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Cars on Cam era 
Red Light  Cam era Enforcem ent  

Sum m ary 
The 2008-2009 Ventura County Grand Jury (Grand Jury)  received several public 
com plaints concerning the proper applicat ion of autom ated intersect ion 
enforcem ent  cam eras by law enforcem ent  agencies within Ventura County 
(County) . As a result  of these com plaints, the Grand Jury opened an 
invest igat ion into the use of these cam eras, com m only known as “ red light  
cam era(s) ”  (RLC) . 

The Grand Jury found that  the City of Oxnard (Oxnard)  and the City of Ventura 
(Ventura) , ut ilize “ red light  cam eras”  to enforce t raffic laws within their 
jur isdict ions. Both cit ies cont ract  with the sam e vendor, USA Redflex Traffic 
System s, I nc. (Redflex) , for system  installat ion and support  services. Both cit ies 
process violat ions in sim ilar ways and each has seen a decrease in accidents and 
total red light  violat ions throughout  their  cit ies since the deploym ent  of their  
respect ive “ red light  cam eras.”  

The Grand Jury reviewed docum entat ion which showed that  non-enforcem ent  
rem edies for red light  violat ions, such as adjust ing the yellow light  intervals, 
resulted in sim ilar reduct ions in red light  violat ions and front - into-side t raffic 
collisions. 

The Grand Jury concluded that  “ red light  cam eras”  are effect ive in enforcing 
t raffic law and in reducing collisions at  cit y intersect ions. Both cit ies which 
em ploy them  have a lim ited financial interest  in the num ber of t ickets issued in 
that  they init ially at tem pt  to cover cit y costs only. Redflex has a financial 
interest  in the num ber of citat ions issued since the am ount  they are 
com pensated is derived from  the fines received less City costs. 

The Grand Jury also found that  the detect ion of violat ions varies at  different  
intersect ions. One locat ion having a high incident  of violat ions was in Ventura, at  
the intersect ion of California St reet  and Thom pson Boulevard (California and 
Thom pson) . This intersect ion was found to have a 25%  shorter yellow light  
interval com pared with surrounding non-cam era enforced intersect ions. The 
Grand Jury concluded that  this difference is a significant  cont r ibutor to the 
issuance of m ore red light  citat ions at  that  intersect ion com pared to other 
intersect ions in the City. 

The Grand Jury recom m ends that  Oxnard and Ventura cont inue to use “ red light  
cam eras”  as an enhancem ent  of t radit ional police enforcem ent  to fulfill their  
stated intent  to increase safety for their  cit izens. 

The Grand Jury also recom m ends that  Ventura increase the yellow light  interval 
at  California and Thom pson to be at  least  equal to the surrounding intersect ions 
and/ or re-engineer the intersect ion to address the disproport ionate num ber of 
red light  citat ions issued there. 
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The Grand Jury also recom m ends that  Oxnard and Ventura invest igate t raffic 
engineering m easures, in addit ion to the installat ion of “ red light  cam eras”  to 
address the safety concerns of red light  running. 

Background 
Driving through a red t raffic light  is an infract ion of the law1 and is a violat ion of 
California Vehicle Code § 21453. Tradit ionally, enforcem ent  of this code has 
been by t raffic enforcem ent  officers em ployed by a local police agency. 
 

 
 
   Typical Red Light  Cam era installed in Ventura 

 
RLCs have been used in Europe and Aust ralia since the 1970s. RLC system s use 
cam eras2 coupled with m agnet ic sensors in the pavem ent  to record a dr iver ’s 
response to red t raffic signals. Current  RLCs take sequent ial digital photos and 
short  v ideos that  record a vehicle’s relat ive posit ion in an intersect ion. The 
photos docum ent :  

• the t im e of day 

• the speed of the vehicle 

• the locat ion of the vehicle at  the t im e the light  changed 

• the elapsed t im e between the changing of the light  and the vehicle 
crossing the intersect ion stop line 

• the dr iver’s face 

• the vehicle’s license plates 

The im ages and data are reviewed by the cam era cont ractor and approved by 
the local police agency pr ior to the issuance of a citat ion. I n California, 

                                                 
1 A violat ion occurs when a motor ist  enters an intersect ion after the signal light  has turned red. Motorists 
inadvertent ly in an intersect ion when the signal changes to red (wait ing to turn left ,  for exam ple)  are not  
considered red light  runners. 
2 A red light  camera system is connected to the t raff ic signal and to sensors that  monitor t raffic f low at  the 
crosswalk or stop line. The system cont inuously m onitors the t raffic signal, and the cam era is t r iggered by any 
vehicle enter ing the intersect ion after the light  has turned red. 
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registered vehicle owners are not ified only if the dr iver’s im age is clearly visible. 
The not ificat ion lists the violat ion and the penalty being levied. The fine is set  by 
the State of California and current ly stands at  $435. 

