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City of Tukwila

Allan Ekberg, Mayor

INFORMATIONAL MEMORANDUM

TO: Public Safety Committee

FROM: Bruce Linton, Chief of Police

BY: Bill Devlin, Sergeant Traffic Division
CC: Mayor Ekberg

DATE: 10/10/2018

SUBJECT: Automated Safety Camera Pilot Project Presentation

ISSUE
Increase public safety on the city roadways through enforcement and education using
automated red-light cameras.

BACKGROUND

The most prevalent complaint from our residents is speeding on our arterials and
neighborhoods. Our traffic Division has a difficult time keeping up with the increased call for
enforcement. In addition to leveraging this technology for increased efficiency, studies have
shown that red light cameras will make the city streets safer by reducing red light running
violations. They are currently used in King, Pierce, Snohomish, Spokane, and Chelan counties.
Here in King County there are programs in Bellevue, Des Moines, Federal Way, Issaquah, Kent,
Lake Forrest Park, Mercer Island, Renton, and Seattle.

ANALYSIS

Red light running nationally causes hundreds of deaths, tens of thousands of injuries and
billions of dollars in property damage. A driver runs a red light about every 20 minutes and
more frequently during peak times. Studies show that automated safety cameras have reduce
red light running, which in turn reduces the potential serious injury right angle collisions. They
educate the public and that education has a spillover effect to the non-camera intersections.
They will assist with increased traffic flow and increase the safety of police officers. The camera
systems will assist with better tracking of intersection statistics such as traffic flows, number of
vehicles, peak hours of the days, number of collisions, and tickets issued in these intersections.
They will provide more efficient service with no additional FTE’s. The Police, Prosecutor, City
Attorney, Public Works, and the Tukwila Municipal Court supports the program. Studies show
that nationally a high percentage of the public is in favor of automated red-light cameras and the
Tukwila Police Department has reached out at community meetings and through social media to
verify support in our area.

PROPOSED INTERSECTIONS

The proposed intersections for the pilot project were analyzed using collision data, projected

violations, layout and potential design difficulty for the cameras system placement. The

following proposed intersections are as follows: Boeing Access at Martin Luther King Jr

(Southbound and Eastbound - WSDOT), Southcenter Parkway at Strander Blvd (Northbound

and Westbound), and Grady at Interurban Ave South (Eastbound and Westbound -WSDOT).
Companies such as ATS has worked with WSDOT intersections. The Red-Light vendors will do

the installations, that is the normal business model. Signage is required by the RCW and the

City will install and maintain them at their expense (vendors will provide the technical assistance

with the recommending placement). The cameras have a minimal power draw and will utilize 55
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existing power. If power is not available, the vendor will bring power in and that power will then
be available for other city users. These requirements are all part of the contractual agreement.

PUBLIC RECORDS REQUESTS AND RETENTION

Public records requests are forwarded to the city and the city can request needed information
from the selected vendor. Images must be retained and accessible up through the exhaustion
of the appeals process and then destroyed.

VENDOR SELECTION

The Police Department has drafted an RFP to select a suitable vender. The review and
selection process will incorporate criteria based on experience and a broad level of Service
focused on past successes in other jurisdictions.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Considering normal Red-light Camera Vendor business models, there is no upfront cost, and
the per camera, per month charge quoted is estimated at $4,500.00 to $5,000.00. These
programs are self-funding and vendors normally require a 3-5-year contract to actualize their
return on investment.

RECOMMENDATION

Forward to the Council for consideration and approval of the proposal of the 3-year Pilot
Program proposal along with the required ordinance at the and ordinance at the October 22,
2018 Committee of the Whole meeting and subsequent November 5, 2018 Regular Meeting.

Further, recommend a phased process for the implementation which affords the Council an
opportunity to off ramp at various junctures prior to an actual contract being signed. This affords
the department to work through the multiple steps required to ensure a successful program.

ATTACHMENTS

-Automated safety cameras pilot project power point
-Draft automated safety camera city ordinance
-RCW for automated safety camera systems
-Red-light Camera Timeline

W:\2018 Info Memos\redlighiCameras10-15.doc



N~
0

WIDIBOId RISWDD) A0S DIDI] POIDWOINY



O

JO JOAD} Ul 810 2lIgnd a8yl Jo ebpiuaolad ybiy p A|puoiidu DYl MOYS SSIPNLS PUD
‘wolB0Id Siy} sHoddNs LINOD PUD ‘SYIOM D1|aNd ‘ABulollY ALID ‘10jND8S0Id ‘©21|0d
"SUOI}OBsIaLUl 858U}

