Services / Office Services
3 Limited Parkway

Cotumbus, Ok 43230

514 ATETIQY o Vg o .
’ i Hrce

614-203-7792 - Mobile

From: Ivanic, John P, [mailto:JPIvanic@columbus.gov]

Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2010 4:59 PM
Subject: Red Light Camera Program

COLUMBUS CITY COUNCIL
MEDIA ALERT

For immediate Release: MARCH 18, 2010

For More Information:
John lvanic, {614) 645-6798
Web - Facebook — Twitter

SAFETY COMMITTEE CONSIDERS UPDATING
~ RED LIGHT CAMERA PROGRAM

WHO:
Councilmember Andrew J. Ginther
Columbus Department of Public Safety
Columbus Division of Police

WHEN:
Monday, March 22, 2010
5:00 PM

WHERE:

City Council Chambers
City Hall

90 West Broad Street



| WHAT:
Columbus City Councilmember Andrew J. Ginther, Chair of the Public
Safety Committee, will conduct a public hearing to discuss the future of
the City’s “Focus on Safety” red light camera program.

The City of Columbus currently has 20 red light cameras at various
intersections and is considering expanding the program; putting
additional cameras at locations which have proven to be
dangerous. Public Safety leaders are also working on a plan to better
ensure the safety of children at school zones, parks, recreation centers,
and community pools.

Public testimony will be accepted. Those wishing to testify shouid fill out
a speaker slip on the day of the hearing between the hours of 8:00 am -
5:00 pm in the lobby entrance located on the Front Street side of City
Hall. Free parking is available in the Gay Street parking lot on the north
side of City Hall after 5:00 pm.

-30-

Matice: This communication may contain privileged andfor confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender by email. and
immedialely delete the message and any atlachments without copying or disclosing them. LBI may, for any reason. intercept, access, use, and disclose any
mformation thal is communicated by or through. or which is stored on, its networks, applications, services, and devices.



MICHAEL C, MENTEL, PRESIDENT I Rk ™ City Hall 90 West Broad Street

HEARCEL F. CRAIG, PRESIDENT PRO TEM o R Columbus, Ohio 43215-9015

b
ANDREW J. GINTHER x ol 614/645-7380 Fax 61:1-‘6.-15-5164
A.TROY MILLER X > columbuscitycouncil.org
EILEEN Y. FALEY <3 X
CHARLETA B. TAVARES Pty CITY CIERK- Andre Blevins, CMC
PRISCILLA R. TYSON FIFEY DEPUTY CITY CLERK- Darla M. Character-Joimson, Esq.

PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

AGENDA

Mondayv.-Match-22.2010 5:00-PM City Cauncil Chambers

Yt ordnyde o

PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE MEETING TO DISCUSS THE CITY’S PHOTQO RED LIGHT SYSTEM.
CALL TO ORDER/ INTRODUCTION
Explanation of purpose for the public hearing; introduction of those in attendance.
DISCUSSION OF PHOTO RED LIGHT SYSTEM
Councilmember Andrew J. Ginther, Chair, Public Safety Committee
Public Safety Director Mitchell Brown
Deputy Public Safety Director George Speaks
Commander Richard Bash
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
Questions and comments from Columbus City Councilmembers in attendance.
PUBLIC TESTIMONY

All interested citizens are invited to offer public testimony specifically related to the Photo Red Light
System. Comments should be limited to three {3) minutes. Individuals wishing to offer testimony
should fill out a speaker slip prior to the meeting per Council rules for speaking before Council.

CLOSING REMARKS
Closing remarks/ comments from all participants; next steps

ADJOURN
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Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

AgendaPhotore...

McSweeney, Kate

Monday, March 22, 2010 11:06 AM
Paul, Kenneth C.

Ivanic, John P.
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Photo Red Light Hearing 3/22/2010
Director Mitchell J. Brown . o

Councilmember Ginther, other members of Council, | am pleased
to present to you the Department of Public Safety’s
recommendations for a limited expansion of the City of Columbus

“Focus on Safety” Photo Red Light Program.

According to the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety, 762
people were Killed and an estimated 137,000 were injured in 2008

due to accidents that involved the running of a red light.

The “Focus on Safety” photo red light program in Columbus is
helping to save lives by reducing deadly right-angle crashes at
some of the most dangerous intersections. The success of this
system is demonstrated by a dramatic change in driver behavior
where we have seen a 76.3 percent reduction in right angle

crashes at the camera protected intersections.






Because this program focuses primarily on safety, this expansion

héus fhe full suppdrt of M.ayok”Michéél. B. C.o‘l.emé\h é\nd .ééverél. “
other Central Ohio organizations including; Columbus City
Schools, Nationwide Insurance, Grange Insurance, Mothers
Against Drunk Driving (MADD), the Central Ohio Trauma System,

and the American Council of the Blind.

Here with me tonight to discuss the recommendations and to
answer follow up questions on expansion are photo red light

project manager Deputy Public Safety Director George Speaks

...and Commander Richard Bash from the Columbus Division.of ... .. . .

Police Traffic Bureau.

Thank you.






RECOMMENDATIONS FOR LIMITED

| EXPANSION OF THE
“FOCUS ON SAFETY”

PHOTO RED LIGHT PROGRAM

Mitchell J. Brown | |
Director, Department of Public Safety
George Speaks |

Deputy Director, Department of Public Safety

Richard Bash | PHOTO

Commander, Columbus Division of Police ENFD_RED
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“Focus on Safety”
Photo Red Light Camera program

= Saves lives and decreases injury and property
damage by reducing deadly right-angle

crashes caused by drivers who attempt to
“beat the light.”













Program Background

= Approved by Council in 2005

= First cameras activated in early 2006, the last
in late 2007

= Camera site selection was generally based on
two criteria:

1. Dangerous Intersections
2. Constructability







How It Works

Cameras take multiple photos and a 12-second
video

Digital images are transmitted to the vendor
for review

The vendor constructs a complete evidence
case with pictures, video, and vehicle license
information

Columbus police officers review the images
and decide whether to issue a citation







Results

= The most recent data shows an overall
average reduction from 68 crashes per year

to 16 crashes per year at the 18 camera-
protected intersections







Preventable Deaths
& Property Damage

= About half of those victims were innocents:
pedestrians or occupants of cars hit by red-
light runners.




Results

= 76.3% reduction in right-angle crashes

o Intersection of 3rd and East Main
* 2003-2007: 18 right-angle crashes
* 2007-present: O right-angle crashes







Results

= Total violations reduced by 58.9%

Parsons & Frebis NB
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(red bar shows first full month of activation)
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Commitment to Transparency

Focus On Safety emphasizes safety

Significant public awareness and education initiated
prior to implementation

Camera site selections based on historical crash data,
not data concerning which intersections would best
produce revenue

Data provided to the press whenever requested

Public announcements made prior to cameras going
online

No fines issued during the first 30 days of a new camera
(Just notices)




Commitment to Transparency
(continued)

Assurance that yellow-light timing meets and/or
exceeds statewide standards

Well-marked signage erected at all equipped
Intersections

Trained, experienced police officer (not a civilian)
reviews camera footage to determine whether a citation
should be issued

Fair appeal process instituted
o Hearing Officer
o Franklin County Municipal Court




Expansion Recommendations

= Expand photo red light enforcement from
current 20 systems to 40

= Do not retrofit existing nor introduce new
fixed speed cameras at any intersections

= Utilize two mobile speed vehicles to patrol
areas where children assemble, i.e. school
zones, parks, playgrounds, and pools




Expansion Recommendations

Expand photo red light enforcement
from our current 20 systems to 40

= City has approximately 15,000 intersections

= 1,008 are signalized
* 18 equipped with photo red light technology

Intersections will be selected based on determination
and ranking of the most dangerous

Well-marked signage will be erected

Notice will be provided as to when the cameras will be
activated

30-day grace period
Same appeal process utilized




Expansion Recommendations
Do not retrofit existing nor introduce new

fixed speed cameras at any intersections

= Numerous studies in the U.S. and abroad show speed
cameras decrease accidents

Not recommended that we convert our existing
cameras nor implement new fixed cameras that issue
speed citations

Backlash may jeopardize continuation of current
successful program

Multi-year study of the red light camera program in
Virginia Beach which found red light running
violations more than tripled after the law permitting
the city to use red light cameras was allowed to expire
IN 2005.

(Dr. Bryan Porter, Old Dominion University, 2007)
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Expansion Recommendations

Utilize two mobile speed vehicles to
patrol areas where children assemble, 1.e.
school zones, parks, playgrounds, and
pools

= |f successful, the City has the option of obtaining
two additional speed vans

Vehicles provided at no upfront cost with the
exception of automated license plate readers

Technology will instantaneously alert the officer
if a license plate is registered to an owner who
has outstanding criminal warrants for crimes
such as those against children as well as Amber
Alerts.