I n 1995, the Federal Highway Adm inist rat ion began its “Stop Red-Light  Running 
Program ”  in response to studies which had ident ified red light  running as a 
leading cause of t raffic accidents and injur ies in the United States. This was a 
m ult i- faceted program , one elem ent  of which was RLCs. Oxnard was an early 
part icipant  in this effort , inst itut ing a pilot  program  which included RLCs in 1997. 
The init ial success of Oxnard’s pilot  project  resulted in a published report  
detailing the results of the program  which have been cited extensively in 
subsequent  studies. Ventura followed in 2001, installing RLCs at  intersect ions in 
various locat ions within the City lim its. 

Oxnard and Ventura cont ract  with Redflex, a “ red light  cam era”  vendor. This 
vendor is a m ult i-nat ional, for-profit  corporat ion, with United States operat ions 
headquartered in Scot tsdale, Arizona. 

Typically, intersect ions m ay be entered from  a num ber of different  direct ions. 
These are known as approaches and not  all approaches to an intersect ion are 
observed using RLCs. Oxnard and Ventura current ly em ploy RLCs at  a com bined 
total of 26 intersect ions, where cam eras either fully or part ially observe the 
approaches to the locat ion. 

The detect ion of red light  running and subsequent  issuance of citat ions is 
dependent  on several factors. For exam ple, cam era placem ent  and 
environm ental condit ions such as sun glare or dir ty windshields can reduce the 
abilit y of police agencies to ident ify a vehicle and occupant .  I m properly t im ed 
yellow t raffic signaling lights or poorly designed intersect ions can inadvertent ly 
cause norm ally good drivers to be cited. 

Furtherm ore, the use of cam era technology by law enforcem ent  agencies has 
been cont roversial am ong som e m em bers of the public. I n the case of RLCs, 
allegat ions have been m ade that  police agencies view these cam eras as a way to 
m axim ize incom e to the cit y via t raffic fines. Opponents of RLCs quest ion the 
validity of t raffic safety claim s. They allege that  any gain in safety in front - into-  
side im pacts is offset  by an increase in rear end accidents due to RLCs. Others 
claim  that  RLC vendors have a vested interest  in the num ber of t ickets issued 
and that  there are other m eans to achieve the safety goals of RLCs. 

Methodology 
The Grand Jury reviewed the use of RLCs in Oxnard and Ventura and sought  
answers to the allegat ions listed above. The Grand Jury conducted interviews 
with police agencies which em ploy these technologies and perform ed physical 
observat ions at  selected intersect ions. During these physical observat ions, a 
three person team  of Grand Jurors, using stop watches, t im ed yellow light  
intervals at  RLC-enforced intersect ions in both cit ies. Other non-cam era 
intersect ions on the sam e st reets were observed and t im ed as a com parison. 
The Grand Jury also conducted extensive searches in the public dom ain for  
studies of the effect iveness of cam era technology and object ions to it s use. 
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Findings 

City of Oxnard 

F- 0 1 . 

F- 0 2 . 

F- 0 3 . 

Oxnard began its RLC enforcem ent  program  in 1997. 

Oxnard current ly ut ilizes RLCs at  eight  intersect ions. 

Oxnard Police Departm ent  (OPD)  officials state that  the sole intent  of 
RLC enforcem ent  is to increase public safety by reducing t raffic 
collisions due to the running of red lights. 

F- 0 4 . 

F- 0 5 . 

F- 0 6 . 

F- 0 7 . 

F- 0 8 . 

F- 0 9 . 

Oxnard cont racts with Redflex to install and m aintain RLC system s and 
to review im ages and data which ident ify violat ions. A five-year cont ract  
was approved in Septem ber 2008. 

I n 2001, the San Diego Superior Court  ruled that  fees paid on a 
cont ingent  basis, that  is, by each citat ion issued, were not  com pliant  
with the law. (CASE NO. 579275D People v. John Allen, et  al.)  