Ul Panss! S{3D1} PUD ‘SUOISI||OD ‘SOIDIYSA JO BUINODI} 181480 10} MO||D [[IM DIBUWDD

+'S,314 [OUOILIPPD OU YLIM ‘9IAISS

JUSIDIIS SI0UW BPIACIA PUD $1911j0 821/0d JO ALBJDS 8SOSIOUI [|IM SDIOWDD

‘suoljoesIaiul 8y}

 UI SUOISJIOD DIDI} PUD ‘S}INS MO ‘SUOLDBIISOAUI [OUIBIUL UM ISISSD [IM SDISUIDD

| ol 01109 DISUWDD |

58



'PIODSI S JOAUP D UO PBPIODSI [OU IO/PuUp sjuiod
Ul {jnse1 JOouU Op S}oxDl} BupInd 99Dl S| JOUMO paiaisiBal ay) 1oy} Ul siexdl)
Bupuod o3| $snl SUOID}ID JUBSWSDIOIUS PaIDWOIND D8l SUolDIPSUNl AUDW

'SOUOZ |[00YDS Ul A|[oioadse
‘BuISOSIDUI §NT ‘UOWIWIOD $$3)| S| SHWI| P2ads 8210JUd O} SDISWDD JO 85N By

SUOIID|OIA [YBl| pal 1o} sl WpiBoId palpwoinD JO 8dA} UOWWOD SO ay|

"0L1'€9'9% MDY S! }l UOJBUIYSOM Ul 810
‘JUSWSDI0JUS PSJPWOIND SZUOYIND AHDIIAXS JDY} SMD| ©ADY S8ID)S AUDW

59




o
(o]



61

‘Buluuni Jybi| pal PaAIOAUL {DYL SBYSDID Ul painlul 81em 000 LS L
Pajoull}se Up pupb ‘P alem aidoad 008 ‘910z Ul “IDdA yona abowpp
Ajjedold ul sIpjjop JO SUOl||Ig PUD ‘SBuN[Ul JO SPULSNOYL JO SUS] ‘SYloap

JO spalpuny asnpo sisuuny 1ybi pay sws|gold o Buluuni Jubl| pail sl AUm e

"J18JS s|ealls b oW
O} ADM SAIJDAOUU] UD 8D SDIBWDD 8say| ‘BA0IdWll O} SADM SAIJOACUUI
PUl} Of SAULS A|IONUILUOD SA\ “©DIAISS JIBWOISND [DaIb JO AIBAIIBP 8Y| Ul
SAlIO84}S PUD AjSUI} SID S - SAISUODSSY 810 SM SSN|DA 810D INO WOI) PUY

‘SAOMPDOJ JINO SBPN|DUI SIY} ‘Sisanb
PUD $8sSaUISNg ‘SjuspIsal INO I0J JUSWUOIIAUS AYioay pup BUllIAUl ‘©jDs
O joddns jpy} s821AISS JoLadNSs SPIACIA SM- LUBWSIDLS UOISSIUU INO WOL

"Alajps DlpIL SA0IdWI O} Sl 8sodind Auowild Jisy|

woibo.id
14br] pay pajowoiny up Ioj posN ay|




"uolossisjul jed

AN
(o]



"Jusdlad 4z AQ peoNpal 81eM SIPUBIS DIHDIL LM SUOILDSSISLUI |

USDID SPIMALID JUDDLIUBIS PUNO DILIOYIDD Ul Y1088 SHI| SNOIASIY

‘lJusolad | AQ

suoljoasIaluUl pPaz|puUbis (b sayspID |PIB) JO sadA] ||© JO aipI 8y] pup Jusdiad
Lz Ag ajpi ysoid Buluuni ybi-pal sy} paoNPaI SODIASP SUL PUNO) INOYLIM
9S0Y} O} spIswWpD JYbI| pal Yim saliid abip| Buunduwod Apnys a1niiisul 9107 V.

‘Jusolad
05-0%7 AQ SUOLDIOIA 1UBI| PaI JOMO| SOIBWIDD JOU} P3PNOUOD ApNis DISWIDD

| E@__ _@9 _oco:oc_mE_ Rm 1) Arejos Ao m__._ JoJ m,S_,;mc_ mu:m_amc_ uy

™M
(o]




"'SOYsnID Ainful 8ibup (ybu Ul uoloNpPal

lus2iad g b pup saysoid Ainful Jo sadAl |ID Ul uolonpal jusalad 4z-€1

PaIOWIISS UD SOM 218y} ‘saipNls SNOJOBL [SOW 8y} U0 pasog "SSSUSAIIDS)S

SDIBWILD JYBI-pal JO salIpN|s Jalp-210j8d PS||0IUOD (| PEMSIASI
‘uoljpzjupBio Yioay dlignd [ouoliouliul UD ‘UOHPIOGR||0D SUDIYD0D 8y

,Emo;m;_ momlwm \i ._mmr_m_o_o E:E_ 92NP3I SOIBWIDD

4
(o]



Y]
(o]