Studies show school zone camera

moblle speed enforcement decreases
speeds

= Montgomery County, Maryland

= 6 months after implementation of mobile speed
cameras on residential streets and school zones

= Proportion of drivers exceeding speed limits by more than
10 mph declined by about 70%

(“Evaluation of Automatec Speed Enforcement in Montgomery County, Maryland,” Insurance
Institute for Highway Safety, 2008)

= Portland, Oregon

o “Speed reduction effects achieved at the demonstration
school zones lasted for at least a full month after
Automated Speed Enforcement ceased.”

("Automated Speed Enforcement in School Zones in Portland, Oregon,” U.S. Department of
Transportation, 2007)




Studies show school zone camera
mobile speed enforcement decreases

speeds

= New South Wales, Australia
o Speed cameras in 10 school zones

= Qverall reductions in traffic speeds not only in
school zones but also on roads approaching school
Zones

(“Evaluation of Speed Cameras in 40 km/h School Speed Zones,” Roper, 2005).




Parma, Ohilio

Parma

Tickets per Hour, MPH Over Speed Limit & Total Citations
Sep o9 - Feb 10
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= V PH Over Speed Limit 12 13 12 12
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Mobile Speed Enforcement
Vehicle

* Ford Escape Hybrid

= Radar & cameras that capture evidence in high-
resolution digital stills with full-motion video

= Towing hitch attached to vehicle allows deployment of
portable speed display boards

Automated license plate reader will be installed

Instantaneously alerts officer if a license plate is registered to
an owner who has outstanding criminal warrants for crimes
such as those associated with being a pedophile

Instantaneously alerts officer should an Amber Alert be
assigned to the passing vehicle







Recommendation for Revenue Split

* Columbus will have the most favorable
contract pricing in Ohio for a system that
does not utilize fixed camera speed
enforcement at intersections.

Fine Vendor % Columbus %

Currently in Columbus $95.00 68.5% 31.5%
$4,479,861 $2,061,002

as of Jan 10 as of Jan 10

Existing 20
Proposed Systems 38% 62%

Columbus Proposed 20

_ Contract Systems & 45% 55%
Mobile Speed




No Upfront Costs to City

= Fixed red-light systems (new and existing)
and mobile speed systems will be installed
and maintained by the vendor with no
upfront or initial costs to the City.

= Routine maintenance and fuel on the mobile
speed vehicles will be the responsibility of the
City.




Contract Extension

= The contract with Redflex would be extended
from 2010 to 2013

= The City would also have the option of

extending in 2014 and 2015




Implementation Process

1. Collect and analyze multi-year data to identify the most dangerous
intersections

Review constructability; engineering and plan review will take
place prior to implementing construction

City ordinance must be amended to allow for civil citations for
speeding in or very near school zones, parks, pools, and
playgrounds

Mobile speed vehicles must be ordered and delivered; police
officers trained in utilization

Develop a public awareness and education program concerning the
dangers of speeding near school zones, parks, pools, and
playgrounds

Mobile speed camera program will begin after the initiation of the
public awareness and education program

Goal: begin mobile speed enforcement by late summer 2010 and
be ready for the upcoming school year
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. Office of City Clerk
Clty of Columbus 90 West Broad Street
Columbus OH 43215-8015
columbuacitycouncil.org

Legislation Report

File Number: 0535-2010

30 Day
Fite ID: 0535-2010 Type: Ordinance Stafus: Passed
Version: 1| *Committee: Safety Committee
Fite Name: Redflex-Photo Red Light Contract modification and File Created: 03/23/2010
Extension
Final Action: 05/06/2010
Auditor Cert #: AC030911 Auditor: When assigned an Auditor Certificate Number I, the City

Auditor, hereby certify that there is in the treasury, or
anticipate to come into the treasury, and not appropriated
for any other purpose, the amount of money specified
hereon, to pay the within Qrdinance.

Floor Action {Clerk’s Office Only)

Mayor's Action Councii Action
Mayor Date Date Passed/ Adopted President of Councit
Veto Date City Clerk

Title: To authorize the City Auditor to transfer $31,200.00 within the Photo Red Light Fund
and to authorize the Director of Public Safety to modify and extend the contract with
Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc. for the continuation, maintenance, and limited expansion
of the focus on safety photo red light enforcement program; to waive the competitive
bidding requirements of Columbus City Codes; and authorize the expenditure of
$31,200.90 from the Photo Red Light Fund. ($31,200.00)

Sponsors:

Attachments: BidWaiverForm.doc

City of Colwmbuy Page I af 5 Privted on 6:22°2015






City of Columbus Legislation Report File Number: 0535-2010

Approval History

Version Dats Approver Action

City af Columbuys Page 2 af 5 Printed on 6:22/:2015






City of Columbas

Legistation Report

File Number: 0535-2010

History of Legisiative File

Ver. Acting Body: Date: Action: Sent Ta: Due Data: Returm Result:
Date:
[ Safety Drafter 03/2472010  Sent for Approval Safety Reviewer
Notes:  edd
1 SAFETY DIRECTOR 03/24/2010  Reviewed and Finance inbox
Approved
Notes:  MJ/B/dig
1 Finance Reviewer 03/24/2010  Reviewed and Finance Reviewer
Approved
Notes:  gnheiser
1 Finance Reviewer 03/25/2010  Reviewed and FINANCE
Approved DIRECTOR
Notes:  gibush
1 FINANCE DIRECTOR 03/25/2010  Reviewed and Safety Drafter
Approved
Notes: PRR
| Safety Reviewer 03/29/2010 Reviewed-and Atditor-Tnbox
Approved
Notes:  djg
I Auditor Reviewer 03/29/2010  Reviewed and Auditor Reviewer
Approved
Notes:  HUGH J. DORRIAN BY JSM ($31,200.00) (AC030911)
i CITY AUDITOR 03/29/2010  Reviewed and Safety Drafier
Approved
Notes:  HJ/D/bam
1 Safety Reviewer 03/31/20iC  Reviewed and EBOCOQ Inbox
Approved
Notes:  dig
U1 EBOCOReviewer 040172010 Sentfor Approval  EBOCO
DIRECTOR
Notes:  ¢p
I EBOCO DIRECTOR 04/01/2010  Reviewed and Safety Drafter
Approved
Notes: gy
1 Safety Drafter 04/06/2010  Sent for Approval Atty inbox
Notes:  edd
1 CITY ATTORNEY 04/07/2010  Reviewed and Safety Drafter
Approved
Notes:  jsg
1 Safety Drafter 04/07/2010  Sent to Clerk's Office City Clerk Inbox
for Council
Notes:  edd
1 Columbus City Council 04/19/2010  Read for the First
Time
1 COUNCIL PRESIDENT 05/03/2610  Signed
I Columbus City Council 05/03/2010  Approved Pass
I MAYOR 05/05/2010  Signed
I CITY CLERK 05/06/2010  Attest

City of Columbus

Page3ofs

Printed on 6:22/2015






City of Columbus L.egislation Report File Number: 0535-2010

EBOCO: TFollowing review and approva), when required, the Equal Business Opportunity Commission Office certifies
comipliance with Title 39 as of date [isted,

City Attorney:  Following review and approval, when required, this ordinance has been reviewed by the City Attorney's
Gffice as to its form and legality only.

Explanation
BACKGROUND: The “Focus On Safety" Photo Red Light Camera program saves lives and decreases injury and

property damage by reducing deadly right-angle crashes caused by drivers who attempt to "beat the light” The City
of Columbus has a Photo Red Light Program that has been in place since December 2005, The success of the
Columbus program is demonstrated by a dramatic chanpe in driver behavior as shown by a significant decrease in
crashes at photo equipped intersections and an overall reduction in the running of red lights.

The purpose of this ordinance is to allow the Director of Public Safety to contract for a limited expansion of the
public safety program by doubling the camera systems from 20to 40 and to introduce mobile speed camera vehicles
equipped with automated license plate readers to patral school zones, parks, playgrounds, and pools. Public Safety
and Redflex originally entered into a contract for services and related equipment for & threc year period which
expired in March 2009 and was subsequently modified and extended for an additional year.

This ordinange almm_m%mue—mf%—w%ﬁﬁﬁm%d—b@hﬁm%rm—

personnel to contractual services to allow for the purchase of license plate reader systems by the contractor,

Contract Compliance Number: 943292233, Expires 3/23/2011.