The cont ract  between Oxnard and Redflex requires a fixed- fee paym ent  
for RLC services at  designated intersect ions, regardless of the num ber 
of individual violat ions. Oxnard pays Redflex a flat  rate for installat ion,  
m aintenance, and processing on a per-cam era basis, depending on the 
intersect ion served. (At t -01)  

The cont ract  between Oxnard and Redflex contains a cost  neut ralit y 
clause intended to ensure that  the City will never be required to pay 
Redflex m ore than actual receipts from  t raffic fines. 

Schedule D from  the RLC cont ract  defines the flow of citat ion receipts.  
(At t -01)  

• init ial receipts generated from  citat ions are paid to cover the 
City’s program  operat ing costs 

• receipts above City cost  then flow to cover the fixed- fee, Redflex 
invoice ( in m onths with low citat ion receipts, Redflex does not  
receive it s full invoice am ount )  

• receipts above Redflex invoice am ounts are retained by the City 
or are used to pay outstanding paym ents to Redflex held over 
from  low receipt  m onths 

I n Fiscal Year (FY)  2007-2008, OPD reported net  incom e to the City 
from  RLCs of $91,284. OPD was unsure whether this am ount  was before 
or after the deduct ion for internal program  adm inist rat ion costs, and 
whether other citat ion revenue from  t radit ional t raffic enforcem ent  was 
a port ion of the am ount . This represents 0.2%  of the OPD budget  in FY 
2007-2008, which was $47,016,336. [ Ref-01]  

F- 1 0 . As of May 2009, OPD officials reported an accum ulated balance owed to 
Redflex of $13,938 due to m onths with low citat ion receipts. 
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F- 1 1 . 

F- 1 2 . 

F- 1 3 . 

Potent ial violat ions are reviewed and verified by an OPD officer who has 
the sole discret ion to either reject  the violat ion or pass it  forward for the 
issuance of a citat ion. 

OPD reported that  from  January 1, 2009 through March 31, 2009, 1,494 
red light  violat ions were detected by RLCs. After verificat ion by OPD 
officers, 1,019 citat ions were issued, 68%  of the total detected. 

Yellow light  intervals are established by the State of California in 
com pliance with the Federal Highway Adm inist rat ion’s Manual on 
Uniform  Traffic Cont rol Devices, California Supplem ent , 2003 (MUTCD) . 
I ntervals are based on approach speed toward an intersect ion. [ Ref-02]  

 

MUTCD Yellow Light  I nterval Recom m endat ions 

F- 1 4 . 

F- 1 5 . 

F- 1 6 . 

F- 1 7 . 

OPD officials state that  yellow light  intervals in Oxnard are determ ined 
using 85 th percent ile speed surveys. An 85 th percent ile speed survey 
reflects actual use of roads and tends to result  in recorded speeds that  
exceed the posted m axim um  speed lim it . 

Yellow light  intervals at  nine selected Oxnard intersect ions cont rolled by 
t raffic signals were recorded by the Grand Jury to be 0.02 seconds 
below to 0.35 seconds above the suggested interval as found in the 
MUTCD for the posted speed lim it  on each st reet . (At t -02)  

OPD does not  approve RLC citat ions when drivers enter an intersect ion 
within 0.03 seconds after the t raffic signal turns red. 

I n 2001, the I nsurance I nst itute for Highway Safety issued a report  
detailing the results of a study on the effect iveness of RLCs in Oxnard. 
Significant  findings were:  [ Ref-03]  

• 29%  overall decrease in t raffic collisions 

• 32%  reduct ion in front - into-side t raffic collisions at  RLC-enforced 
intersect ions 

• 68%  reduct ion in front - into-side collisions involving injur ies at  
RLC-enforced intersect ions 

• 32%  reduct ion in red light  violat ions cit ywide indicat ing collateral 
com pliance of t raffic laws at  non-cam era intersect ions 
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F- 1 8 . I n 2008, Oxnard evaluated 230 accidents over the prior three years at  
RLC-enforced intersect ions. A total of 56 accidents (24% )  were given a 
pr im ary collision factor of a rear-end im pact  with a port ion of these 
possibly due to RLCs. 

 

 

City of Oxnard:  Red Light  Collisions 2005-2008 

City of Ventura 

F- 1 9 . 

F- 2 0 . 

F- 2 1 . 