"Juediad G| AQ paspaIdUl SUOISI|0D PUS-IDal 3lIym

jusdiad gz AQ pasnaIdsp saYSID 8IBUD-IYBL ‘||0ISAO [DYL PUNO)

ASy} PUD S81}ID UBSASS Ul SWDIB0Id DIBWDD 1YBI| pal PaLoN|OAS
UolBSIUILIPY ADMUBIH [0iapa4 oyl AQ palosuods Apnys oy]

_'SAljsod




S — W
v [ i (TR

B a1 oy kvt e e Sl
2 ey -

wmrgmeg yo momgey, | i

(LSt

VIIMMOL ;

‘(108lgo pexy | SausDID pua JDal 9

‘@adimsapis 91 ‘painful suosiad g yum
's2Us010 2JBUp jyBY Buq 91 Yim 6€
‘QU/1E/Z1-7 1/ 1/ 1Wol Sjo)S)
S OAV ;5|9 ID PAIg JBJUBDYINOS @
0L/6/5-6/7¢)
S AV UDQINIBJU| PUD APDIS
vivic1ieresioe)

81 1D ASIIDA "M

O
(o]



67

SUOIDBIIP M PUD g3 — S SAY UDAINIBIU| ® AM APPID «
M PUD gN — PA|g JOPUDLS ® ADMYIOG 19{USDUIN0S a




Jajjonuog

L abew)

o]
(o]



yoddng

juswAhed
juaidioay
uonejd

auoyd Aq sjudwhed -

suonejoia bujpseBas sounbuj .

103 Wd 00'8-WV 00°8 +

$daJ 921098 JOWOISNY
J03u0 |12

N WoYoju|uOHRIOIA
O HEOION

sjuawied aujjuQ .

SOvVd -

0apla g sabew| uopejoja Malp -
Aniqeieae Lpz -

-]

(ereg® a.S
l ande) csm_m IA

v\oo\ \65 Bc\s

— WSJSAS DIBWIDD AlSJ0S P3JDWOINY

69




00'G78'/87$ - 1ebpng [0jO] a \\

_ 000009 L$ — sisieidisiul
PUD SUOIPDLID 10} sBULDSY UOIDBIIW [OUOIHIPPD 0} Wa) oid 8BpNnl «

00'678'801$ — 1osfoid jojid By} 1o} INOD SU} 0} J14 | =
00°000°09£$ — Yiuow Jad ‘pilawpd Jod 00'000"

o
~



71

SYISGOM JudwHPde( 91104 Of POXUI S4ISAOM DIMANL O AID =
uolo2lgNd INUISZOH =

JedpdsmaN Jepoday DIMIN]




uolpuIWIBIeP
uolpiusWS|dWI [N} ‘@1oPdn saIWWOD AIBIOS dlidNd [ould [Z0T 1990420

palsanbal so saippdn YHM SISAIDUY [DNUUY | Z0Z Alonuor

-

&

SISAJoUY [PNUUY 0707 AIDNUD(

SISAIPUD ASHIDNY 4107 10 Joquedaq ‘Jequialdss ‘aunf
mcm.@_m@_ E”E__@@E” m_c_ﬁ__ai _.m_mz_oc__o AlBLIPND 4107 UDIOW
Bag wplf __@_._, Pay _@_.Né_i:ca_,al

AN
N~



. Ol
JO 10ADJ Ul 810 2l|gnd 8y} Jo abpiusdiad YBiy D A|IDUOIIDU JOY}L MOYS SSIPNLS PUD

‘wiboud siy} spoddns INOD PUD ‘SYIOM D1|ANd ‘ABulolly AlID ‘10jND8s0ld ‘©21|0d

*SUOI109sI9}Ul 858U}
Ul PONSSI S{S3D14 PUD ‘SUOISII|0D ‘S8|DIYSA JO BUINODI) 181480 10} MOJ|ID |[IM DISWIDD

«'$,31d [OUOILIPPD OU UM ‘9DIAISS
JusIol}e SI0W SPIA0IA PUD $I9D1J0 921/0d JO A}oJ0S SSDIDUI [[IM SDIBUIDD

: i s : _ ‘SUoljoesIalul oyl
Ul SUOISI||OD DI PUD “SHINS MD| ‘SUOIDBIISOAUL | D IM solewpd

o . e Sl ool @_mw .

