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Speed Safety System Impact Report 

City of Long Beach 

 

1. OVERVIEW 
The City of Long Beach (“City”) is participating in the Speed Safety System Pilot Program 

authorized by California Assembly Bill 645 (AB 645) to address vehicle speeding and improve 

safety on high-risk roadways. In October 2023, the California State Legislature passed AB 

645. The bill authorizes a City’s Transportation or Public Works Department to initiate and 

operate a Speed Safety System Pilot Program (“Pilot Program”) under specific conditions and 

guidelines outlined in California Vehicle Code (CVC) §§ 22425-22431. The Pilot Program may 

only operate for a maximum of five years, with an ending date before January 1, 2032. Other 

Cities selected for the Pilot Program are Los Angeles, San Jose, Oakland, Glendale, and San 

Francisco. 

 

The Pilot Program duration is to begin after issuance of the first speed warning notice. Only 

vehicles traveling faster than the posted speed limit may be cited in accordance with the CVC. 

Before the Pilot Program may begin, the City Council shall adopt a Speed Safety System Use 

Policy (“Use Policy”) and a Speed Safety System Impact Report (“Impact Report”) in 

accordance with the requirements of CVC § 22425(g) and CVC § 22425(h). 

 

This Impact Report details the benefits, operational framework, potential impacts, equity 

considerations, and community engagement associated with the Public Works Department's 

use of Automated Speed Enforcement technology (hereinafter collectively referred to as 

"Technology" or “ASE” or “ASE Technology”). Long Beach’s approach draws on best practices 

from peer jurisdictions also selected for the Pilot Program to ensure effective, equitable, and 

transparent implementation. 
 

2. FOUNDATIONAL POLICIES 
Vision Zero 
The City of Long Beach passed a Vision Zero resolution in May 2016 with the goal of 

eliminating traffic fatalities and serious injuries among all road users by 2026. This Vision 

Zero goal led Public Works to the development of the Systemic Safety Analysis Report in 

2017, which identified corridors and locations where fatal and severe injury crashes occur 

most frequently, as shown in Appendix 3. Subsequently, the 2020 Safe Streets Long Beach, a 

Vision Zero Action plan (“Safe Streets Plan”) identified specific multi-departmental actions and 

programs to reduce severe crash risk and solicited feedback from the public on types of 

programs and projects that should be prioritized. One such prioritized program was policy 

reform to allow for ASE (Action 2.3). The Safe Streets Plan calls for deployment of automated 

technology as a means of increasing safety enforcement in an unbiased manner (Supporting 



 
 
 
 

Page 2 of 41 
 

Department of Public Works  
411 W. Ocean Boulevard 

Long Beach, CA 90802 

(562) 570-6041   FAX (562) 570-6012 

Action S.13). This 2020 document includes a goal to implement automated enforcement 

technology within six years, or by 2026. 

 

Framework for Reconciliation 
In June 2020, the Long Beach City Council adopted Resolution No. 20-0076 acknowledging 

racism as a public health crisis and adopted the Framework for Reconciliation in Long Beach. 

This Framework led to the Racial Equity and Racial Reconciliation Initiative – Initial Report 

(RERRI) which identifies goals and processes to combat systemic racism. Included in the 

RERRI were goals to transform the internal structure of the City government. One of the 

primary goals of the RERRI is to design and invest in community safety and violence 

prevention. One of the listed Potential Actions to achieve this goal is to “invest in 

civilianization of services that can be performed by civilian staff rather than Police Officers” 

(Potential Action 2.1D). 

 

3. PURPOSE OF SPEED SAFETY SYSTEM 
The City has committed to the elimination of fatal crashes and aims to promote social justice 

through civilian enforcement of traffic safety laws. These goals are aligned with the Pilot 

Program authorized under CVC §§ 22425-22431. The Safe Streets Plan demonstrates that 

excessive speed is a leading cause of serious and fatal traffic collisions in Long Beach. The 

Pilot Program is designed to address this critical public safety issue by detecting and citing 

speeding vehicles in areas at high risk of speeding behavior, thereby promoting safer driving 

conditions and protecting lives. 

 

ASE is recognized nationally as an effective traffic safety tool, with studies by the National 

Transportation Safety Board showing reductions in roadway fatalities and serious injuries in 

areas where speed safety systems are deployed. The Technology functions to enforce vehicle 

speed laws effectively and efficiently. This use supports the City’s mission to achieve zero 

traffic-related fatalities (Safe Streets Plan), as traffic enforcement is a critical component of 

the “three E’s” of Vision Zero: education, engineering, and enforcement. 

 

As an authorized Pilot City under CVC § 22425, Long Beach must administer any ASE 

Technology within the Department of Public Works (Public Works). 
 