Ventura cont racts with Redflex to install and m aintain RLC system s and 
to review im ages and data which ident ify violat ions. A five-year cont ract  
was approved in Novem ber 2008. (At t -03)  

As of 2009, Ventura em ploys RLCs at  18 intersect ions. 

Ventura Police Departm ent  (VPD)  officials state that  the sole intent  of 
RLC enforcem ent  is to increase public safety by reducing t raffic 
collisions due to the running of red lights. 

F- 2 2 . 

F- 2 3 . 

F- 2 4 . 

The cont ract  between Ventura and Redflex requires fixed- fee paym ent  
for RLC services at  designated intersect ions, regardless of the num ber 
of individual violat ions. Ventura pays Redflex a flat  rate for installat ion, 
m aintenance, and processing on a per cam era basis, depending on the 
intersect ion served. (At t -03)  

The cont ract  between Ventura and Redflex contains a cost  neut rality 
clause intended to ensure that  the City will never be required to pay 
Redflex m ore than actual receipts from  t raffic fines. 

Schedule D from  the RLC cont ract  defines the flow of citat ion incom e 
(At t -03)  

• init ial receipts generated from  citat ions are paid to cover the 
City’s program  operat ing costs 

• receipts above city costs then flow to cover the fixed- fee Redflex 
invoice ( in m onths with low citat ion receipts, Redflex does not  
receive it s full invoice am ount )  
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• receipts above fixed Redflex invoice am ounts are retained by the 
City or are used to pay outstanding paym ents to Redflex held 
over from  low receipt  m onths 

F- 2 5 . 

F- 2 6 . 

F- 2 7 . 

F- 2 8 . 

I n FY 2007-2008, VPD reported no net  incom e to the City from  RLC 
enforcem ent  above cost  recovery. 

Potent ial violat ions are reviewed and verified by a VPD officer who has 
the sole discret ion to either reject  the violat ion or pass it  forward for the 
issuance of a citat ion. 

I n a City Adm inist rat ive Report  dated March 4, 2009, Ventura reported:  

• a decrease in t raffic collisions at  intersect ions citywide;  in 2000, 
there were 132 collisions at  intersect ions and in 2007 there were 
a total of 40 

• Ventura’s RLC-enforced intersect ions saw a decrease in collisions 
from  ten incidents to one in the sam e t im e period 

• 14,459 red light  citat ions were issued in 2002;  in 2007, there 
were 9,816 citat ions, a 32%  decrease in the num ber of t icketed 
red light  violat ions citywide 

VPD stated that  the intersect ion at  California and Thom pson was 
equipped with RLCs in 2007 in response to accident  and violat ion 
studies at  the intersect ion. 

 

 

I ntersect ion at  California and Thom pson, City of Ventura 

F- 2 9 . Ventura city officials state that  current  vehicle volum e at  north-bound 
California and Thom pson is 10,000 vehicles per day. Vehicle volum e at  
west -bound Main St reet  at  Mills Road is 62,000 vehicles per day. 
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F- 3 0 . I n the period from  Decem ber 1, 2008 unt il February 28, 2009, VPD 
reported:  

• 4,328 violat ions detected by RLCs;  after ver ificat ion by VPD 
officers, 2,148 citat ions were issued, am ount ing to 49%  of the 
total detected 

• RLC enforcem ent  at  California and Thom pson detected 1,391 
violat ions;  after ver ificat ion by VPD officers, 825 citat ions (59% )  
were issued  

• RLC enforcem ent  at  Main St reet  and Mills Road detected 64 
violat ions;  after ver ificat ion by VPD officers, 49 citat ions (77% )  
were issued 

• the average num ber of citat ions issued at  all RLC-enforced 
intersect ions in Ventura was 78, exclusive of California and 
Thom pson 

 

Intersection 
 Detected 
Violations  

Citations 
Issued % 

Traffic 
Volume 

Tickets/100 
Cars 

California and 
Thompson 1,391 825 59.3% 10,000 8.25 
Mills and Main     64 49 76.6% 62,000 0.079 

F- 3 1 . 

F- 3 2 . 

F- 3 3 . 

F- 3 4 . 

F- 3 5 . 

F- 3 6 . 

Ventura policy states that  yellow light  intervals in Ventura are 
determ ined using 85 th percent ile speed surveys. An 85 th percent ile 
speed survey reflects actual speeds used on roads and tends to result  in 
recorded speeds that  exceed the posted m axim um  speed lim it . 