Fiseal Impact. This ordinance authorizes the transfer and expenditure of $31,200.00 within the Photo Red Light
Fund for the purchase of the license plate reader sysitems from Redflex, There will be no fiscal impact on General
Fund expenditures. The contractor's compensation shall consist of a perceniage per citation paid, Approximately
$31,200.00 will be expended from the Photo Red Light Fund to purchase up to four aulomatic license plate reader
systems. The Contractor's compensation in the past four years has been deducted from revenues generaled.

Title
To authorize the City Auditor to (ransfer $31,200.00 within the Photo Red Light Fund and to authorize the Director

- of - Publie - Safety " to miodify " dnd extend “the " contract “with Redfléx Traffic Systems, Inc. for the contmuanon,
maintenance, and limited expansion of the focus on safely photo red light enforcement program: to waive the
competitive bidding requirements of Columbus City Codes; and authorize the expenditure of $31,200.00 from the
Photo Red Light Fund. ($31,200.00)

Body
WHEREAS, the City of Columbus has in excess of 15,000 interscctions, of which approximately 1,008 are

signalized and of which 18 are equipped with photo red light cameras; ang

WHEREAS, the photo red light camera systermn saves lives by reducing deadly right-angle crashes due io drivers
attempting to "beat the light”; and

WHEREAS, the success of the Columbus system is demonstrated by a dramatic decrease in driver behavior as
shown by an average overall annual reduction from 68 to 16 crashes at camera protected iniersections which is
tantamount to a 76.5 percent reduction of right-angle crashes; and

WHEREAS, the success of the Columbus system is also demonstrated by an owverall reduction of 58.9 percent in red
light violations; and

WHEREAS, expanding the systems from 20 to 40 should result in the same outstanding public safety benefits; and

WHEREAS, it is not recommended to retrofit our existing photo red Hght cameras nor introduce new fixed speed
cameras at any location; and

WHEREAS, the Columbus system will utiize mobile speed vehicles to patrol areas where children assembie, ie,
school zones, parks, playgrounds, and pools: and

WHEREAS, the Director of Public Safety is authorized to modify and extend the contract with the Redflex Traffic
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Systems from the period 2010 to 2013 with additional options; and
WHEREAS, it is necessary to waive the competitive bidding provisions of the Columbus City Code, 1959 so that

continuity-ofthese-speeialited-servicesarc-muintaimed;wmt
WHEREAS, the City of Columbus will receive a greater share of revenue from the vendor; and

WHEREAS it is necessary for the City Auditer to transfer funds within the Photo Red Light Fund, from Personnel
to Contractual Services; now, therefore

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLUMBUS, OHIO:

SECTION 1. That the Director of Public Safety is authorized to modify and extend the contract with Redflex
Traffic Systems, Inc, of Scottsdale, Arizona for the continuation, maintenance, and limited expansion of the focus on
safety photo red light enforcement program,

SECTION 2. That the City Auditor is hereby authorized and directed to transfer funds within the Photo Red Light
Fund as follows:

FROM: Dept/Div  30-03|Fund 293|0CA Code 293001|Obj Level One 01| Object Level Three 1000 Amount
$31,260.00

TO: Dept/Div 30-03|Fund 293]0CA Code 293001|Obj Level One 03] Object Level Three 3336] Amount $31,200.00

SECTION 3 That for the purpose specified in Section 1, an expenditure of $31,200.00, or so much thereof as may

be necessary, is hereby authorized_to_he expended from The Department_of Public Safety, Division—of_Police—30-63:

Fund 293] OCA Code 293001| Ohject Level One 03|Object Level Three 3336. to purchase up to four automatic
license plate reader systems.

SECTION 4. That the Council of the City of Columbus finds it is in {he best interests of the City to waive the
competitive bidding provisions of Columbus City Codes, 1959, 329.06.

SECTION 5. That this ordinance shall take effect and be in foree from the earliest period allowed by law,
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CITY OF COLUMBUS

BID WAIVER INFORMATION FORM
TO ACCOMPANY LEGISLATION WHICH WAIVES ANY PROVISIONS OF COLUMBUS CITY CODES CHAPTER 329
{BLEASE | TMTT YOUIR BESPONSE TO THIS SHEET)

1. Reasons for waiving City Code bid procedure;
emergency breakdown causing unplanned need

item to be purchased is of a perishable nature

need to extend an existing contract

non-price error on either the bidder's or the City’s part in the bid proposal

a new law or regulation requires immediate compliance

[ ] thereis not enough time to obtain formal bids to satisfy need

L]

other

2. Detailed explanation of reason (must be completed by division):

It is necessary to waive City Code bid procedure so continuity of the specialized photo red light services is
maintained. The original Contract with Redflex resulted in the construction and installation of Photo Red Light
Cameras that will be expensive to replace with a new vendor.

3. Informal procedure used:
tefephone quotations

|:] written quotations

negotiations

4. Informal bids received and prices for each:

5. If lowest bid was not accepted, explain criteria for award:

ORDINANCE #: 1069-2005
APPROVED BY: Authorized Approvel on Corresponding Legisiative File
DATE:










SECOND MODIFICATION AND EXTENSION TO AGREEMENT
BETWEEN CITY OF COLUMBUS AND REDFLEX
- TRAFFIC SYSTEM

This Second Modification is made as of this _:S_day of A&ﬂfzmo, by and between the
City of Columbus, Ohio (hereafter, “City”), by and through its Director of Public Safety,
and Redflex Traffic Systems (hereafter, “Contractor”) with its principal place of business
at 6047 Bristol Parkway 1% floor, Culver City, California 90230.

WHEREAS, City and Contractor originally entered into a contract in 2006 for services
and related equipment for a three year period which expired in 2009 and at the City's
discretion was extended for an additional 12 month period.

WHEREAS, both parties agree that certain modifications to that original contract are
required in order to extend this contract and to modify the scope and compensation.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual obligations set forth herein, the City
and Contractor agree as follows:

1. The term of this modification and extension shall be for an additional three year
period and shall expire on .3 day of &B#k 2013 and whereby the City shall have
the right, but not the obligation, to extend the Term of this Agreement for up to two
(2) additional consecutive and automatic one (1) year periods following the
expiration of the 2013 Term. '

2. The Contractor will be SAS70 compliant by November 2012. In the event that
Contractor fails to be compliant by November 2012, Contractor shall pay liquidated
damages to the City in an amount equal to $50,000. Contractor and City expressly
agree that such amount of liquidated damages is intended to compensate the City
for its losses occasioned by Contractor's failure to adhere to the contract. The
parties expressly agree that the liquidated damages clause set forth herein is not in
any manner intended to constitute a penalty. In addition, the parties expressly agree
that any actual damages would be uncertain as to amount and difficult of proof; that
this Contract as a whole, along with all Exhibits hereto, is not so manifestly
unconscionable, unreasonable, and disproportionate in amount as to justify the
conclusion that it does not express the true intention of the parties; and that this
Contract is consistent with the conclusion that it was the intention of the parties that
damages in the amount stated should follow the breach thereof. Contractor
expressly agrees that it waives any and all rights to challenge, in any court or other
tribunal, any assessment of liquidated damages in the vent of its non-performance of
its duties under this paragraph. Nothing herein shall preclude the city from seeking
additional damages to which it may be entitled, if any, under the law.

3. Scope. The Contractor and the City shall mutually agree to install, maintain and
operate a comprehensive photo enforcement program with a scope to inciude:

3.1.Up to an additional twenty (20) red-light enforcement systems, for a total of forty
(40) operational red-light enforcement systems.
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3.2.Up to four (4) mobile speed systems (vehicle is currently a Hybrid Ford Escape)
to be deployed where children assemble such as school zones, parks,
playgrounds, and pools. The City intends to utilize two vehicles and will evaluate

after a due diligence interim as to whether an iti i

needed. City may alter the exterior of the vehicle with Division of Police insignia
and emergency lighting and may make needed changes to the interior for
purposes of communications equipment, etc. City shall provide fuel and routine
maintenance; Contractor shall be responsible for non-routine maintenance.

3.3 The City will have the right to lease at no upfront or initial costs to the City
automatic license plate reader systems (ALPR) to be installed in the vehicles.
Redflex will provide the hardware, install, maintain, and provide training. This
optional service will be provided for an additional annual fee of $7,800 per unit

annually.

3.3.The Fixed Red-Light Enforcement systems (new and existing) and the mobile
speed systems shall be installed, and maintained with no upfront or initial costs
to the City. The sole revenue to the Contractor is detailed in Section 4.2 below.

3.4. Contractor shall train at no cost to the City any and all requisite City employees.

4. Pricing
4.1.Contractor’'s current base compensation as set forth in the contract is:
Tier Definition % paid to Redfiex 9%paid to Redflex
1 0-1000/month paid 65% $61.75
2 1001-2000/month paid 55% $52.25
3 2000+/month paid 40% $38.00

4.2.The parties agree that the new compensation shall be the following for Fixed Red-
Light Enforcement Systems (New and Existing) and for the Mobile Speed Systems.
Specifically, the City shall receive 62% of all revenue for fixed systems installed on or
before January 1, 2010 and 55% on systems (fixed or mobile) installed thereafter.