73



74



DRAET

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
TUKWILA, WASHINGTON, ADOPTING A NEW CHAPTER
OF THE TUKWILA MUNICIPAL CODE AUTHORIZING THE
USE OF AUTOMATED TRAFFIC SAFETY CAMERAS AND
ADOPTING STANDARDS RELATED THERETO, TO BE
CODIFIED AS TUKWILA MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 9.22;
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND ESTABLISHING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, very serious traffic accidents involving right-angle collisions at high
rates of speed are often the result of drivers running red lights; and

WHEREAS, studies show that these accidents result in more serious injury and
deaths than other accidents at signalized intersections; and

WHEREAS, locating automated traffic safety cameras at signalized intersections
has been shown to reduce the frequency of traffic violations at these intersections and
has resulted in a corresponding reduction in injuries and associated economic costs;
and

WHEREAS, the City has arterial intersections that would benefit from the strategic
placement of automated traffic safety cameras; and

WHEREAS, the City of Tukwila desires to improve traffic safety and pedestrian
safety throughout the City with emphasis on critical intersections; and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Legislature has adopted Chapter 46.63 RCW,
which authorizes local jurisdictions to use automated traffic safety cameras at arterial
intersections, subject to some limitations; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with RCW 46.63.170(1)(a), the City has prepared an
analysis of the locations where automated traffic safety cameras are proposed to be

located:

W: Word Processing\Ordinances\Automated traffic safety cameras 7-25-18.doc
WD:bjs Page 1 of 5
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NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUKWILA,
WASHINGTON, HEREBY ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Chapter 9.22 of the Tukwila Municipal Code Established. A chapter
of the Tukwila Municipal Code entitled “Automated Traffic Safety Cameras,” to be
codified as Tukwila Municipal Code (TMC) Chapter 9.22, is hereby established to read
as follows:

CHAPTER 9.22
AUTOMATED TRAFFIC SAFETY CAMERAS

Sections:

0.22.010  Automated traffic safety cameras — Detection of violations —
Restrictions

9.22.020 Notice of infraction

9.22.030  Prima facie presumption

9.22.040 Infractions processed

9.22.050 Fine

9.22.060 Nonexclusive enforcement

Section 2. Regulations Established. TMC Section 9.22.010, “Automated traffic
safety cameras — Detection of violations — Restrictions,” is hereby established to read
as follows:

9.22.010 Automated traffic safety cameras — Detection of violations — Restrictions

A. City law enforcement officers and persons commissioned by the Tukwila Police
Chief are authorized to use automated traffic safety cameras and related automated
systems to detect and record the image of stoplight violations at the intersection of two
arterials; provided, however, pictures of the vehicle and the vehicle license plate may be
taken only while an infraction is occurring, and the picture shall not reveal the face of
the driver or of any passengers in the vehicle.

B. Each location where an automated traffic safety camera is used shall be clearly
marked by signs placed in locations that clearly indicate to a driver that the driver is
entering a zone where traffic laws are enforced by an automated traffic safety camera.

C. “Automated traffic safety camera” means a device that uses a vehicle sensor
installed to work in conjunction with an intersection traffic control system or a speed
measuring device, and a camera synchronized to automatically record one or more
sequenced photographs, microphotographs or electronic images of the rear of a motor
vehicle whenever a vehicle fails to stop when facing a steady red traffic control signal as
detected by a speed measuring device.

W: Word Processing\Ordinances\Automated traffic safety cameras 7-25-18.doc
WD:bjs Page 2 of 5



Section 3. Regulations Established. TMC Section 9.22.020, “Notice of
infraction,” is hereby established to read as follows:

9.22.020 Notice of infraction

A. Whenever any vehicle is photographed by an automated traffic safety camera,
a notice of infraction shall be mailed to the registered owner of the vehicle within 14
days of the violation, or to the renter of a vehicle within 14 days of establishing the
renter's name and address. A person receiving a notice of infraction based on evidence
detected by an automated traffic safety camera may respond to the notice by mail.

B. If the registered owner of the vehicle is a rental car business, the law
enforcement agency shall, before a notice of infraction is issued, provide a written
notice to the rental car business that a notice of infraction may be issued to the rental
car business if the rental car business does not, within 18 days of receiving the written
notice, provide to the agency by return mail: (1) a statement under oath stating the
name and known mailing address of the individual driving or renting the vehicle when
the infraction occurred; or (2) a statement under oath that the business is unable to
determine who was driving or renting the vehicle when the infraction occurred; or (3) in
lieu of identifying the vehicle operator, the rental car business may pay the applicable
penalty. Timely mailing of this statement to the agency shall relieve the rental car
business of any liability under this chapter for the infraction.

C. The law enforcement officer issuing a notice of infraction shall include with it a
certificate or facsimile thereof, based upon the inspection of photographs,
microphotographs or electronic images produced by an automated traffic safety camera,
citing the infraction and stating the facts supporting the notice of infraction. This
certificate or facsimile shall be prima facie evidence of the facts contained in it and shall
be admissible in a proceeding charging a violation under this chapter. The
photographs, microphotographs or electronic images evidencing the violation must be
available for inspection and admission into evidence in a proceeding to adjudicate the
liability for the infraction.

D. The registered owner of a vehicle is responsible for an infraction detected
through the use of an automated traffic safety camera unless the registered owner
overcomes the presumption set forth in TMC Section 9.22.030, or, in the case of a
rental car business, satisfies the conditions under TMC Section 9.22.020.B. If
appropriate under the circumstances, a renter identified under TMC Section 9.22.020.B
is responsible for an infraction.

