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ORDINANCE V22725

AN ORDINANCE relating to enforcement of traffic infractions and amending Seattle Municipal
Code Section 11.31.090 and Seattle Municipal Code Subsection 11.31.120 C to provide
that violations of Seattle Municipal Code Section 11.52.100 may be enforced through the
use of evidence detected by an automated traffic safety camera and providing penalties
for such violations.

WHEREAS, RCW 46.63.170 authorizes the use of automated traffic safety cameras for
enforcement of traffic violations at two-arterial intersections, railroad crossings, and
., school speed zones; and -

WHEREAS, the City Counc1l has previously authonzed automated traffic safety camera
enforcement at two-arterial intersections for violations of Seattle Municipal Code
Sections 11.50. 140 and 11.50.150; and

_‘WHEREAS use of automated traffic safety cameras w1ll enhance enforcement of speeding

violations in school speed zones, thereby lowering speeds and decreasing the likelihood
of pedestrian-traffic collisions and associated disabling injuries; and :

WHEREAS, the City Council included funding in the 2008 Adopted Budget for implementation
of a pilot project to test the use of automated traffic safety cameras for speed control in
school zones; NOW, THEREFORE

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

‘Section 1. Seattle Municipal Code Section 11.31.090 (added as a new section by
Ordinance No. 121944, Section 3 and amended by O_rciinance No. 122554) is amended as

follows:

SMC 11.31.090 Traffic infractions detected through the use of an automated traffic safety

camera.

A A notice of infraction based on evidence detected through the use of an automated

traffic safety camera must be mailed to the registered owner of the vehicle within fourteen (14)
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days of the violation, or to the renter of a vehicle within fourteen (14) dayé of establishing the
renter's name and address under subsection C1 of this ‘section; The peace officer issuing the.
notice of infractién shall include with it a certificate or facsimile there(;f, based upon inspection
of photographs, microphotographs, or electronic images produced by an automated traffic safety
camera,.étating 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

of Section 11.50.140((e¥)), Section 11.50.150 or Section 11.52.100. 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.

B. A person receiving such a notice of infraction may respond to the notice by mail.

- The registered owner of a vehicle is responsible' for such an infraction unless the registered

‘owner overcomes the presumption in subsection E of this section, or, in the case of a rental car

business, satisfies the conditions under subsection C of this section. If appropriate under the
circumstances, a renter identified under subsection C1 of this section is _responsiblé for such an

infraction.

C. If the registered owner of the vehicle is a rental car business, the peace officer shall,

before such 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 eighteen (18) days of.receiving the written notice, provide to the peace officer by return

mail:

1

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
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2. A statement under oath that the business is unable to determine who was driving or

renting the vehicle at the time the infraction occurred; or |

3. Inlieu of identifying the vehicle operator, the rental car business may pay. the

anplicable penalty.

Timely mailing of this statement to the peace officer relieves a rental car business of

any liability under this chapter for the notice of infraction.

D. For the. purposes of this section, "automated traffic éafety camera" means a device
that uses a vehicle sensor installed to work in conjunction with an intersection traffic control
system or speed measuring device, and a camera synchronized to automatically record one (1) or
more sequenced photoéraphs, 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

exceeds a speed limit in a school speed zone as detected by a speed measuring device.

E. Ina traffic infraction case involving an infraction detected through the use of an

automated traffic safety camera, proof that the particular vehicle described in the notice of traffic

infraction was in violation of Section 11.50.140((e¥)), Section 11.50.150, or Section 1l1.52..1A00,-
togcthér with proof that the person named in the noticc of trafﬁc infraction was at the time of the
violation the registered owner of the veniclé, constitutes in evidence a prima facie presumption
that the registered ownef of the vehicie was the..person in control of the vehicle at the ‘point ,

where, and for the time during which, the violation occurred. This presumption may be

- overcome only if the registered owner states, under oath, in a written statement to the court or in

1

testimony before the court that the vehicle involved was, at the time, stolen or in the care,
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custody, or control of some person other than the regiStered owner. ((-ews-o£2005;-chapter

%seeﬁea—paad-kw&mqéa))

Section 2. Seattle Municipal Code'Section 11.31.120 C (added as a new subsection by

Ordinance No. 121944, Sectiyoﬁ'4 and amended by Ordinance No. 122554) is amended as

follows:
SMC 11.31.120 Monetary penalties.
'* * * '
" C. A traffic infraction for violation of Section 11 .50.140((9?)), Section 11.50.150, or

Section 11.52.100 detected thrbugh the use of an automated traffic safety camera shall be

- processed in the same manner as a parking infraction, with a monetary penalty equal to the total

penalty, including the base penalty plus any statutory asseésrnents authorized under state law, for

((similar)) violations of ((traffie-contrel-signals)) such Sections otherwise detected by a pblice

officer.