5. Contractor shall establish a relationship with a local business (e.g. bank or grocer) to
provide a convenient local payment venue for central Ohio residents to pay their fine.

This Second Modification and Extension to Agreement supplants both the original Agreement
and the initial Modification between City and Redflex. All other terms and conditions of the
original Agreement between the City of Columbus and Redflex will remain in full force and
effect. If terms and conditions are inconsistent between this modification and the original
Agreement documents, this modification will control.

Signed this __ 3 day of-Aps2010.
THE CITY OF COLUMBUS, OHIO

Department of Public Safety
Mitchell J. Brown, Director
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REDFLEX TRAFFIC SYSTEMS, INC. )

By: /\wm:\@»ﬂ pd

Name: Aaron Rosenberg
Title: Executive Vice President

APPROVED AS TO FORM: @0@/ C M% Jr by NES

COLUMBUS CITY ATTORNEY’'S OFFICE O
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From: Ivanic, John P.

Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2010 11:30 AM
To: Paul, Kenneth C.
Subject: FW: Media Alert

From: Council Outreach

Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2010 5:04 PM
To: Ivanic, John P.

Subject: Media Alert

COLUMBUS CITY COUNCIL

For Immediate Release:
December 1, 2010

For More Information:
John Ivanic, (614) 645-6798
Web — Facebook — Twitter

PHOTO TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT SYSTEM TO BE DISCUSSED
DURING PUBLIC HEARING

WHO:
Councilmember Andrew J. Ginther
Columbus Department of Public Safety

WHEN:
Tuesday, December 7, 2010
5:30 PM

WHERE:
Columbus City Hall, Council Chambers
90 West Broad Street



WHAT:

Columbus City Councilmember Andrew J. Ginther, chair of the Safety Committee, will hold a
public hearing to review the limited expansion of the “Focus On Safety” Photo Red Light
Camera program. In May, Councilmembers approved legislation to increase the number of
intersections where cameras are present from the current 18 up to 40. The current
compliment of cameras has been credited with reducing dangerous right angle crashes at
some intersections by more than 75%. Also to be discussed, the use of mobile speed vehicles
to patrol areas where children congregate, most especially school zones, and other technical
code changes designed to strengthen an already successful safety program. The meeting will
be broadcast live on CTV, Columbus’ cable channel 3. Free parking is available at City Hall after
5 pm. Those wishing to address City Council regarding this issue can fill out a speaker slip at
City Hall before 5:30 pm.

30-
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Version: | *Committee: Rules & Reference Committee
File Name: Amend Various Sections of Tiitle 21 of the File Created: 11/29/2010
Columbus City Codes 21135, Photo Traffic
Enforcement System.
Final Action: 12/16/2010
Auditor Cert #: Auditor: When assigned an Auditor Certificate Number I, the City
Auditor, hereby certify that there is in the treasury, or
anlicipate to come into the treasury, and not appropriated
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hereon, to pay the within Ordinance.
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Floor Action (Glerk's Office Only)

Mayor's Action

Council Action

Mayor

President of Council

Date Date Passed/ Adopted

Veio

Date City Clerk

Title:

Sponsors:

Attachments:

To amend various sections of Title 21 of the Columbus City Codes, 2115 entitled
"Photo Traffic Enforcement System " in order to: issue mobile speed citations in
schools zones and other areas where children congregate; amend the right turn on red
citation language; amend the bond requirement for administrative appeals; and amend
other miscellaneous revisions.

Michael C. Mentel and Andrew Ginther
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deals with Photo Traffic Enforcement System,

The "Focus on Safety" Photo Red Light Program is helping to save lives by reducing deadly right angle erashes at

some of the most dangerous intersections. The purpose of this ordinance is to impose a limited expansion of this life
saving, safety force multiplier initiative by permitiing the issuance of mobile speed citations in schools zones and in
other areas where children congregate; amend the right turn on red citation language: amend the bond requirement
for administrative appeals; and amend miscellaneous provisions.

FISCAL IMPACT:
There are no expenditures from the General Fund due to this ordinance..

Title

To amend various sections of Title 21 of the Columbus City Codes, 2115 entitled "Photo Traffic Enforcement
System " in order to: issue mobile speed citations in schools zones and other areas where children congregate;
amend the right turn on red citation language; amend the bond requirement for administrative appeals; and amend
other miscellaneous revisions.

Body
WHEREAS, the photo red camera system saves lives by reducing deadly right-angle crashes due to drivers
attempting to "beat the light"; and

WHEREAS, the success of the Columbus system is demonstrated by a dramatic decrease in both right angle crashes
as well as a reduction in red light violations;and

WHEREAS, it is not recommended to retrofit our existing photo red light cameras nor introduce new fixed speed
cameras at any of our locations; and

WHEREAS, the Columbus system will utilize mobile speed vehicles to patre] areas where children assemble, i.c.
schools zones, parks, playgrounds, and pools; and

WHEREAS, in addition to authorizing limited speed enforcement the ordinance will also: amend right turn on red
provisions; amend the bond requirements for administrative hearings, and amend various miscellancous provisions;
now, therefore

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLUMBUS:

SECTION 1. Thal various Sections of Titie 21 of the Columbus City Codes 2115, entitled "Photo Traffic
Enforcement System" be and is hereby amended as follows:

Chapter 2115 - PHOTO TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT SYSTEM
Seetions:

2115.01 - Definitions.

2115.02 - Adoption and enforcement,

2115.03 - Notice of liability.

2113.04 - Appeal of notice of liability.

2115.05 - Penalties,

2115.61 - Definitions,

As used in this chapter:
{A) "Photo traffic enforcement system” means any photographic, video. digital. radar. laser, or lidar equipment
linked 10 a violation detection system that synchronizes the taking of a photograph, video or digital image with the
occurrence of a traffic signal or speeding violation.
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(B) "Photographic equipment” means a system that may include, but is not limited to, devices which link a camera,
compuiter, and traffic signal, alone or in combination with other devices, to detect vehicles which have violated the
traffic signal and to record an image of the motor vehicle. "Photographic equipment"” may also include, but is not

limited to, devices that combine a camera, and-computer, radar, laser. or lidar. alone or in combination with other
devices, to measure the speed of a motor vehicle or other ebiestobijects and to record an image of the motor vehicle,
or other objects._ The results of pholographic, video, or digital imaging equipment means the images; and any other
data or information produced by the photo traffic enforcement system.

(C) A "vioiation" saeans-thatis either of the following;

(1) a vehicle has crossed the stop line in a system location when the traffic control signal for that vehicle's
direction of travel is emitling a steady red iight._Even if the motor vehicle stops at a point past the stop kne or
crosswalk where a driver is required to stop. as specified in Section 4511,13(C) of the Chig Revised Code ora
similar provision of a local ordinance. the City of Columbus will not use photo traffic enforcement to issue
violations in instances wherg the motor vehicle makes a ripht turn on red that is otherwise permissible, during the .
cvele of the red signal indication, unless one or motre pedestrians are present in, or are abeut o enter. the crosswalk,

{2) a vehicle has exceeded the maximum speed limit. as specified in Columbus City Code Section 2133.03,
in 8 school zone or adjacent to a park, public swimming pool, commercial swimming pool, or recreation center,

{DY A vehicle's "owner” means the person or entity identified by the Ohio Bureau of Motor Vehicles or registered
with any state vehicle registration office as the owner of a vehicle: or alessee of a motor vehicle under a lease of 30

davs_or more:_or the renter_af a vehicle durine the period of infraction_pursuant toa written rental agreement with a

mator vehicle renting dealer.

{E} The term "school zone" has the same meaning as set forth in Section 2101.355 of the Columbus City Codes, and
includes year-round schools,

{F) The term "vear-round school" means a school where students receive the requisite education over an | [-month
or 12-month period rather than over a shorter period.

{GY The terms "park” and "parks" have the same meaning as set forth in Section 912.01{F) of the Columbus City
Codes, and include playgrounds that are open to the public.

(EDy The term "publie swimming pool" has the same meaning as set forth in Section 3393.01(d} of the Columbus
City Codes.

) The term "commercial swimming pool" has the same meaning as set forth in Section 3393.01(f) of the
Columbusg City Codes,

(1) The term "recreation center” means those buildings and areas surrounding such buildings owned, operated, or
maintained by the City of Columbus where recreational activities. day care, healthcare. and other services beneficial
{0 the public are provided.

(Ord. 958-03 § 1 (part).)