E. All photographs, microphotographs or electronic images prepared under this
chapter are for the exclusive use of law enforcement in the discharge of duties under
this chapter and, as provided in RCW 46.63.170(1)(g), they are not open to the public
and may not be used in a court in a pending action or proceeding unless the action or
proceeding relates to a violation under this chapter. No photograph, microphotograph
or electronic image may be used for any purpose other than enforcement of violations
under this chapter nor retained longer than necessary to enforce this chapter.

W: Word Processing\Ordinances\Automated traffic safety cameras 7-25-18.doc
WD:bjs Page 3 of 5
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Section 4. Regulations Established. TMC Section 9.22.030, “Prima facie
presumption,” is hereby established to read as follows:

9.22.030 Prima facie presumption

A. In a traffic infraction case involving an infraction detected through the use of an
automated traffic safety camera under this chapter, proof that the particular vehicle
described in the notice of traffic infraction was involved in a stoplight violation, together
with proof that the person named in the notice of infraction was at the time of the
violation the registered owner of the vehicle, shall constitute in evidence a prima facie
presumption that the registered owner of the vehicle was the person in control of the
vehicle at the point where, and for the time during which, the violation occurred.

B. This presumption may be overcome only if the registered owner, under oath,
states in a written statement to the court or in testimony before the court that the vehicle
involved was, at the time, stolen or in the care, custody or control of some person other
than the registered owner.

Section 5. Regulations Established. TMC Section 9.22.040, “Infractions
processed,” is hereby established to read as follows:

9.22.040 Infractions processed

Infractions detected through the use of automated traffic safety cameras shall be
processed in the same manner as parking infractions.

Section 6. Regulations Established. TMC Section 9.22.050, “Fine,” is hereby
established to read as follows:

9.22.050 Fine

The fine for an infraction detected under authority of this chapter shall be a base
monetary penalty of $136.00; and provided further, that whenever, in the future, the
state of Washington increases the fine imposed under this chapter, by legislation or
court rule, the City’s fine shall be increased to a like amount upon the effective date of
such legislation or court rule.

Section 7. Regulations Established. TMC Section 9.22.060, “Nonexclusive
enforcement,” is hereby established to read as follows:

9.22.060 Nonexclusive enforcement

Nothing in this chapter prohibits a law enforcement officer from issuing a notice of traffic
infraction to a person in control of a vehicle at the time a violation occurs under RCW
46.63.030(1)(a), (b) or (c).

W: Word Processing\Ordinances\Automated traffic safety cameras 7-25-18.doc
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Section 8. Corrections by City Clerk or Code Reviser. Upon approval of the
City Attorney, the City Clerk and the code reviser are authorized to make necessary
corrections to this ordinance, including the correction of clerical errors; references to
other local, state or federal laws, codes, rules, or regulations; or ordinance numbering
and section/subsection numbering.

Section 9. Severability. If any section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause
or phrase of this ordinance or its application to any person or situation should be held to
be invalid or unconstitutional for any reason by a court of competent jurisdiction, such
invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of the
remaining portions of this ordinance or its application to any other person or situation.

Section 10. Effective Date. This ordinance or a summary thereof shall be
published in the official newspaper of the City and shall take effect and be in full force
five days after passage and publication as provided by law.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUKWILA, WASHINGTON, at

a Regular Meeting thereof this day of ,2018.
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:
Christy O'Flaherty, MMC, City Clerk Allan Ekberg, Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM BY: Filed with the City Clerk:
Passed by the City Council:
Published:
Effective Date:
Rachel B. Turpin, City Attorney Ordinance Number:

W: Word Processing\Ordinances\Automated traffic safety cameras 7-25-18.doc
WD:bjs Page 5 of 5
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) << 46.63.170 >> 46.63.180

RCW A6 .6 :-", | '/
Automated traffic safety cameras—Definition.

(1) The use of automated traffic safety cameras for issuance of notices of
infraction is subject to the following requirements:

(a) The appropriate local legislative authority must prepare an analysis of the
locations within the jurisdiction where automated traffic safety cameras are proposed to
be located: (i) Before enacting an ordinance allowing for the initial use of automated
traffic safety cameras; and (ii) before adding additional cameras or relocating any
existing camera to a new location within the jurisdiction. Automated traffic safety
cameras may be used to detect one or more of the following: Stoplight, railroad
crossing, or school speed zone violations; or speed violations subject to (c) of this
subsection. At a minimum, the local ordinance must contain the restrictions described in
this section and provisions for public notice and signage. Cities and counties using
automated traffic safety cameras before July 24, 2005, are subject to the restrictions
described in this section, but are not required to enact an authorizing ordinance.
Beginning one year after June 7, 2012, cities and counties using automated traffic
safety cameras must post an annual report of the number of traffic accidents that
occurred at each location where an automated traffic safety camera is located as well
as the number of notices of infraction issued for each camera and any other relevant
information about the automated traffic safety cameras that the city or county deems
appropriate on the city's or county's web site.