Section 3. On or before September 1, 2009, the Executive will provide a report on the
“effectiveness of the use of automated trafﬁc' safety camera enforcement in school zones. If,

based on the findings of this réport, the City decides to continue the use of this enforcement

mechanism, the Council intends to consider whether to designate the net revenues generated

from such enforcement efforts for costs associated with making pedestrian improvements. |

Section 4. This ordinahce shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from and after
its approval by the Mayor,'but if not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days |

after presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.
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Passed by the City Council the Qaﬁilay of T\A/hQ/ ) , 2008, and

signed by me in open sessiorn in authentication of its passage this

o

Qa dayof Ym0 ,2008.

2SS

Pfesident  of the City Council
Approved by me thlsq’s day of g W ,2008.
Gregory.J.Wickels, Mayor
Filed by me this 2.5 day of Yo ™~ ,2008
4 ., B /—"#‘_“__ s
. N——/‘ ~
ityClerk = v =

(Seal)

R
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FISCAL NOTE FOR NON-CAPITAL PROJECTS
Department: | Conta;ct Person/Phone: DOF Ahalyst/Phoné:
| Seattle Police Department | Mike Quinn/615-1230 | Greg Doss/615-1759 |
, Leglslatlon Title:

AN ORDINANCE relating to enforcement of traffic infractions and amending Seattle Municipal

Code Section 11.31.090 and Seattle Municipal Code Subsection 11.31.120 C to provide that

violations of Seattle Municipal Code Section 11.52.100 may be enforced through the use of

evidence detected by an automated traffic safety camera and providing penalties for such S oA

violations. ' '
)

e Summary of the Legislation:

This legislation does two things: 1) it provides the City with authority to use automated traffic
safety cameras to detect speed violations in school zones, as authorized in RCW 46.63.170; and
2) it provides that the penalty for violations of SMC 11.52.100 (school zone speed violations)
detected by an automated traffic safety camera will be the same as the total penalty for violations
of this section detected by a police officer. The monetary penalty for violation of this Code
section is currently set at $189. In the future, the penalty for camera-generated violations will
track the total penalty for officer-generated violations.

o Background: (Include bfief description of the purpose and context oflegislation and
include record of previous legislation and funding history, if applicable):

Following enactment of state enabling legislation, Ordinance No. 121944, enacted by the
Council in September 2005, created SMC Section 11.31.090, which authorized the City to use
automated camera equipment to detect violations of circular red signals at two-arterial
intersections. Ordinance 122554, which passed in November 2007, amended the original
legislation to allow for use of automated cameras to detect violations of red arrow signals. This
ordinance also set the monetary penalty for camera-detected violations of red light s1gnals to
equal the officer- detected violation.

The 2008 Adopted Budget contains $176,000 for the Seattle Police Department to develop and .
implement a one-year pilot project designed to test the feasibility and effectiveness of automated
cameras for detecting speed violations in school zones, as authorized in RCW 46.63.170. The
intent of the pilot is to ascertain the degree to which cameras are effective for lowering speeds in
school zones, thereby decreasmg the likelihood of pedestrlan-vehlcle collisions and associated
disabling injuries.

This legislation is needed to implement the pilot project.



Mike Quinn/mq

SPD Speed Cameras FISC
05/02/2008 ‘

Version #1

o Please check one of the following:

This legislation does not have any financial implications. (Stop here and delete the
remainder of this document prior to saving and printing. )

) __ X __ This legislation has financial lmpllcatlons (Please complete all relevant sections that
follow ) -

Appropriations: This table should reflect appropriations that are a direct result of this
legislation. In the event that the project/programs associated with this.ordinance had, or will
have, appropriations in other legislation, please provide details in the Notes section below

Fund Name and Department | Budget Control 2008 2009 Anticipated
. Number Level* Appropriation Appropriation

TOTAL
*See budget book to obtain the appropriate Budget Control Level for your department.

Notes: The 2008 Adopted Budget authorized a $1 76,000 appropriation for SPD to implement
a pilot project designed to test the feasibility and effectiveness of cameras for detecting speed
violations i in school zones.

Anticipated Revenue/Reimbursement: Resulting From This Legislation: This table should
reflect revenues/reimbursements that are a direct result of this legislation. In the event that the
issues/projects associated with this ordinance/resolution have revenues or reimbursements that
were, or will be, received because of previous or future legislation or budget actions, please
provide details in the Notes section below the table. :

Fund Name and Department Revenue Source 2008 2009
| Number ‘ . : Revenue Revenue

TOTAL

‘

'Notes: As a new project, it is not possible to precisely estimate the revenues that will be
produced by automated speed enforcement in school zones. The Request for Proposals issued
in connection with this project will give preference to bidders offering to hold the City
harmless in the event revenues do not equal or exceed vendor costs.

