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What is Vision Zero Network?

Resources

Discussions & Webinars

Peer exchange

Policy Initiatives

Events

Learn more at visionzeronetwork.org



Vision Zero Network Webinars





Managing speed is a critical component of 
advancing Vision Zero
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Roadway deaths in U.S. show racial & income disparities  

Source: Dangerous by Design

● People walking  in low income 
communities are 3x more likely to 
be killed 

● Black road users are killed in 
traffic crashes at a rate ~30% 
higher than white road users

● Indigenous road users are killed in 
crashes at 2x the national rate



Top Strategies to Manage Speeds
1. Design streets for safety over speed
2. Set appropriate speed limits
3. Leverage technology to manage speeds

7

>>>> Speed technology alone will not improve safety. It must be paired with robust 
and comprehensive street designs and speed limits that encourage safety



The role of speed cameras in the Safe System Approach



Fair Warnings: Recommendations to Promote Equity in Speed 
Safety Camera Programs

Consideration and Placement 
of Speed Safety Cameras

Financial Considerations

Use of Funds 
Generated

Program Expenses

Monitoring and Evaluation





“Care should be taken to avoid burdensome and excessive fines, late fees, 
license suspension, or vehicle immobilization (e.g., by booting or impounding a 
vehicle) as these raise significant equity concerns for underserved 
communities and may contribute to a cycle of poverty. Innovative methods 
may be piloted and evaluated to ensure collection of non-fine based penalties 
consistent with local and State law, including community service.”

- USDOT’s Speed Safety Camera Program Planning 
and Operations Guide guide, 2023,



Consideration and Placement of Speed Safety 
Cameras Streets with Speeding 

Vehicles (11 MPH Over Limit)
• Measured by speed studies or speed & 
volume counts

Streets with History of 
Speed-Related Collisions
• Measured by geo-located historical 
collision & injury data

Neighborhoods with 
Vulnerable Road Users
• Measured by concentrations of land 
uses like schools, senior service sites, 
parks, commercial areas, etc.

Streets with More 
Infrastructure Risk
• Measured by presence of 
uncontrolled crosswalks, wide street 
widths, etc.

Streets Where Engineering 
Tools Have Not Reduced 
Speeds
• Measured by post-implementation 
vehicle speeds

Example: San 
Francisco



Examples
● New York City: Flat fine of 

$50

● Minnesota: First offense = 
warning; second offense = 
free traffic safety course, no 
fine. Third offense = $40 fine.

● Washington D.C.: Planned 
pilot offers 50% fine 
reduction SNAP-recipient 
households

Financial Considerations

Source: Center for Court Innovation



Example: California 

● 80% reduction for people classified as 
“indigent” under state law

● 50% reduction for those with incomes up 
to 250% of the federal poverty level

● Payment plans available to those below a 
designated income level
○ Monthly installments capped at $25
○ Processing fees limited $5 or less

Financial Considerations

Source: Arlington County Equity Lens



Example: Washington State

● Revenue must be used for roadway 
safety projects: Complete Streets; 
traffic calming, etc.

● Must dedicate revenue to projects in 
low-income and high-crash areas

● 25% of revenue —> state active 
transportation safety

Use of Funds Generated

Source: Seattle Vision Zero



● California: Excess revenue 
directed to traffic calming within 
3 years or redirected to the 
state’s Active Transportation 
Program. 

● Connecticut: Excess revenue 
must fund transportation mobility 
and infrastructure. Municipalities 
must document usage for future 
program approvals.

Other Examples:

Use of Funds Generated



Examples:

● California: Only local departments of 
transportation can operate the program

● Minnesota: Prohibits the program from 
being enforced “through or in 
substantive coordination” with law 
enforcement

● Washington D.C.: Program moved from 
Police Department to Department of 
Transportation in 2019

Program Administration

Source: SFMTA



Example:  California

Monitoring and Evaluation

● Jurisdictions must use excess 
revenue (beyond administrative 
costs) for traffic calming 
measures within 3 years.

● If traffic calming measures are 
not implemented by the third 
year, excess revenue is 
redirected to the state’s Active 
Transportation Program 

Source: SFMTA



Example:  San Francisco

Monitoring and Evaluation

Source: SFMTA

Since the Speed Safety Camera Pilot 
Program has launched in March, early results 
show:

● More than 70% of vehicles that 
were issued a warning have not 
received a second

● Average daily speeding events 
dropped over 30% between week 
one and week seven 

● High-volume locations saw 
between 40% and 63% decreases 
in speeding.



Fair Warnings:
Recommendations to 

Promote Equity in Speed 
Safety Camera Programs

visionzeronetwork.org

Tiffany
tiffany@visionzeronetwork.org

www.visionzeronetwork.org

http://www.visionzeronetwork.org
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