2115.02 - Adoption and enforcement.

(A) The City of Columbus hereby adopts a photo traffic enforcement system for the purpose of using photographic,
video. or digital imaging cquipment to record visual images of vehicles entering intersections or exceeding the
maximum speed limit in violation of Section 2115.03 of this chapter, and using said images as the basis for issuing a
notice of Hability to the owners of such vehicles within thirty (30) days of the viclation.

(B} The direcior of public safety or his or her designee(s) shall be responsible for implementing the phote traffic
enforcement system for traffic signals and speed enforcement. The director or his or her designee is hereby
empowered 1o designate the intersections and other locations to be monitored by the photo traffic enforcement
system, to issue notices of liability for persons who commit viclations at such intersections_or places, 10 select a
hearing officer for the purpose of hearing appeals of notices of liability, and to promulgate any rules and regulations
deemed to be necessary for the enflorcement of this chapter,

(C) The intersections selected for photo enforcement under this chapter must display a yellow traffic control signal
for a time that complies with the Ohio Department of Transportation's Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices.
(Ord. 958-05 § I (part}).)

2115.03 - Notice of liability.
{A) Prior to the activation of a photo traffic enforcement system at an intersection, the director of public safety or
his or ker designee shall erect a sign in a conspicuous location that provides notice that a photo traffic enforcement
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system is being used to monitor traffic.
(B) For thirty (30} days after the activation of a traffic signal photo red light traffic enforcement system at an
intersection, no notices of liability will be issued based upon the images produced by the system. Warnings may be

issued during this thirty (30) -day period.

(C) A police officer employed by the Columbus division of police shall examine the image recorded by the photo
traffic enforcement system to determine whether a violation as defined in Section 2115.01 {C) of this chapier has
occurred._If the image recorded by the photo traific enforcement sysiem shows a violation, contains a date and time
of the violation, and shows the vehicle's Hicense plate number as-welb-as-and the state in which the license was issued,
the officer may use any lawful means to identify the vehicle's owner.

(D} The fact that a person is registered-as-the owner of a vehicle with-the-vehiele-registration-office-of the-sate-that
issued-the-Heense-plate-displayed-on-the-vehiele-shall be prima facie evidence that said person was operating the

vehicle at the time of a violation recorded by a photo traffic enforcement system.
(E) Within thirty (30) days of the violation and upon identification of the resistered-owner of the vehicle, the
director of public safety or his or her designee may issue a notice of liability, charging the owner with a violation,
The notice of liability shall be sent by regular U.S. mail and must state the date on which the notice of liability was
issued, the date, time, and location of the violation, the time in which an answer must be made by the vehicle-owner,
and the manner in which the notice of liability may be appealed. In addition, a copy of the image(s) that served as a
basis for the violation must accompany the notice of liability.
(F)} A person who receives a notice of liability pursuant to this section shall be required to respond in one of the
following methods:

(1) By paying the administrative fine as dirccted on the notice of liability within thirty (30} days of the date

the notice was issued; or

(2} By submitting evidence of one of the exceptions to Habitity listed in division (G) of this scction within
thirty (30) days of the notice's issue date; or
(3) By submitting to the address listed on the notice of [ability: a request for a hearing within thirty (30)
days of the nofice's issue date.
() The owner of the vehicle shall not be liable for a penalty under this section if the director of public safety or his
or her designee determines that sufficient evidence of eithespne of the following conditions exist:
(1) Atthe time of the violation, the vehicle was in the custody of someone other than its owner pursuani to
a writlen lease or rental agreement and the owner submits, to the address listed on the ticket, a copy of the
leasc or rental agreement along with the name and address of the lessee or renter.
(2) Atthe time of the violation, the vehicle or the license plate depicted in the image which served as the
basis for the notice of Hability was stolen and the owner submits, 1o the address listed on the ticket, a copy
of the police report stating the vehicle or license plate had been reported stolen at the time.
3) At the time of the violation, the vehicle was in the custody and control of someone other than iis
owner. and the owner submits an affidavit identifving under penalty of perjury the name and current
address of said person,

(H) MethingExcept as set forth herein, nothing in this chapter shall be construed to limit the liability of an operator
of a motor vehicle for any vielation of the Ohio Revised Code or the Columbus Traffic Code.
(Ord. 958-05 § 1 (par).)

2115.04 - Appeal of notice of iability.
{A) A person who reccived a notice of liability pursuant 1o this section may appeal the notice of liability by making
a written request for a hearing to the address listed on the notice of liability. Prior fo the hearing,. a bond must be

posted in the amount of the fine. The bond shali be payable by either a check or money order. If the former. the
check is to be made payable to "Columbus Focus on Safety Program”. If the latter, the money order is to be made
pavable to "cash", Should the owner or designee be found by the hearing officer to be not liable and/or the citation

is dismissed by the officer. then the check or bond will be immediately returned after the hearing. —Said-reguest-shall-

ioe-olHabilit:

(B) Within forty-five (45) thirty-{38} days of the receipt of the request for a hearing, & hearing officer appointed by
the director of public safety or his or her designee shall hold 2 hearing. The hearing officer shall determine whether
the city has demonstrated by a preponderance of the evidence that 2 violation ocenrred and that the person who
reccived the notice of liability is liable for the penalty set forth in Section 2115.05 of this chapter.

(C) A certified copy of the notice of liability alleging the violation, along with a copy of the image that served as a
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basis for the notice of liability, shall be prima facic evidence of the facts contained therein, and shall be admissible
in a proceeding alleging & violation under this ordinance,
(D)} In considering whether the person is liable, the hearing officer shall consider any of the following as an

affirmative defense of a violation:
(1} That the notice of liability was issued and sent more than thirty (30) days after the date of the vioiation
recorded by the photo traffic enforcement system.
(2) That the driver of the vehicle passed through the intersection or had increased speed in order to yield
the right of way 1o an emergency vehicle, in accordance with R.C. 4511.45 or to a funeral procession, in
accordance with R.C. 4511.451.
(3) That either the vehicle or the license plate depicted on the image, which served as the basis for the
notice of Hability, was stolen before the violation occurred and was not in possession of the owner at the
time of the violation. To qualify as an affirmative defense under this provision, the owner must submit
proof that a police report about the stolen vehicle or license plate was {iled prior to or within forty-cight
(48) hours afier the violation.
(4) That this section is unenforceable because the pholo traffic enforcement system was not operating
properly, or the automated traffic enforcement system- was not in a proper position,-or that the image that
served as the basis for the notice of liability is not legible enough 1o show the letters and numbers or the
state that issued the license plate on the vehicle.
(3} That the driver of the vehicle entered the intersection as part of a funeral procession or at the direction
of a police officer.
(6) That the owner or person named in the notice of liability was not operating the vehicle at the time of

the violation, To satisfy the gmdcn]:ary hurden under this provision, the owner or PEISON namcd inthe

notice of liabitity shall prowde the hearing officer with evidence of the identity of the person who was
operating the vehicle at the time of the violation, including, at a minimum, the operator's name and current
address.
(E) The hearing officer shall issue a written decision within ten (10) days of the hearing and serve the person nained
on the notice of liability and the issuing police officer with a copy of said decision. _All such decisions shall be
entered into the records of the department of public safety,
{F) Ifthe hearing officer determines by a preponderance of the evidence that the city has demonstrated that the
persen named in the notice of liability committed the violation, the hearing officer's decision shall be against the
person and require him or her to pay the appropriate fine and any additional penalties, fees and costs.
{G) Ifthe hearing officer determines by a preponderance of the evidence that a person has not committed the
violation named in the notice of Hability. the hearing officer's decision shall be against the City of Columbus, and the
hearing officer shall dismiss the notice of liability against the person and immnediatelv return the bond.
(H} Ifthe hearing officer concludes that the testimony and/or exhibits presented at the hearing shows by a
preponderance of the evidence that someone other than the person named in the notice of liabitity was operating at
the time of the violation, the hearing officer shall forward to the department of public safety all evidence provided to
him at the hcarmg as to the operator s 1dcntny

N
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&b Within ten (10) business days of receiving evidence from the vehicle owner indicating that he or she was not
operating the vehicle at the time of the violation, the director of public safety or his or her designee may issuc a
notice of liability to the person whom the evidence indicates was operating the vehicle at the time of the violation.

{I} Any person against whom a judgment-or-defaultjudgmentdecision is entered pursuant to this section may appeal
the judgment-or-defanii-judgmentthe decision to the Franklin County Municipal Court by filing notices of appeal to
the Columbus Division of Police and the Municipal Court within thirty (30) days of the dale of entry of the
judsmentdecision and by the payment of such reasonable costs as the court requires.

() Upon the filing of the appeal, the court shall schedule a hearing date and notify the parties of the date, time, and
place of the hearing.