Total Reguiar Positions Created, Modified, Or Abrogated Through This Legislation,
Including FTE Impact: This table should only reflect the actual number of positions affected

by this legislation. In the event that positions have been, or will be, created as a result of other
legislation, please provide details in the Notes section below the table.

G\.ERK :
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Position Title and Position # Fund PT/FT 2008 .| 2008 2009 2009

Department for Existing | Name Positions | FTE | Positions* | FTE*
.. | Positions &# ‘ L

TOTAL

* 2009 positions and FTE are total 2009 position changes resulting from this legislation, not

incremental changes. Therefore, under 2009, please be sure to include any continuing positions

Jfrom 2008.

Notes: Not Applicable.

-« Do positions sunset in the future? (Ifyes, identify sunset date):

Not Applicable.

Spending/Cash Flow: This table should be completed only in those cases where part or all of
the funds authorized by this legislation will be spent in a different year than when they were
appropriated (e.g., as in the case of certain grants and capital projects). Details surrounding

" spending that will occur in future years should be provided in the Notes section below the table.

Fund Name & # Department | Budget Control 2008 + 2009 Anticipated

Level* Expenditures Expenditures -

TOTAL

* See budget book to obtain the appropriate Budget Control Level for your department

Notes: Not Applicable.

o What is the financial cost of not implementing the legislation? (Estimate the costs to the
City of not implementing the legislation, including estimated costs to maintain or expand an
existing facility or the cost avoidance due to replacement of an existing faczlzty potential

conflicts with regulatory requirements, or other potential costs zf the legzslatzon is not
implemented.)

Without this legislation, the Police Department thl not be able to implement the pilot project
* funded by the City Counc:l

o What are the possible alternatives to the legislation that could achieve the same or
similar objectives s? (Include any-potential alternatives to the proposed legislation, such as

reducing fee-supported activities, identifying outside funding sources for fee-supported
-activities, elc.)

None.
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e Is the legislation subject to public hearing requirements: (Ifyes, what public hearings
have been held to date, and/or what plans are in place to hold a public hearing(s) in the

Sfuture.)’
No.
‘o Other Issues (including long-term implications of the legislation): E

None.

Please list attachments to the fiscal note below:

None.

omy ).
CLERY/



Gregory J. Nickels, Mayor

(@:)IpCity of Seattle T .
~ Office of the Mayor | | |

May 20, 2008

Honorable Richard Conlin
President

Seattle City Council

City Hall, 2" Floor .

Dear Council President Conlin:

I am pleased to transmit the accompanying proposed Council Bill, which amends Seattle Municipal
Code (SMC) Section 11.31.090 and Subsection 11.31.120C to authorize the City to use automated
traffic safety cameras to detect speeding violations in school zones. The proposed ordinance also
sets the monetary penalty for camera-generated infractions equal to the total penalty for officer-
generated school zone irifractions, which is currently $189.

The City Council passed in 2006 legislation that authorized the use of traffic safety cameras to detect red
light violations. Last year, the Council passed legislation that made a traffic camera generated fine equal to
those issued by an officer. Like the preceding legislation, this ordinance would also set the monetary
penalty for camera-detected violations of speed zones equal the officer-detected violation.

The 2008 Adopted Budget included funding for a 12-month pilot project to test the feasibility and

effectiveness of automated traffic safety cameras for detecting speed violations in school zones, as
authorized in state law. The Municipal Code revisions that will be realized by the accompanying,

Council Bill are needed to implement the pilot project.

Thank you for your consideration of this legislation. Passage of the proposed Council Bill will
enable the City to prosecute speeding violations detected by automated camera equipment in school -
.zones in a manner that will enhance the safety of school children while providing equitable monetary
penalties that are consistent with officer-generated violations. Should you have questions, please
contact Deputy Chlef Clark Kimerer at 61 5 0764.