Ventura officials state that  yellow light  intervals are set  using the 
suggested interval found in the MUTCD table 4D-102 based on the 85 th 
percent ile speed of the st reet . (See also F-13)  [ Ref-02]   

Exclusive of California and Thom pson, yellow light  intervals at  twelve 
selected Ventura intersect ions cont rolled by t raffic signals were 
observed by the Grand Jury to be at  least  0.13 seconds higher than the 
MUTCD m inim um  for the posted speed lim it  on each st reet . (At t -04)  

The yellow light  phasing at  California and Thom pson was found by the 
Grand Jury to be 3.00 seconds, the MUTCD m inim um  for st reets posted 
at  25 MPH speed lim it . (At t -04)  

California St reet  has three t raffic signal-cont rolled intersect ions. The 
Grand Jury observed that  the yellow light  interval at  the north and 
south approaches to California and Thom pson had the shortest  durat ion, 
one full second shorter than other yellow light  intervals at  intersect ions 
on the sam e st reet  having the sam e posted speed lim it . (At t -04)  

When t raveling east  or west  bound on Thom pson Boulevard, the 
surrounding t raffic signals have recorded yellow light  intervals of at  
least  0.38 seconds higher than the MUTCD m inim um  for the posted 
speed lim it . 
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F- 3 7 . 

F- 3 8 . 

F- 3 9 . 

The Federal Highway Adm inist rat ion states, “Therefore, the likelihood of 
a m otorist  running a red light  increases as the yellow interval is 
shortened. Lengthening the yellow interval,  within appropriate 
guidelines, has been shown to significant ly reduce the num ber of 
inadvertent  red light  violat ions.”  [ Ref-03]  

The Federal Highway Adm inist rat ion and the I nst itute of Transportat ion 
Engineers also state that  the solut ion to the red light  running problem  
requires a com binat ion of m easures including educat ion, enforcem ent , 
and engineering. [ Ref-04]  

The City of Santa Clar ita has posted signs which alert  the public near 
RLC-enforced intersect ions containing the dollar am ount  of the fine for  
red light  violat ions. 

 

  Minim um  Fine signage in the City of Santa Clar ita 

F- 4 0 . 

C- 0 1 . 

C- 0 2 . 

C- 0 3 . 

Signage alert ing dr ivers of RLC enforcem ent  in Oxnard and Ventura 
com plies with the m inim um  signage required as found in the MUTCD. 
The signage, however, does not  indicate the am ount  of the fines 
im posed for red light  violat ions. 

Conclusions 
RLCs are effect ive in enforcing t raffic laws related to the running of red 
lights at  intersect ions and in reducing the num ber of red light  violat ions 
in Oxnard and Ventura. (F-12, F-17, F-27)  

RLC enforcem ent  has been effect ive in reducing the total num ber of 
t raffic collisions at  RLC-enforced intersect ions, even considering a 
possible increase in rear-end accidents. (F-03, F-17, F-18, F-21, F-27)  

Although there is a possibilit y of net  incom e from  RLC-enforced 
intersect ions, the revenue to Oxnard and Ventura has been, at  best , a 
very m inor percentage of total police budgets.                   
(F-06 through F-10, F-23 through F-25)  

C- 0 4 . Oxnard and Ventura have cont ract  provisions which require cost  
neut rality and fixed fee paym ents to Redflex regardless of the num ber 
of t ickets issued. These provisions reduce the incent ive on the part  of 
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the Cit ies to art ificially increase citat ions beyond cover ing init ial City 
cost  to adm inister the program . (F-06 through F-08, F-22 through F-24)  

C- 0 5 . Redflex has an interest  in the num ber of citat ions issued at  an 
intersect ion, since it  receives proceeds only after intersect ions have 
produced sufficient  violat ion receipts to cover city costs.                   
(F-06 through F-08, F-22 through F-24)  

C- 0 6 . Redflex’s cont rol of receipts is lim ited, since both cit ies’ police 
departm ents retain sole discret ion on the num ber of violat ions which 
are reviewed and approved prior to a citat ion being issued.                   
(F-11, F-12, F-26, F-30)  

C- 0 7 . 

C- 0 8 . 

R- 0 1 . 

R- 0 2 . 

R- 0 3 . 

R- 0 4 . 