(b) Except as provided in (c) of this subsection, use of automated traffic safety
cameras is restricted to the following locations only: (i) Intersections of two arterials with
traffic control signals that have yellow change interval durations in accordance with
RCW 47.26.022, which interval durations may not be reduced after placement of the
camera; (ii) railroad crossings; and (iii) school speed zones.

(c) Any city west of the Cascade mountains with a population of more than one
hundred ninety-five thousand located in a county with a population of fewer than one
million five hundred thousand may operate an automated traffic safety camera to detect
speed violations subject to the following limitations:

(i) A city may only operate one such automated traffic safety camera within its
respective jurisdiction; and

(i) The use and location of the automated traffic safety camera must have first
been authorized by the Washington state legislature as a pilot project for at least one
full year.

(d) Automated traffic safety cameras may only take pictures of the vehicle and
vehicle license plate and only while an infraction is occurring. The picture must not
reveal the face of the driver or of passengers in the vehicle. The primary purpose of
camera placement is to take pictures of the vehicle and vehicle license plate when an
infraction is occurring. Cities and counties shall consider installing cameras in a manner
that minimizes the impact of camera flash on drivers.
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(e) A notice of infraction must be mailed to the registered owner of the vehicle
within fourteen days of the violation, or to the renter of a vehicle within fourteen days of
establishing the renter's name and address under subsection (3)(a) of this section. The
law enforcement officer issuing the notice of infraction shall include with it a certificate or
facsimile thereof, based upon inspection of photographs, microphotographs, or
electronic images produced by an automated traffic safety camera, stating the facts
supporting the notice of infraction. This certificate or facsimile is prima facie evidence of
the facts contained in it and is admissible in a proceeding charging a violation under this
chapter. The photographs, microphotographs, or electronic images evidencing the
violation must be available for inspection and admission into evidence in a proceeding
to adjudicate the liability for the infraction. A person receiving a notice of infraction
based on evidence detected by an automated traffic safety camera may respond to the

notice by mail.

(f) The registered owner of a vehicle is responsible for an infraction under
RCW 46.63.03 ‘(1)(d) unless the registered owner overcomes the presumption in
RCW 4 , or, in the case of a rental car business, satisfies the conditions under

subsectlon (3) of this section. If appropriate under the circumstances, a renter identified
under subsection (3)(a) of this section is responsible for an infraction.

(9) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, all photographs,
microphotographs, or electronic images prepared under this section are for the
exclusive use of law enforcement in the discharge of duties under this section and are
not open to the public and may not be used in a court in a pending action or proceeding
unless the action or proceeding relates to a violation under this section. No photograph,
microphotograph, or electronic image may be used for any purpose other than
enforcement of violations under this section nor retained longer than necessary to
enforce this section.

(h) All locations where an automated traffic safety camera is used must be clearly
marked at least thirty days prior to activation of the camera by placing signs in locations
that clearly indicate to a driver that he or she is entering a zone where traffic laws are
enforced by an automated traffic safety camera. Signs placed in automated traffic safety
camera locations after June 7, 2012, must follow the specifications and guidelines under
the manual of uniform traffic control devices for streets and highways as adopted by the
department of transportation under chapter 47.36 RCW.

(i) If a county or city has established an authorized automated traffic safety
camera program under this section, the compensation paid to the manufacturer or
vendor of the equipment used must be based only upon the value of the equipment and
services provided or rendered in support of the system, and may not be based upon a
portion of the fine or civil penalty imposed or the revenue generated by the equipment.

(2) Infractions detected through the use of automated trafflc safety cameras are
not part of the registered owner's driving record under RCW 4£.52. 107 and 45.52.1%
Additionally, infractions generated by the use of automated trafflc safety cameras under
this section shall be processed in the same manner as parklng mfractlons including for
the purposes of RCW 3 00, 35 5.16A.120, and 4 0(2). The amount
of the fine issued for an mfract:on generated through the use of an automated traffic
safety camera shall not exceed the amount of a fine issued for other parking infractions
within the jurisdiction. However, the amount of the fine issued for a traffic control signal



violation detected through the use of an automated traffic safety camera shall not
exceed the monetary penalty for a violation of RCW 4£.21.050 as provided under
RCW 46.63.110, including all applicable statutory assessments.

