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Speeding and red light running are perennial problems on US roads. Speeding increases the 

likelihood of fatalities in both pedestrian and auto collisions, as it reduces reflex time and 

increases the required stopping distance. Likewise, red light running can result in broadside 

collisions that are particularly dangerous and may involve speeding autos trying to beat a signal. 

Speeding and red light running are problems both nationally and in Utah: 

 In 2003, speed-related fatalities numbered 13,380 nationally; of these, 93 occurred in 

Utah.1   

 Speed increases the likelihood of fatalities in pedestrian and auto accidents and poses a 

general hazard for urban and rural communities.2  

 Figures 1 and 5 illustrate the relationship between speed and the probability of fatalities 

for pedestrian and auto collisions.   

 

 

 Nationally, red light running accounted for 5,951 fatalities from 1992-1998, and for 31 

fatalities in Utah in the same time frame.3  

 A National Highway Traffic Safety 

Administration (NHTSA) survey 

conducted in 1997 found speeding 

and entering intersections on a red 

light were the two most common 

violations to which respondents 

admitted (see figure at right).4 

 



In short, red light running and speeding are very common, very costly in terms of lives and 

property damage annually, and make our streets more dangerous. 

 

Automated enforcement technologies, like photo radar and red light cameras, are a cost-

effective means of enforcing the law and improving public safety. Police forces, though 

indispensable to enforcing traffic laws, are spread thin nationally and throughout Utah. Police 

officers are overwhelmed with a multitude of responsibilities from domestic disturbance to drug 

enforcement, and even those charged with traffic enforcement may not be able to safely pull over 

speeding autos at the most dangerous intersections and highways. Furthermore, the average time 

required for a traffic stop severely constrains the number of citations an officer can issue.  

 Automated enforcement, both photo radar and red light cameras, has proved a cost-

effective means of reducing i) traffic violations, and ii) auto collisions.  

 Pilot studies throughout the nation have demonstrated favorable results for both red light 

cameras and photo radar (see attached tables). 

 West Valley City’s (UT) 

photo-radar program, in place 

from 1991-1992, led to a 

17% decrease in traffic 

accidents, and resulted in 300 

fewer accident reports.5 The 

pilot program exceeded 

expectations considerably. 

The figure at right 

graphically illustrates the 

effectiveness of photo radar 

in reducing accidents. The 

figure compares accident 

rates at particular sites in 1991, when they were monitored by photo radar, to accident 

rates at the same locations in 1990, when they were not monitored by photo radar.6 

 

 

  



 Washington DC’s photo radar enforcement program, instituted in 2001, resulted in 

average speed decreases of 14% and a more than 75% reduction in vehicles exceeding the 

speed limit by more than 10 m.p.h. at the selected sites.7 The tables below and at right 

show a comparison of (a) red light camera sites in D.C. with similar, (b) unmonitored 

sites in Baltimore.  

 Public opinion has also been supportive 

of automated enforcement in certain 

circumstances. A majority of 

individually surveyed in a NHTSA poll 

conducted in 2000 supported photo 

enforcement i) where traditional 

enforcement poses additional hazards or 

creates congestion, ii) when speeds are 

excessive, iii) in school zones, and iv) 

where accidents have been excessive. 

See tables B and C below.8 

 

The Utah legislature should relax the restrictions placed on photo radar and give the 

municipalities discretion to determine under what circumstances it is appropriate and 

effective.  The Utah legislature should loosen the set of restrictions placed upon these 

technologies so local governing bodies and police forces can determine whether automated 

enforcement is appropriate and if so, how best to implement it to improve public safety.  

 Photo radar devices should be allowed on roads where speed limits exceed 30 m.p.h.  



 Photo radar devices should not be limited to operation only when attended by a peace 

officer. This requirement significantly reduces cost efficiency. 

 Cities and counties should have the flexibility to use advance warning signs in a manner 

they believe will most effectively improve public safety. For automated enforcement to 

have an effect beyond the immediate locations where it is being used, motorists must 

believe it could be in use anywhere at any time. This belief will lead them to reduce their 

speeds all the time, not solely when they fear enforcement. The current law’s requirement 

that all automated enforcement efforts be signaled with advance warning signs notifies 

drivers that the only time they must obey the law is when they see the warning signs. This 

requirement should be removed.  
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Table I: Photo Radar - Speed Enforcement 
   
Location Reported Violation Reduction Reported Crash Reduction 
   
West Valley City, UT  17% decrease in accidents - Fatal 

accidents dramatically reduced. 
District of Columbia Speeding reduced by 14% and vehicles 

exceeding speed limit by more than 10 
mph reduced 82% 

No information 

San Jose, CA Vehicles exceeding speed limit by more 
than 10 mph reduced 15% 

No information 

National City, CA 10% reduction in traffic speeds No information 
Victoria Australia speeding reduced by 50% Fatalities decreased 30% 
British Columbia 26% reduction in speeding 7% reduction in overall crashes, 20% 

reduction in fataliites 
Scottsdale, AZ  From 1996-7, collisions at locations with 

speed cameras declined 20%, collisions 
overall declined 3% 

Portland OR percentage of vehicles exceeding speed 
limit 10mph or more declined 27% 

No information 

Beaverton OR percentage of vehicles exceeding speed 
limit 30 mph or more declined 28% 

 

 
Table II: Red Light Cameras 
   
Location Reported Violation Reduction Reported Crash Reduction 
Charlotte, NC 20% reductions in violations at equipped 

intersections 
20% reduction in crashes caused by RLR 
at monitored intersections 

Howard County, MD 42-62% reductions in violations at 
monitored intersections 

21-44% crash reduction at monitored 
intersections 

Oxnard, CA  32% decrease in broadside collisions at 
signalized intersections 

San Diego, CA 20-24% decrease in violations 30% decrease in red light collisions at 
intersections with RLC 

Sacramento, CA  33% decrease in broadside collisions at 
all RLC intersections 

San Francisco, CA  All red light accidents decreased 16% 
citywide since program's inception in 1992

Los Angeles, CA  Red light accidents decreased at four of 
five intersections 

Boulder, CO Red light violations decreased 36% at 
deployed intersections 

RLR-related accidents decreased 57% on 
approaches where cameras were 
deployed 

Fairfax, VA 40% reduction in red light violations at 
monitored intersections 

 

Baltimore Co., MD  over 50% reduction in total crashes and a 
proportional reduction in crash severity 
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