. Smcerely,

600 Fourth Avenue, 7'th Floor, P.O. Box 94749, Seattle, WA 98124-4749
Tel: (206) 684-4000, TDD: (206) 615-0476 Fax: (206) 684-5360, Email: mayors.office@seattle.gov
An equal employment opportumty, affirmative action employer. Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon re@
. : QLER
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ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE relating to enforcement of traffic infractions and
' Code Section 11.31.090 and Seattle Municipal Code Subsec
that violations of Seattle Municipal Code Section 11.52.1
use of evidence detected by an automated traffic safety
for such violations.

ding Seattle Municipal
»n 11.31.120 C to provide
may be enforced through the
era and providing penalties

WHEREAS, RCW 46.63.170 authorizes the use of ayfomated traffic safety cameras for
enforcement of traffic violations at two-arteffal intersections, railroad crossings, and
school speed zones; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has prev1ously thorized automated traffic safety camera
enforcement at two-arterial intersecifons for violations.of Seattle Municipal Code
Sections 11.50.140 and 11.50.150fand

WHEREAS, use of automated traffic fafety cameras will enhance enforcement of speeding
violations in school speed zghes, thereby lowering speeds and decreasing the likelihood
. of pedestrian-traffic colligfbns and associated disabling injuries; and

WHEREAS, the City Councijfincluded funding in tﬁe 2008 Adopted Budget for implementation
of a pilot project to yfst the use of automated traffic safety cameras for speed control in
school zones; NOY, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED P& THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

- Section }f Seattle Municipal Code Section 11.31.090 (added as a new section by

Ordinance No. #21944, Section 3 and amended by Ordinance No. 122554) is amended as
foHows:

SMC 11.31. 090 Trafﬁc mfractlons detected through the use of an automated trafﬁc safety
camera. .

A. A notice of infraction based on evidence detected through the use of an automated

traffic safety camera must be mailed to the registered owner of the vehicle within fourteen (14)

.
e
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days of the violation, or to the renter of a vehicle within fourteen (14) days of establishing the
renter's name and address under subsection C1 of this section. The:peace 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 # automated traffic safety

camera, stating the facts supporting the notice of infraction. Thi
facie evidence of the facts contained in it and is admissible in proceeding charging a violation
.52.100. The photographs,

rnicrophotographs; or electronic images evidencing the #iolation must be available for inspection

and adm_ission-into evidence in proceeding to adjuddcate the liability for the infraction.

B. A person receiving such a notice of jhfraction may respond to the notice by mail.
The registered owner of a vehicle is responsiblf for such an infraction unless the registered
’ . . . . . . \
owner overcomes the presumption in subsegfion E of this section, or, in the case of a rental car
business, satisfies the conditions under s
circumstances, a renter identified undef subsection C1 of this section is responsible for such an

infraction.

.C. Ifthe registered ovger of the vehicle is a rental car business, the peace officer shall,
before such a notice of 'infraxc 'Jlon is issued, provide a wfitten notice to the rental car b‘usiness that
a notice of infraction may é issued to the rental car business if the rental car business does not,

within eighteen (18) dé of receiving the written notice, provide to the peace officer by return

mail:
1

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

ertificate or facsimile is prima |.

Ciry
QLER®
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2. A statement under oath that the business is unable to determine who was driving or’

renting the vehicle at the time the infraction occurred; or

3. In lieu of identifying the vehicle operator, the rental car businegf may pay the

ai)plicable penalty.

Timely mailing of this statement to the peace officer reli a rental car business of

any liability under this chapter for the notice of infraction.

~

D. For the purposes of this section, "automated traffic safety camera" means a device

ith an intersection traffic control

system or speed measuring device, and a camera synchfonized to automatically record one (1) or
more sequenced photographs, microphotographs, oy/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

detected by a speed measuring device.

exceeds a speed limit in a school speed zone,

E. In a'traffic infraction case ifffolving an infraction detected through the use of an

infraction was in violation of Sectiglf 11.50.140((e%)), Section 11.50.150, or Section 1,1 .52.100,
together w.ith proof that the persoff named in the notice of traffic infraction was at the time of the
violation the registered owner gifthe vehicle, constitute; in evidence a prima facie presumpti‘on
that -the registered owner of tlfe vehicle was the person in control of the vehicle at the point
where, and for the time du | g which, the violation occurred. This presumption may be

overcome only if the regigtered owner states, under oath, in a written statement to the court or in

testimoﬁy before the court that the vehicle involved was, at the timé, stolen or in the éa‘re, '

at the particular vehicle described in the notice of traffic
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custody, or control of some person other than the registered owner. (((aw 2005 -chapte

H67section1-and RCW-46:63-075)))

follows: |

SMC 11.31.120 Monetary penalties. .

* * %

dtutory assessments authorized under state law, for

((éhﬁﬂar)) violations of ((t _ )) such Sections otherwise detected by a police

officer.
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Section 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from and after
its approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days

after presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Municipal Code Section 1.04.0

Passed by the City Council the day of - | , 2008, and
signed by me in open session in authentication of its passage this
_dayof , 2008.
President of the City Council
Approved by me this day of | , 2008.