(3) If the registered owner of the vehicle is a rental car business, the law
enforcement agency shall, before a notice of infraction being issued under this section,
provide a written notice to the rental car business that a notice of infraction may be
issued to the rental car business if the rental car business does not, within eighteen
days of receiving the written notice, provide to the issuing agency by return mail:

(a) A statement under oath stating the name and known mailing address of the
individual driving or renting the vehicle when the infraction occurred; or

(b) A statement under oath that the business is unable to determine who was
driving or renting the vehicle at the time the infraction occurred because the vehicle was
stolen at the time of the infraction. A statement provided under this subsection must be
accompanied by a copy of a filed police report regarding the vehicle theft; or

(c) In lieu of identifying the vehicle operator, the rental car business may pay the
applicable penalty.

Timely mailing of this statement to the issuing law enforcement agency relieves a
rental car business of any liability under this chapter for the notice of infraction.

(4) Nothing in this section prohibits a law enforcement officer from issuing a
notice of traffic infraction to a person in control of a vehicle at the time a violation occurs
under RCW 46.6:.030(1) (a), (b), or (c).

(5) For the purposes of this section, "automated traffic safety camera" means a
device that uses a vehicle sensor installed to work in conjunction with an intersection
traffic control system, a railroad grade crossing control system, or a speed measuring
device, and a camera synchronized to automatically record one or more sequenced
photographs, microphotographs, or electronic images of the rear of a motor vehicle at
the time the vehicle fails to stop when facing a steady red traffic control signal or an
activated railroad grade crossing control signal, or exceeds a speed limit as detected by
a speed measuring device.

(6) During the 2011-2013 and 2013-2015 fiscal biennia, this section does not
apply to automated traffic safety cameras for the purposes of section 216(5), chapter
367, Laws of 2011 and section 216(6), chapter 306, Laws of 2013.
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Automated Safety Camera
Enforcement

The Police Department is proposing an Automated Safety Camera Enforcement Pilot Program
(commonly known as Red-Light Cameras) and we want our community members to weigh in.

The department is faced with the challenge of ensuring the safety of our arterials and neighborhood
roadways while traffic volumes continue to increase. Ongoing patrols by our officers can only
accomplish so much, and it is important that we look at other tools that can help increase the safety of
our roadways.

Automated enforcement, commonly referred to as “Red-Light Cameras,” provides us an opportunity
to reduce serious injury accidents at intersections with a history of high-frequency red light running
violations. The Department has reviewed historical data at key intersections to better understand if
this technology would improve safety with in the city of Tukwila. Indeed, the data clearly shows the
need for these in multiple major arterial intersections.

These proposed intersections were chosen based on collision data and potential violations based on
officers’ observations and experience:

e Boeing Access at Martin Luther King Jr (Southbound and Eastbound)
e Southcenter Parkway at Strander Blvd (Northbound and Westbound)
e Grady at Interurban Ave South (Eastbound and Westbound)

The Police Department’s goal is to make these proposed locations well known before the cameras
are installed in the hopes that everyone will increase their vigilance and drive more carefu[ly, avoiding
a ticket and or a terrible accident.

Automated enforcement is currently used in King, Pierce, Snohomish, Spokane, and Chelan counties.
Here in King County there are programs in Bellevue, Des Moines, Federal Way, Issaquah, Kent, Lake
Forrest Park, Mercer Island, Renton, and Seattle.

Red light running nationally causes hundreds of deaths, tens of thousands of injuries and billions of
dollars in property damage. A driver runs a red light about every 20 minutes and this happens more
frequently during peak times. Studies show that automated safety cameras have reduced red light
running, which in turn reduces the potential serious injury right angle collisions.

The camera systems will also assist with better tracking of intersection statistics such as traffic flows,
number of vehicles, peak hours of the days, number of collisions, and tickets issued in these
intersections.

As we seek to increase the safety of our roadway by incorporating this technology into our
enforcement efforts, the Police Department is interested in hearing from the public on their thoughts
on its use within the city of Tukwila.

Thank you for your interest and please share your thoughts at (Trafficsafety@tukwilawa.gov).
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Automated Safety Camera
Enforcement

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS
AUTOMATED SPEED CAMERA ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM

Q: Are Photo Safety Enforcement Programs effective?

A: Yes. Automated cameras have been proven to be effective in reducing red light running violations
and right-angle collisions. Jurisdictions that use this system consistently report safer roads and
intersections with fewer collisions.

Q: Why are cameras used?

A: According to the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety, red light running is a leading cause of urban
vehicle accidents and often cause injury and death. Jurisdictions install the system to improve public
safety by deterring red light running.

Q: Isn’t the main purpose of red light cameras to make money?

A: No. The goal of red-light camera enforcement systems is to improve public safety by reducing
injuries and deaths caused by accidents. Drivers are advised of camera systems at each intersection
that photo enforcement is in use by way of signage.

Q: Are motorists warned when they are approaching a Red-Light Camera Zone?