(K) The hearing shall be held by the court in accordance with local court rules_and a decision shall be rendered by
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the court on the appeal.
(L) Service of a notice of appeal under this division does not stay enforcement and collection of the judgment-or

defaitjudpment From-which-appealistaken-by-the-personappropriate fine and any additional penalties. fees and

costs unless the person who files the appeal posts bond with the court in the full amount of the judgment-phis-
cests;fine, penalties and costs at or before the service of the notice of appeal.

v Notwit ” ] Clav the-jud v ] einal is-final-and e
appeal-nray-be-token-

(Ord. 958-05 § 1 (part).}

2115.65 - Penaltics.
{A) Unless the operator of a vehicle receives a trafTic citation from 2 police officer at the time of the vielations:

{1) an administrative fine in the amount of ninety-five dollars (395.00) shall be assessed against the vehicle
owner for the commission of a violation as defined in Seetion 2115.01{CU 1) of this chapter—;

(2) an administrative fing in the amount of ninety-five dollars ($95.00) shall be assessed against the vehicle
owner for the commission of a violation as defined in Section 2115.01(CY2) of this chapter. except that an
administrative fine in the amount of one-hundred and forty-six dollars ($146.00) shall be assessed against the vehicle
owner for the commission of a violation as defined in Section 2115.01(CY2) of this chapter where the vehicle was
traveling greater than twenty (20) miles per hour over the maximum speed limit in a school zone.

(B) A violation for which an administrative fine is imposed under this section shall not be considered a traffic
offense or a moving viofation for the purpose of assessing points under Ohio Revised Code 4307.021 and shall not
be reported to the Bureau of Motor Vehicles of any state.

{C)_Upon receipt_of & notice of' lighility pursuant to the method described in Section 2115.03(E), the vehicle owner

shall have thirty (30) days to pay the administrative fine without additional monetary penalty.
(D) If the vehicle owner does not respond to the notice of liability within this period, the following action shall be
taken by the director of public safety or his or her designee:
{1} A notice of decision by default judgment-shall be sent by regular U.S. mail to the recipient of the
notice of liability indicating that an adverse degision has been entered by defaunlt and that payment is due
within thirty (30} days after receipt of thegaid notice-of defawlt-judgment.
(2) The notice of decision by default judement-shall confain the following information:
(a) An identification of the violation with which the person was charged and the time and date of
the violation, which identification may be a copy of the notice of liability charging the violation
that was served upon the person;
(b) An identification of the amount of the administrative fine, late fees and costs arising out of the
violation that is due;
(c) A warning that the person must answer the notice of Habilitdecision by default within thirty
(30) days or e-defaulteiviljudgmentin-the-amounicollection of the fine, penalties and costs due
may be-enteredbegin against the person;
(d) A description of the allowable answers that may be made and notification that the person wilt
be afforded a hearing before the hearing officer if the vehicle owner denies in his or her answer
that he commitied the violation;
{e) An identification of the manners in which and the entity to which an answer may be made;
() A warning that if the person fails to appear at a requested hearing, e-the decision by default
etviHudementin-the-amount-previously entered will be [upheld/maintained] and collection of the
fine, penalties and costs due may be-entered-begin againsl the person. ; In addition to the original
fing, penalties, and costs, any costs incurred after the original decision by default may be added to
the amount owed, and become immediately collectable.
(3) I a person who is issued a notice of decision by default judementfeiis-fails to timely answer, the
failure to answer shall be considered an admission that the person committed the violation and athe
decision by default judementpreviously entered shall stand, in the amount of the fine, penalties and costs
previously due-smay-bo-entered-against-the-persen-by-the-hearing-offieer.. Failure to timely answer the
notice of liability identified in the notice of decision by defaull judgment-may result in the imposition of an
additional penalty of twenty-five dollars ($25.00).(4) A person who recelves a notice of decision by default
Judgment-pursuant to this section may answer the violation with which he is charged-thats, identified in the
notice of decision by default judgment-in any of the manners provided in division (F) of Section 2115.03
for answers to violations charged in a notice of liability. An answer under this section shall be made within
thirty (30} days afler the date on which the notice of decision by default judement-was mailed in accordance
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with the methods provided in Section 2115.03((G}, except that if the answer consists solely of payment of
the administrative fine arising out of the notice of liability any penalty arising out of failing to timely
answer shall also be imposed.

{(5) Ifaperson for whom a hearing is 10 be conducted under Section 2115.04 of this chapter fails to appear
at the scheduled hearing and fails to submit evidence the hearing officer shall-upon-a-determination-fam-
any-testimony-or-exhibilspresented-at-the-hearing-that the-city demenstrated by a preponderance-of uphold
the exidenee-that-the persen-commitied-thevolation—entera-default-judgment-original decision by default
against the person and require the person to pay the appropriate fine and any additional penalties, fees and
costs. A defaultjudzment-entereddecision by default upheld under this division shall be reentered in the
records of the department of public safety and filed with the clerk of the Franklin County municipal court,
(6) The hearing officer may vacate a decision by default judgment-entered under this section if all of the
following apply:

{a) The person against whom the decision by default judgment-was entered files a motion with the

department of public safety within one (I) year of the date of entry of the default

judgmentdecigion; and

(b) - The motion sets forth a sufficient defense to-the violation out of which the judgarentdecision

arose; and

(¢} The motion sets forth excusable neglect as 10 the person's failure to altend the hearing or

answer the notice of degision by default-judgment.
(7) Payment of any judgmentorfine, penalties, fees and costs pursuant to an upheld decision by default
judgmententered against & person pursuant to this scction shall be made to the depariment of public safety

- withinten{10)days of the date of entry hy the hearing officer The director of public safety or his or her.

designee shall create and mmntam arecord of al] money pa1d in sansfactmn ofa jtl-d-g-ﬂi&ﬂ%—&}demsml‘l bx
default-judg 2
%é%ﬂ%ﬁh&éeﬂemﬂ}eﬁﬂﬁkhﬂ&ﬁﬂ@ﬁuﬂfemﬂiﬂe&ﬂ—aﬂﬂhemﬁ }eé—si}aﬂ-ha»e-th&sme-femeaﬂé—
effect as-a-meney-judgmentinacivil action-rendesedinthat court—,

{Ord. 958-05 § I (part).)

SECTION 1. That prior existing sections inconsistent with the above are hereby repealed.

SECTION 3. That this ordinance shall take effect and be in foree from and after the earlicst period allowed by law.