Authorized Use(s): 
1. Enforce speed limits on City streets in accordance with CVC sections 22425-22431 

2. Analysis of and report on ASE, as required under the Pilot Program 
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4. OPERATIONAL FRAMEWORK 
The location and quantity of speed enforcement systems within Long Beach are regulated 

by CVC § 22425. The law allows for the deployment of eighteen (18) systems during the City’s 

Pilot Program, as listed and shown in Appendices 1 and 2 respectively. The placement of 

those 18 devices is authorized only within areas that satisfy at least one of the following three 

primary criteria: 

 

1. Safety Corridors: Streets meeting the State of California Department of 

Transportation (“Caltrans”) definition of a high-injury “Safety Corridor,” per Section 

2B.13 of the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD 2014 

Rev. 7). 

2. Documented Speed or Street Takeovers: Locations where law enforcement has 

responded to four or more incidents of speed contests or motor vehicle exhibitions 

or street takeovers within the past two years (2022-2023) as shown in Appendix 3. 

3. School Zones: Streets adjacent to schools, subject to statutory time-of-day 

restrictions. 

 

CVC § 22425(b)(3) dictates the locations of the systems must be geographically and 

socioeconomically diverse to reduce concentration of system devices within specific 

communities. The system location requirement within CVC § 22425(e) prohibits the 

deployment of ASE systems on State highways administered by Caltrans, which in Long 

Beach includes State Route 1 (Pacific Coast Highway) and State Route 22 (7th Street, east of 

Pacific Coast Highway). 

 

To optimize the effectiveness of the Pilot Program, while satisfying the mandate for 

geographic and socioeconomic diversity, Public Works intends to deploy enforcement 

systems based on two (2) prioritization methods, as shown in Appendices 1 and 2: 

 

1. Half of the speed safety systems, equivalent to nine (9) systems, will be deployed in 

areas that most thoroughly correlate to Safety Corridors, Documented Speed or 

Street Takeovers, and School Zone metrics. Beginning with Safety Corridors as the 

primary criteria, street segments were analyzed to determine the frequency of 

speeding and street takeovers, with additional weighting applied to segments located 

within designated school zones. 

2. For the remaining (9) systems, each will be assigned within an individual Council 

District boundaries in an eligible location, referencing the same weighted rankings as 

Prioritization Method 1.  

 

  

https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/safety-programs/documents/ca-mutcd/rev7/camutcd2014-part2-chap2b-rev7-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/safety-programs/documents/ca-mutcd/rev7/camutcd2014-part2-chap2b-rev7-a11y.pdf
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Detection and Imaging Devices 
The system will utilize fixed and mobile radar- or lidar-based cameras, or other approved 

electronic devices, capable of detecting a vehicle exceeding the posted speed limit and 

capturing a clear image of the vehicle’s rear license plate. 

 

Key ASE Functions 
1. Detection of vehicles traveling 11 miles per hour (“mph”) or more above the posted 

speed limit. 

2. Automatic capture of photographic evidence, limited to the rear license plate and 

excluding identifiable images of drivers, passengers, or bystanders. 

3. Secure transmission of violation data, including speed readings, date, time, and 

location, through encrypted cellular communication to a back-end processing system. 

4. Storage, access, review of images and data only by authorized Public Works personnel 

or their contracted vendor. 

 

The ASE Technology is designed to comply fully with CVC § 22425(l) by ensuring: 

 

1. Images and data of non-violating vehicles are not retained. 

2. Photographs not resulting in speed violations are destroyed within five (5) business 

days. 

3. Data is used solely to support the Pilot Program and is not shared with local, state or 

federal law enforcement for immigration enforcement or unrelated purposes, except 

as required by law. 

 

Warning Issuance 
The City will operate the program in an initial warning phase, in accordance with CVC §§ 

22425-22431. During this period, all vehicles detected by the ASE Technology traveling 11 

mph or more over the posted speed limit will be identified, and the registered owner will 

receive a warning notice. 

 

The warning notice phase will serve as an educational tool in providing drivers with clear 

notice of the new enforcement system and an opportunity to adjust their driving behaviors 

accordingly. Warning notices will be issued for the first 60 calendar days only after each 

location has been deployed and the full system has begun its operation. The notices shall be 

mailed to the registered owner of the vehicle within fifteen (15) calendar days of the violation 

in accordance with CVC § 22426(d). The notice will make clear that the violation does not 

carry a penalty and shall include information relevant to the location, date, time, and posted 

speed limit of where the violation occurred. After the 60-day warning period, the system will 

transition to full enforcement, at which point valid citations will be issued in accordance with 

CVC §§ 22425-22431. 
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Citation Issuance Process 
When potential speed violation is detected, the following will apply: 

 

1. The ASE Technology captures and stores photographic and radar/lidar evidence of 

the vehicle. 

2. Trained Public Works staff will review the evidence to confirm the speed violation. 

3. If confirmed, a citation is issued to the registered vehicle’s owner through the 

Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) records. 

4. Notices of violation will include: 

a. The applicable section of CVC §§ 22425-22431. 

b. Images of the vehicle’s rear license plate. 

c. The date, time, and location of the speed violation. 