R- 0 5 . 

Shorter yellow light  intervals and intersect ion t raffic design play a role 
in the increase in red light  violat ions at  RLC-enforced intersect ions. At  
least  one intersect ion in Ventura, California and Thom pson, 
disadvantages drivers by using yellow light  intervals that  are shorter  
than adjacent  intersect ions. (F-28 through F-38)  

The addit ion of the current  m inim um  dollar am ount  of a violat ion on 
signs alert ing the public of RLC-enforced intersect ions would help 
educate the public on the penalt ies for violat ions and further increase 
safety at  intersect ions. (F-38 through F-40)  

Recom m endat ions 
The City of Ventura should increase the yellow light  interval at  California 
and Thom pson to be at  least  equal to that  of the surrounding 
intersect ions. (C-07)  

The City of Ventura should re-engineer the intersect ion at  California and 
Thom pson addressing public safety concerns and the disproport ionate 
num ber of RLC citat ions issued at  that  locat ion. (C-07)  

The Cit ies of Oxnard and Ventura should em phasize t raffic engineering 
as a m eans to m it igate the public safety concerns of red light  violat ions, 
in addit ion to the installat ion of autom ated RLC enforcem ent .            
(C-07, C-08)  

The Cit ies of Oxnard and Ventura should cont inue to address public 
safety concerns with the use of RLCs as an enhancement  to t radit ional 
enforcem ent  of red light  violat ions by uniform ed police officers.         
(C-01, C-02)  

The Cit ies of Oxnard and Ventura should add the m inim um  dollar  
am ount  of the fine to signage alert ing the public at  RLC-enforced 
intersect ions. (C-08)  

Responses 

Responses Required From :  
City Council,  City of Ventura (R-01 through R-05)  
City Council,  City of Oxnard (R-03 through R-05)  
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At tachm ent - 0 2  

Grand Jury- Observed Yellow  Lig ht  I nterva ls: Oxnard and Ventura  
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Approach to 
Watch 

#1 
Watch 

#2  
Watch 

#3  Time MUTCD Notes 
Group #1        
Rose at 
Gonzales South Bound 4.47 4.35 4.34 4.39 4.3 45 MPH Posted 

 
South Left 
Arrow 4.25 4.35 4.20 4.27   

 
South Right 
Arrow 2.87 3.00 3.03 2.97   

        
Lockwood 
at Rose South Bound 4.56 4.63 4.55 4.58 4.3 

1st Traffic Light  
North  

  2.90 3.10 3.64   
Chavez at 
Rose North 4.31 4.29 4.25 4.28 4.3 

1st Traffic Light 
South  

        
Group #2        
        
Gonzales 
at Ventura 
Bl East Bound 4.68 4.60 4.66 4.65 4.3 45 MPH Posted 
 East Left Arrow 3.00 3.03 3.00 3.01   
        
Lantana at 
Gonzales West Bound 4.56 4.54 4.48 4.53 4.3 1st Traffic Light East 
        
Gallatin at 
Gonzales East Bound 4.40 4.56 4.40 4.45 4.3 

1st Traffic Light 
West 

        
Group #3        
        
Gonzales 
at Snow West Bound 4.62 4.63 4.53 4.59 4.3 45 MPH Posted 
 West Left Arrow 2.87 3.00 2.94 2.94   
        
Gonzales 
at Entrada East Bound 4.56 4.50 4.58 4.55 4.3 

1st Traffic Light 
West 

 East Left Arrow 2.66 3.86 3.19 3.53  #1 not counted 
        
Snow at 
Gonzales South Bound 3.06 2.91  2.99 3.0 25 MPH Posted 
        
Group #4        
        
Mills At 
Telegraph North Bound 3.85 3.71 3.88 3.81 3.6 35 MPH Posted  

 
North Left 
Arrow 3.50 3.47 3.52 3.50   

 
North Right 
Arrow 3.41 3.47 3.47 3.45   

___________________________________________________________________________ 
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Approach to 
Watch 

#1 
Watch 

#2  
Watch 

#3  Time MUTCD Notes 
Mills at  
Costal 
View North Bound  4.00 3.97 3.97 3.98 3.6 

