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H.B. 5210 - An Act Concerning Enforcement of Speeding and Traffic Control Signal Violations 

The Department of Transportation (DOT) offers the following comments relative to implementation of 
H.B. 5210, AAC Enforcement of Speeding and Traffic Control Signal Violations. 

Under Section 14-207 of the CGS, there are several motor vehicle and use of highway related statutes 
that currently allow the prosecution of the operator, lessee, or owner of the vehicle in violation to be 
prosecuted either jointly or individually for infractions. HB 5210 adds violating a traffic control signal 
and speeding infractions to those cases where the owner of the motor vehicle in question may be 
prosecuted. While the bill opens the door for photo enforcement, it does not address implementation 
issues such as installation and maintenance costs and what enforcement agency would be responsible 
for its operation. 

The Department suggests the legislation require that the use of a camera enforcement system at a 
specific site, serve a highway safety purpose. Before the use of a camera enforcement system on a 
State highway or at a State-owned traffic signal, towns should comply with DOT criteria for their use 
and installation and be precluded from conducting photo speed enforcement on limited access 
highways. 

The Department recommends that the bill allow the State Police the ability to conduct photo 
enforcement of speed limits in work zones on roadways within their jurisdiction. The fines collected 
as a result of this enforcement activity in a work zone could go toward covering the cost of this 
enforcement activity. A good example of an enforcement area in a current construction zone would be 
in Bridgeport on 1-95. 

DOT is unable to quantify a fiscal note for implementation of this bill at this time, but does believe it 
would divert an unknown amount of motor vehicle violation fine revenue currently destined for the 
Special Transportation Fund to municipalities. In addition, red light photo enforcement requires 
integration with traffic signal equipment which in turn would require work on State-owned traffic 
signals by towns or their contractors. Such activity requires a DOT encroachment permit as well as an 
associated review and inspection. Since it is unknown how many signals towns will seek to implement 

- the photo enforcement feature, associated costs could not quantified. 

For fiu-ther information or questions, please contact Pam Sucato, Legislative Program Manager for the 
Department of Transportation, at (860) 594-30 13. 