A: All locations where an automated traffic safety camera is used must be clearly marked at least thirty days
prior to activation of the camera by placing signs in locations that clearly indicate to a driver that he or she is
entering a zone where traffic laws are enforced by an automated traffic safety camera. Signs placed in automated
traffic safety camera locations after June 7, 2012, must follow the specifications and guidelines under the manual
of uniform traffic control devices for streets and highways as adopted by the department of transportation under
chapter 47.36 RCW.

Q: Who receives the ticket?

A: Tickets are mailed to the registered owner of the vehicle.

Q: Will “points” be assessed to my driving record?
A: This violation is considered a non-moving violation and no points will be assessed.
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Automated Safety Camera
Enforcement

Q. If | am already in the intersection when a light turns red, will | get a violation?

A: No. Violations are only issued when a vehicle enters the intersection AFTER the light has turned
red. If you enter the intersection on a green or yellow light you will not be photographed by the camera
system.

Q: Is a penalty issued for making a right turn on red?

A: Tickets will also be issued if a driver makes a right turn on red—before failing to come to a
complete stop and if pedestrians are crossing the street or at intersections posted "No right turn on
red."

Q: Will the red-light camera take a picture of the driver of the vehicle?

A: No. A violation is assessed against the registered owner of the vehicle; it is not a moving violation.
Similar to a parking ticket, there is no need to identify the driver and therefore, no need to capture the
image of the driver. This violation will NOT affect your driving privileges or insurance rates.

Q. Can | receive citations for other offenses as a result of my red light

camera?

A: No. Drivers who receive photo enforcement citations are cited for Red Light Camera Violations
only.

Q: How much is the fine?
A: The amount of the fine for a Red-Light Camera Violation is $139.00

Q. How can | dispute this violation?
A: THERE ARE THREE WAYS TO CONTEST THIS VIOLATION:

(1) Tickets may be contested through the Tukwila Municipal Court. The Police Department and the
Court will communicate the specifics as the program is further developed.

(2) If the basis of a claim is that a vehicle/plate was stolen, or a ticket was received by a police officer,
an affidavit indicating one of these issues may be completed.

(3) If the basis of the claim is that the registered owner was not driving the vehicle, he or she may
complete an affidavit an any supporting documentation and forward to the court.

Nothing in this section prohibits a law enforcement officer from issuing a notice of traffic infraction to a
person in control of a vehicle at the time a violation occurs under RCW 46.63.030(1) (a), (b), or (c).
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City of Tukwila

City Council Public Safety Committee

PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
Meeting Minutes
October 15,2018 - 5:30 p.m. - Hazelnut Conference Room, City Hall

Councilmembers: Dennis Robertson, Acting Chair; Verna Seal, Thomas McLeod

Staff:

David Cline, Rachel Turpin, Jay Wittwer, Trish Kinlow, Vicky Carlsen, Jeff Friend,
Bruce Linton, Kraig Boyd, Bill Devlin, Laurel Humphrey

CALL TO ORDER: Acting Chair Robertson called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.

I. ANNOUNCEMENT

Il. BUSINESS AGENDA

A.

Ordinance: Red Light Cameras Pilot

Staff is seeking Council approval of an ordinance that would authorize the use of automated
traffic safety (“red light”) and adopt standards related thereto. The ordinance was referred back
to Committee following Committee of the Whole discussion on August 13. Since then, the Police
Department further refined the proposal as a 3-year pilot that would install cameras at three
intersections: Boeing Access Road at Martin Luther King Jr, Southcenter Parkway at Strander
Boulevard, and Grady at Interurban Avenue South. There will be no upfront cost to the City as
the equipment will be installed, owned and maintained by the selected vendor. The estimated
total budget of $487,845 per year is expected to be self-sustaining and includes installation,
signage, operation, one Court FTE, and judge pro tem services. Councilmembers discussed the
proposal, noting that the focus is on safety rather than revenue. PD will monitor program
effectiveness via violation and collision statistics and report to the Council on the same. The
Committee expressed support for piloting the program at the three intersections, but requested
assurance that there would be a sufficient offramp opportunity reflected in the vendor contract
and shared with the Council. Staff and the City Attorney agreed to that request. UNANIMOUS
APPROVAL. FORWARD TO OCTOBER 22,2018 COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE.

Revised King County Inquest Process

An inquest is an open public forum intended to shed light on the facts around a death at the
hands of law enforcement. The King County Executive announced a new inquest process via
Executive Order on October 3. 18 King County mayors, including Mayor Ekberg, signed onto a
September 12 letter to Executive Constantine asking for more discussions with municipal
elected officials before adopting a change. The Council requested a Committee discussion on
this issue after receiving a copy of the letter because there was a concern that the letter was
stating a policy position without checking in with the Council. Ms. Turpin stated that the letter
was not expressing policy but was asking for a seat at the table, and it was acceptable for the
Mayor to sign on when he did. Councilmember Robertson said that there is a constantly shifting
line between policy and administration. Council President Seal stated that staff are reviewing
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