City af Columbus Page 9of? Printed on 6242015









Columbus Focus on Safety Photo Red Light Program
Citations issued Perjintersection ,
3 g 2 2 2 2] 7 B 5 5 5 5 5 5 B 5 5 5 =] | < o a
g = g g 8 2 g 8 8 g 8 g g g g 3 g 2 g g g g g
= o =1 ) u, gl 9 3 ol N bl ¥ o o o g =) o] o & o o) =
S0 & & ¢l & oz 8§ g 3 3 3 & & 5 3 3 & g 3 3
= = A & & £ ] b 5 2 5 b=t o & a E & H E
& £ 3 8 2 £ 5 o o o ] 3 g 8 3
8 g 5 & 2 2 g & -
o0
ey
2 o0
2 o¥ Py
S, [+ + I
- @ = N o8 .m Ll
@ 5 & 2 23 2l o £ @ *»¢la F
2 lo il |2 g 3 w2 @ S |9 |5 1S £ Slw | @ g
Z > oo z o o g % 5l o z gl 3 T u P 5 5| @ > 3 g
= |2 HE 1§ T |3 |2 | |« ci@ z s |8 |¢€ |§ el [2 |2 | €
2 o 3 S £ £ ki 3 z 2l 2 = 2 g 2 ES 8 2 = s 2| & = g E
= m ] . F=3 K = > vt
S oz fls [T |3 I8 = iz |s&E& | £ |2% % (£ |9 |z (¢ |=%/f2 |§8 [§ |3
o = T & ] ] £ g £ 50 = o3 e & & = @ o & - A x 3
S g & 4 i = 5 | a1 2 P 3 & = & ° = Z S I - o 4
R g 3 T E 2 |c W &3 o g ® c £ 5 £ o E < © £ 2
£ |5 3 § g & 3 2 1z I s = [ S |8 5 |= |3 F |5 | ¥ g
< bt o I o & 3 = o o0 5 a g = & = 9 m i o= T 2 &
2006 | 5829 | 3153]| 1044 | 1172 | 1517 | 667 | 644
2007| 2495 | 2834|| 1483 | 866 | 2388 | 1914 | 2761 | 1049 | 4102 | 491 | 594 | 681 | 1540 | 426 | 298 | 205
2008 | 4273 | 2420|} 1471 | 814 | 1754 | 1414 | 2353 | 1063 [ 3391 | 578 | 2319 | 1936 | 4845 | 2442 | 1853 | 2031 | 1364 | 1761
2009 | 3067 | 1620| 2187 | 797 | 421 | 1133 | 1020 | 1038 | 2137 | 467 | 1514 | 1092 | 1041 | 977 | 968 | €87 | 94z | 617
2010| 2450 | 1467]| 1706 | 887 | 400 | 867 | 60B | 509 | 1516 | 413 | 1312 | 921 | 304 | 569 | 610 | 398 | 1900 | 381
201%| 2785 | 1801)| 2575 | 697 | 420 | 941 | 765 | 967 | 1874 | 363 | 1584 | 868 | 547 | 560 | 593 | 391 | 867 | 346 | 1985 | 842 | 2142 | 4oz | 181
2012 2996 | 1151f 1503 | 618 | 474 | 1076 | 631 | 753 | 2177 | 407 | 1404 | 825 | 626 | 544 | 795 | 351 | 2003 | 353 | 1944 | 3978 | 2777 | 550 | 343
2013] 1628 | 785 503 | 546 | 616 | 968 | 630 | 451 | 1852 | 254 | 774 | 718 | 573 | 324 | 635 | 235 | 1708 | 261 | 1338 | 2196 | 2023 | 481 | 283
2014 1935 | 8381 987 | 363 | 346 | 970 | 315 | 498 | 2637 | 227 | 1482 | 789 | se0 | 311 | 641 | 317 | 362 | 345 | 1366 | 2142 | 1908 | 571 1 201
2015] 775 | 104 ]} 98 33 11 | 194 | od 65 | 714 | 116 | 95 62 | 123 22 112 | 62 85 g7 | 205 | 322 [ 26 | 111 71
Total] 28237 | 16173|} 13557 | 6793 | 8347 | 10144 | 5836 | 6393 | 20380 | 3316 [ 11078 ] 7892 | 10159] 6175 | 6511 | 4677 | 9132 | 4151 | 6928 | 0420 | 8878 | 2117 | 1i6s
March 31, 2015
Reduction in Red Ligh{ Crashes per Intersection
2006 -71% | 91%|| -a0% | o% [ o% | 0% |-100%
2007| -58% | -49%|| -6a% | -79% | -71% | -65% | -100% | -100% | -39% | -100%
2008| -60% | 54%|| -64% | -89% | -85% | -72% | -100% | -100% | -44% | -100% | -75% | -100% | -79% | -100% | -100% | -100% | -78% | -100%
2009| -65% | -63%]| -48% | -92% | -89% | -80% | -100% | -100% | -64% | -100% | -86% | -100% | -88% | -100% | -100% | -100% | —74% | -100%
2010| -69% | -71%| -60% | 94% | -91% | -85% | -920% | -88% [ -67% | -100% | -91% | -100% | -93% | -100% | -100% | -84% | -83% | -100%
2011 62% | -71% ]| -64% | -93% | 90% | -84% | -93% | -81% | -63% |-100% | -94% | -93% | -89% | -100% | -100% | -88% | -100% | -87% | -32% | 0% | 0% | -100% | -100%
2012 60% | -74% ) -70% | -88% | -83% | -83% | -94% | -77% | -69% | -100% | -85% | -89% | -77% | -100% | -94% | -81% | -100% | 90% | -32% | 0% | 0% | -100% | -100%




3rd & Spring W/B

[ ] N =
al2 giulGs|sig
RIR ™~ 2 Posted "No Turn on Red" except crub August 1, 2011
t 1 a2 ]
=2 ] P8 Lt i Brice & Scarborough/Tussing N/B
(o) N ) (w3 iRe] = [l Lol B>
S ~ i el August 22, 2011
Bls allaieislzle Cleveland & Dublin Granville W/B
ala oy e T ] I i
A ED b = Posted "No Turn on Red” August 22, 2011
olo ofl pfrafnefral o Binns & Sullivant N/B
RN Rlle|a R |K|e
Posted "No Turn on Red" betweenB-4  August 31, 2011
ola Diwimlslmle Olentangy & Henderson N/B
_ix alEreleia
n bl R Bl L September 27, 2011
,‘:’: 5 '—5: « winw W Dublin Granville & Maple Canyon W-E/B
=) Eloial~
f= & ~|op= e Posted "Na Turn on Red” November 30, 2011
: -
=le A alele 2 o Hamilton 8 Refugee 5/B
SR S|
x® o« o December 31, 2011
A s M e Busch Blvd & Shapter Ave N/B 5/B ) ;
v Iy b B ol 27
ES < Qi Pasted “No Turn on Red" January 21, 2012
o wh dolal= Northwest & Fifth w/B
o = ol =
= Slelhs|mid
= - b3 February 29, 2012
L]
§ § s § g § Broad & Taylor Station E/B & /8
= o]
® Fo wiN 1o Pested "No Turn on Red" except crub  March 1, 2012
- v NlB (s Main & McNaughten N/B
=R @it e bw
=4 b bl March 1, 2012
s = Hilliard Rome & Renner £/B
g SoldlaiN
° 8 T March 14, 2612
1 . -
= 8 = 2l Sawmill Place & Sawmifl N/B
[+ =i N
=X e Win W March 31, 2012
i rfl il Refugee & Gender E/B
=} Hliolgivlwn
2 SiNisis|s
2 o LY May 25, 2012
B = alolbn Morse & Sunbury W/B
o Qi cafm[tn
(o] el | =) wloid
5 w September 14, 2012
-4 alolo|mimin|wiola
1 L] 1 1) L] 1 w m -h 0| m -h h
AT EANTEA RS SIEBIRIE213]52 (215 ot
R(F[R|RR|R]R HHHEHHEBEESES
- N
A I R SRS R
NiRiD|&(d|{w]a dfniniwinmlo|d|®|{a]a

*s9nss 3ufpodal a3 9np a1eINdIE %OOT

89 jou Aews 2102 '8 TTOT 404 B3P Yseiy

ALON







* % i
ET T - Office of City Clerk
N ¥ Cfty Of COIle bLIS 90 West Broad Street
_:’ t Columbus OH 43215-9015
x i . . columbuscitycouncil.org
% QL 2 Legislation Report
¥*, a3
*;'\.r UJ ,k_'i:"
»;***?‘FP
File Number: 1440-2013
Emergency
File ID: 1440-2013 Type: Ordinance Status: Passed
Version: | *Commitiee: Public Safety & Judiciary Committee
File Name: Saflety Admin-Modification and extension of Fite Created: 06/10/2013
agreement between City of Columbus and Redflex
Traffic System
Final Action: 07/25/2013
Auditor Cert #: Auditor: When assigned an Auditor Certificate Number I , the C ity
Auditor, hereby certify that there is in the treasury, or
anticipate to come into the treasury, and not appropriated
for any other purpose, the amount of money specified
hereon, to pay the within Ordinance.
Contact Name/No.: Ekow Dennis 645 4238

Floor Actien {Clerk’s Office Only}

Mayor's Action Council Action
Mayor Date Date Passed/ Adopted President of Council
Veto Date City Clerk

Title: To authorize the Director of Public Safety to waive the competitive bid provisions of
the Columbus City code and modify and extend the current contract with Redflex
Traffic Systems Inc., for an automated red light enforcement system for the Division of
Police, Department of Public Safety; and to declare an emergency: (§0.00)

Sponsors:

Attachments: BidWaiverForm - Photo Red Light,
MX-4100N_20130702_104220
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History of Legislative File

Ver.  Acting Body: Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date: Return Resuit:
Data:
! Celumbus City Council 07/22/2013  Approved Pass
i COUNCIL PRESIDENT 07/22/2013  Sigped
i ACTING MAYOR 07/24/2013  Signed
I ACTING CITY CLERK G7/25/2013  Adtest

EBQCO: Following review and approval, when required, the Equal Business Opportunity Commission OfTice certifies
compliance with Title 39 as of date listed.

.. City Attorney: Following review and approval, when required, this ordinance has been reviewed by the City Attorney's
Office as'to its form and legality only. ' ' B B B '

Explanation
BACKGROUND: This legislation authorizes the Director of Public Safety to modify and extend the

existing contract with Redflex Traffic Systems for automated red light enforcement system, The City
entered into a contract with Redflex Traffic Systems Inc. via ordinance 1015-2005 passed on 10/20/2005
for services and related equipment for a three year period which expired March 7, 2009. The original
contract was extended and amended in 2009 and again in 2010. This legislation authorizes the Safety
Director first to modify the terms of the original agreement and to extend the agreement [rom June 4,
2013 to June 3rd, 2017. The agreement is being modified to increase the current base of the City's
compensation by approximately seventeen percent. The City of Columbus will pay to Redflex the least
amount of money per paid citation of any jurisdiction in Ohio.