Gyegory J. Nickels, Mayor

Filed by me this ____ day of , 2008.

City Clerk
(Seal)

§
CITY
CLERK/



STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY

~=858.

226272 No.
CITY OF SEATTLE,CLERKS OFFICE

Affidavit of Publication

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an authorized representative of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, a daily newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper of general circulation and it is now
and has been for more than six months prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in
the English language continuously as a daily newspaper in Seattle, King County, Washington, and it is now
and during all of said time was printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication of this
newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce was on the 12" day of June, 1941, approved as a legal
newspaper by the Superior Court of King County.

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in regular issues of The Daily Journal of

Commerce, which was regularly distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The annexed
notice, a

CT:122725 ORDINANCE
was published on

07/02/08

The amount of the fee charged for the foregoing publication is the sum of $ 252.90, which amount
has been paid in full.
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__Uity of Seattle |
|
ORDINANCE 122728
AN ORDINANCE relating to enforcoment
of traffic infractions and amending Seattle
Municipal Code 8ection 11,81.080 and Seattle (

Municipal Code Subsection 11,31.120 C to
rovide that violations of 8cattle Municipal {

ode Section 11.52.100 may be enforced
.through the uase of evidence detected by an
automated traffic safety camera and provid- ‘
‘ing penalties for such violations, d

WHEREAS, RCW 46.63.170 authorizes |
the use of automated traffic safety cameras {
for enforcement of traffic violationa at two. !

arterial inter: rajlroad and |
school spead zones; and
" WHEREAS, the City Council has re-‘

viously autharized automated traffic safety
camera enforcement at two-arterial intersec-,
tions for violations of Seattle Municipal Code
Sections 11.50.140 and 11.80.150; and

WHEREAS, use of automated traffic;
"safoty cameras will enhance enforcement;
of apeeding violations in school speed 7Ones,!
therahy lowering speeds and decreasing the'

likelihood of pedestrian-traffic collisions and
associated disabling injuries; and i

WHEREAS, the cng Council includ:
ed funding in the 2008 Adopted Budget
for implementation of a pilot project to test
the use of automated traffic safety camer-
'ﬁl“il %rn speed control in achool zones; NOW,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OFX
SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS: ' ‘

¢ Becti 1. Seattlo Municipal Code’
Section 11.81.090 (added as a new section by ,
' Ordinance No. 121944, Section 8 and amend-
- ad by Ordinance No. 122684) is amended as |
follows: )

SMC 11.81.080 Traffic infractions
detected through the use of an auto-,
mated traffic saloty camera.

A. A notice of infraction based on evi-
dence detected through the uee of an auto- |
- mated traffic safety camera muat be mailed
to the registered ownar of the vehicle with.
in fourteen #14) days of the violation, or to!
the renter of a vehicle within fourteen (14)!
days of establishing the renter's name and"
1 address under subsection C1 of this sec:;
tion. The peace officer issuing the notice of|
" infraction shall include with 1t a certificate.
, or facsimile thereof, based upon inspection’
. of photographs, microphotographs, or elec-!
tronic images produced by an automated,
« traffic safoty camera, stating the facts sup- |
porting the notice of infraction. This certifi- |
cate or faceimile is prima facie evidence of !
" the facts contained in it and is admissible in
' a proceeding charging a violation of Section |
11.50.140((0’??‘. Bection 11.60,150
. e photographs, microphoto-
» graphs, or electronic images evidencing the
| violation must be available for inapection and
admission into avidencs in a proceeding to
\adjudicate the liability for the infraction,
i

B. A peraon receiving such a notice of
infraction may respond to the notice by mail.
Tho registered owner of a vehicle is respon- |
sible for such an infraction unless the reg-
,istered owner overcomes the presumption in
+subsection E of this section, or, in the case
,of a rental car business, satisfies the condi-

tions under subsection C of this section. If
' appropriate under the circumstances, a rent. -{
- or identified under subsection C1 of this sec- {
, tion is responsible for such an infraction.

C. If the registered owner of the vehicle s
a rental car business, the peace officer shall, |

{
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Passed by the it

| of June, 2008, and o yncg \;Jncil the 23rd day f

8ion in authentj 8ned by me in open gog.
ay of June, 203:‘0" ofita passage this 29rq

Nick Licata
Prosident of tha City Counci]
A .
zooa.pproved by me this 26th day of June, !

Gregory J. N?cke]s, Mayor
Filed by me this 25,

h day of June, 2008 J
(Seal) Judith Pippin )
City Clerk -

Date of publication |

uly 2, 2
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