1st Traffic Light 
South 

        
Loma Vista 
At Mills West Left Arrow 2.99 3.06 2.98 3.01 N/A 35 MPH Posted 
        
Group #5        
        
Victoria at 
Moon South Bound 4.31 4.19 4.15 4.22 3.9 40 MPH N of Moon 

 
South Left 
Arrow 3.54 3.50 4.00 3.68 3.6 35 MPH S of Moon 

        
Victoria at 
Cirvocet South Bound 4.06 4.07 3.96 4.03 3.9 

1st Traffic Light 
North 

 
South Left 
Arrow 2.97 3.00 3.00 2.99   

        
Victoria at  
Ventura South Bound 4.75 4.88 4.56 4.73 3.6 

1st Traffic Light 
South 

 
South Left 
Arrow 3.87 4.03 4.05 3.98   

Group #6        
        
Telegraph 
at Victoria  East Bound 5.03 5.00 5.17 5.07 3.9 40 MPH Posted 
 East Left Arrow 3.34 3.53 3.10 3.32   
        
Telegraph 
at Saratoga East Bound 4.87 4.72 4.69 4.76 3.9 

1st Traffic Light 
West 

        
Telegraph 
at Lark West Bound 5.01 4.91 4.80 4.91 3.9 1st Traffic Light East 
 West Let Arrow 2.87 3.03 2.90 2.93   
Group #7        
        
California 
at 
Thompson North Bound 2.97 3.07 2.94 2.99 3.0 25 MPH Posted 

 
North Left 
Arrow 3.03 2.97 2.95 2.98   

California 
at Santa 
Clara South Bound 4.00 3.94 4.03 3.99 3.0 

1st Traffic Light 
North 

        
California 
at Main South Bound 3.90 3.85 3.84 3.86 3.0 

2nd Traffic Light 
North 
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At tachm ent - 0 3  
“Exhibit  D” Com pensat ion &  Pr icing,  Cont ract  betw een City of Ventura 

and Redflex  Traff ic System s,  I nc., pages 4  through 6  
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At tachm ent - 0 4  
Grand Jury- Observed Yellow  Light  I nterva ls: City of Ventura 

I ntersect ion at  California  and Thom pson 
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Ventura County 2 0 0 8  –  2 0 0 9  Grand Jury Fina l Repor t  

 

Location Approach to 
Watch 

#1 
Watch 

#2 
Watch 

#3 Time MUTCD Notes 
10:45 AM 
 4-24-09 Observation       

        
Intersection #1        

Thompson at 
Chestnut West Bound #1 3.97 3.97 3.97 3.97 3.6 35 MPH Posted 

 West Bound #2 4.12 4.16 4.20 4.16  
1st Traffic Light 

East 

        

Intersection #2        
Thompson at 

Kalorama West Bound #1 3.85 4.03 3.84 3.91 3.6 
2nd Traffic Light  

East 

 West Bound #2 3.97 4.06 4.03 4.02  35 MPH Posted 

        

Intersection #3        
Thompson at 

Oak East Bound #1 4.00 3.97 3.87 3.95 3.2 
1st Traffic Light 

West 

 East Bound #2 4.06 3.94 3.96 3.99  30 MPH posted 

        

Intersection #4        
Thompson at 

Figueroa East Bound #1 4.10 3.90 3.97 3.99 3.2 
2nd Traffic Light 

West 

 East Bound #2 4.03 3.93 3.91 3.96  30 MPH posted 

        

Intersection #5        
California at 
Santa Clara South Bound #1 3.87 4.00 3.91 3.93 3.0 

1st Traffic Light 
North 

 South Bound #2 4.03 3.94 3.90 3.96  25 MPH 

        

Intersection #6        
California at 

Main South Bound #1 4.09 3.91 4.06 4.02 3.0 
2nd Traffic Light 

North 

 South Bound #2 4.19 4.00 3.85 4.01  25 MPH 

        

Intersection #7        
California at 
Thompson North Bound #1 3.00 3.00 3.03 3.01 3.0 25 MPH 

 North Bound #2 3.09 2.97 2.93 3.00   

 
North Left Arrow 

#1 2.97 3.07 3.05 3.03   

 
North Left Arrow 

#2 3.09 3.04 3.07 3.07   

        
California at 
Thompson South Bound #1 3.03 2.96 3.06 3.02 3.0 25 MPH 

 South Bound #2 3.02 3.00 2.94 2.99   

 
South Left 
Arrow #1 3.12 2.94 3.00 3.02   

 
South Left 
Arrow #2 3.07 3.07 2.84 2.99   
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