The City of Columbus contracted with Redflex Traffic Systems Inc in 2005 to help resolve the ongoing
problem of motorists disobeying traffic control signals thai have contributed to significant number of
motor vehicle crashes. This attached agreement has assisted the city in increasing compliance with
traffic control devices and has significantly reduced right angle crashes at phote equipped intersections
which are selected based on years of ¢rash data. Moreover, a significant decrease in citation also occurs
over time.

Contract Compliance Number: 943292233,

Emergency Designation: Extended negotiations have resulted in an agreement over compensation that
needs immediate implementation and extend a contract that expired on June 3rd 2013.

FISCAL IMPACT: This ordinance does not authorize an expenditure of funds. The contractor's
compensalion consists of a percentage per citation paid which was previously based on a variable fee
model. This model has been modified to a fixed compensation rate and increases the city's share by
approximately seventeen percent. There is no direct fiscal impact on General Fund expenditures.

Title
To authorize the Director of Public Safety to waive the competitive bid provisions of the Columbus City
code and modify and extend the current contract with Redflex Tralfic Systems Inc., for an automated red
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light enforcement system for the Division of Police, Department of Public Safety; and to declare an
emergency: ($0.00)

Body
WHEREAS, the City contracts for automated red light enforcement with Redflex Traffic Systems Inc.,
via ordinance 1015-2005 passed on Qclober 20, 2005; and

WHEREAS, both parties agree that certain modifications to the original contract are required in order to
extend this contract and to modify the compensation; and

WHEREAS, the term of this modification and extension shall commence on the 4th day of June, 2013
and expire on 3rd day of June 2017; and

WHEREAS, itis necessary Lo waive the competitive bid provisions of the Columbus City Code, 1959 s0
that continuity of these specialized services are maintained; and

WHEREAS, an emergency exists in the usual daily operation of the Division of Police, Department of
Public Safety, in that it is immediately necessary to modify and extend the current contract with Redflex

Traffic Systems Inc. so that aut i i i interrupti

preserving the public health, peace, property, safety and ivelfare; Now, therefore
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLUMBUS:

SECTION 1. That the Director of Public Safety is hereby authorized 1o modify and extend the existing
' contract between the City and Redflex Traffic Systems Inc. for the Division of Police's automated red
fight enforcement.

SECTION 2. That the term of this modification and extension shall commence on the 4th day of June,
2013 and shal] expire on the 3rd day of June 2017.

SECTION 3. That this modification and extension agreement supplants the original agreement between
the City and Redflex. All other terms and conditions of the original agreement between the City of
Columbus and Redflex will remain in full force and effect. IT the terms and conditions are inconsistert
between this medification and the original agreement documents, this modification will control.

SECTION 4. That the Council of the City of Columbus finds it is in the best interest of the City to
waive the competitive bid provisions of the Columbus City Codes, 1959, 329.06.

SECTION 5. That the City Auditor is hereby directed to continue usc of the special revenue fund for
the deposit of revenue generated by automated red light enforcement for the use for public safety
expenses,

SECTION 6. That for the reasons stated in the preamble hereto, which is hereby made a part hereo,
this ordinance is hereby declared 1o be an emergency measure and shali take effect and be in force from
and after its passage and approval by the Mayor, or ten days after passage if the Mayor neither approves
nor vetoes the same.
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CITY OF COLUMBUS
BID WAIVER INFORMATION FORM
TO ACCOMPANY LEGISLATION WHICH WAIVES ANY PROVISIONS OF COLUMBUS CITY CODES CHAPTER 329
(PLEASE LIMIT YOUR RESPONSE TO THIS SHEET)

1. Reasons for walving City Code bid procedure:
emergency breakdown causing unplanned need

item to be purchased is of a perishable nature

need to extend an existing contract

there is not enough time to obtain formal bids to satisfy need

nen-price error on either the bidder's ar the City’s part in the bid proposal

--anew law or regulation requires immediate compliance . .. . ..o

other

O0o00m >

2. Detailed explanation of reason (must be completed by division):

It 15 necessary to waive City Code bid procedure so continuity of the specialized photo red light services is
maintained. The original Contract with Redflex resulted in the construction and installation of Photo Red Light
Cameras that will be expensive to replace with a new vendor.

3. Informal procedure used:
telephone quotations

[ ] written quotations

|E| negotiations

4. Informal bids received and prices for each:

5. If lowest bid was not accepted, explain criteria for award:

ORDINANCE #: 1440-2013
APPRQVED BY: Authorized Approval on Corresponding Legisiative File
DATE:










THIRD MODIFICATION AND EXTENSION TO AGREEMENT BETWEEN
THE CITY OF COLUMBUS

AND
REDFLEX TRAFFIC SYSTEMS, INC

This Third Modification to the December 18, 2005 Agreement Between The City of
Columbus, Ohio And Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc. For Automated Photo Red Light
Enforcement Program (the "Original Agreement”) is made as of this 1% day of June
2013 (“Effective Date”), by and between the City of Columbus, Ohio (“City”), by and
through its Director of Public Safety, and Redflex Traffic Systems (“Contractor”) with its
principal place of business at 23751 N. 23" Ave. Suite 150, Phoenix, AZ 85085.

'RECITALS

WHEREAS, On December 16, 2005 City and Contractor entered into the Original
Agreement;

WHEREAS, in 2009 City and Contractor entered the First Modification And Extension
To Agreement Between City Of Columbus And Redflex Traffic Systems (“First
Modification”). The First Modification extended and amended the Original Agreement;

WHEREAS, in 2010 City and Contractor entered the Second Modification And
Extension To Agreement Between City Of Columbus And Redflex Traffic Systems
("Second Modification™} (First Modification and Second Modification collectively referred
to as the "Modifications”)

WHEREAS, the Original Agreement and the Modifications reflect varying pricing
arrangements as more fully set forth in the Attachment to this Third Modification.

WHEREAS, both parties agree that certain modifications to the Original Agreement and
Modifications are required in order to modify the scope, term and compensation
provisions of the Original Agreement and the Modifications.

TERMS AND CONDITIONS
City and Contractor agree as follows:

1. Term:

The term of this madification and extension shall be for an additional four year period
and shall expire on the 3™ day of June, 2017.

2. Pricing:

Redfiex will be paid $29.74 for each paid citation whether issued from a mobile or fixed
camera.
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3. Smart Scene Live:

offers constant ilve mode, streaming real tlme traff[c videos. The implementation
shall be completed within six months after entering into this contract at no cost to the
City.

4. REDFLEXradar:

Redflex shall upgrade intersections by mutual agreement with REDFLEXradar which
results in fewer potential red light running violations to be reviewed as it will help to
reject violations over a larger area than the current single point sensors. The

__ implementation shall be completed within six months after entering into this contract
at no cost to the City.

5. Terms and Conditions:

Except as expressly modified by this Third Modification and Extension to Agreement, all

other terms and conditions of the Original Agreement and the Modifications will remain in
full force and effect. If terms and conditions are inconsistent between this Third
Modification and the Original Agreement and Modifications, this Third Modification will
control.

P e
Signed this Z day of /2013.

THE CITY OF COLUMBUS, OHIO

Department of Public Safety
Mitchell J. Brown, Director

REDFL/?( TRAFRFIC SYSTEMS, INC.

By: /\A/\\\r\/

Name: {Robert DeVincenzi
Title: CEO

APPROVED AS TO FORM: C/{/C/W\fo/ (A v[e// Ler Tr /;WJ/

COLUMBUS CITY ATORNEY'S OFFICE
e

13-10-GES-05

3]






Attachment of Prior Pricing:

A. Second Modification of 2010:
Compensation per paid citation as set forth in the Second Modification:

% paid to Redflex $ paid to Redflex  $ paid to City

1. Original
~ . intersections - 38% 93610 - $5890
2. Post January 1, 2010 45% 34275 $52.25

intersections and mobile speed vehicles

B. First Modification of 2009:

Compensation per paid citation as set forth in the First Modification:

Tier Definition % paid to Redflex $ paid to Redflex  $ paid to City
1. 0-1000/month paid 65% $61.75 $33.25
2. 1001-2000/month paid 55% $52.25 $42.75
3. 2000+/month paid 40% $38.00 $57.00

C. Original 2005 Contract:

Compensation per paid citation as set forth in Exhibit “D” of the original contract

was:
Tier Definition % paid to Redflex % paid to Redflex  $ paid to City
1 1-1000/month paid 75% $71.25 $23.75
2 1001-2000/month paid 65% $61.75 $33.25
3 2000+/month paid 50% $47.50 $47.50
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