5. Citations are mailed to vehicle owners via the U.S. Postal Service. 

 

No individual will be penalized under the Pilot Program if already cited by a law enforcement 

officer for the same speed violation. 

 

5. DEPLOYMENT LOCATIONS AND CRITERIA 
In accordance with CVC § 22425(b)(2)(C), Public Works will deploy up to 18 speed safety 

systems. Locations will be selected based on the following criteria: 

 

1. Safety Corridors 
CVC § 22425(b)(1) authorizes systems on streets meeting the standards of a Safety Corridor 

under CVC § 22358.7. The Safe Streets Plan (2020) established the High Injury Network (HIN), 

a subset of the City’s overall roadway network with high-crash occurrences developed based 

on Fatal and Serious Injury data. The HIN satisfies the Safety Corridor standards of CVC 

22358.7. The initial HIN was defined using collision data from 2013-2017. An updated 

analysis of data from 2017-2021 has been used to prioritize segments for the speed safety 

system. 

 

2. Speeding Contests and Exhibitions of Speed 
Streets which have had a high number of incidents of motor vehicle speed contests and/or 

motor vehicle exhibitions of speed are eligible for speed safety systems. For the purposes of 

this provision, a high number of incidents is defined as calls for law enforcement to respond 

to the area for at least four separate incidences of motor vehicle speed contests or motor 

vehicle exhibitions of speed within the last two years before the placement of the speed 

safety system. Staff used call logs from the Long Beach Police Department (LBPD) for 

calendar years 2022 and 2023 to determine corridors with substantial calls for enforcement.  

 

3. School Zones 
Speed safety systems are also permitted in school zones. If a speed safety system is deployed 

in a school zone and the school zone has a higher posted speed limit when children are not 
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present, the system may only enforce the school zone speed limit up to one hour before the 

regular school session begins, 10 minutes after school begins, one hour during lunch period, 

and up to one hour after regular school session concludes. For these school zones, flashing 

beacons activated by a time clock, other automatic devices, or manual activation shall be 

installed on a school zone sign and be active to indicate the times during which the school 

zone speed limit is enforced with a speed safety system. 

 

The City will factor geographic and socioeconomic diversity in the placement of speed safety 

systems to ensure deployment across varied communities pursuant to CVC § 22425(b)(3). 

 

ASE systems are one of many effective tools in deterring high-speed driving. The City has 

employed other physical traffic-calming tactics to deter motorists from speeding, including 

raised elements (traffic circles, diverter medians), reconfigured intersections (bulb-outs, 

protected intersections), and road diets (replacing a travel lane with angled parking or bike 

lanes). In areas where these physical treatments are infeasible, ASE Technology should be 

prioritized. Bulb-outs may be less effective along truck routes where larger vehicles require 

broader turns to navigate corners. Road diets may be infeasible where significant volumes 

of regional traffic or high-quality transit service require multiple lanes. Corridors such as 

these received additional consideration for device placement.  

 

To allow for program flexibility, Public Works has identified a broader set of candidate 

locations than the 18 allowed speed safety system locations. This ensures secondary 

locations in case of ineffectiveness, or unforeseen technical, legal, or community challenges. 

 

Evaluation and Relocation of Speed Safety Systems 
In accordance with CVC § 22425(p), each deployed speed safety system will be evaluated 

within 18 months of operation to determine its effectiveness by the following criteria: 

 

1. A reduction in the 85th percentile speed of vehicles compared to data collected before 

the system was in operation. 

2. A 20 percent reduction in vehicles that exceed the posted speed limit by 10 mph or 

more compared to data collected before the system was in operation. 

3. A 20 percent reduction in the number of violators who received two or more 

violations at the location since the system became operational. 

 

Unless one of the above thresholds is met, Public Works shall either implement traffic-

calming measures near the ineffective system or relocate the system to another location 

meeting CVC § 22425(b)(1) criteria within the City. 

 

Operational Hours 
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1. School Zones – Speed safety systems will only operate during designated school 

hours, in accordance with CVC § 22425(c): 

a. Up to one hour before the regular school session begins, 10 minutes after 

school begins, one hour during lunch period, and up to one hour after regular 

school session concludes. For these school zones, flashing beacons activated 

by a time clock, other automatic device, or manual activation shall be installed 

on a school zone sign and be active to indicate the times during which the 

school zone speed limit is enforced with a speed safety system. 

2. Safety Corridors – Speed safety systems will operate 24 hours per day, 7 days per 

week, to maximize coverage and effectiveness. 

 

6. IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
The implementation of ASE Technology in Long Beach is expected to generate a range of 

operational, fiscal, and community impacts. This impact assessment addresses the 

conditions for ASE Technology approval in alignment with the City’s Safe Streets Plan. 

Potential impacts are identified as follows: 

 

1. The speed safety system requires staffing and financial resources which must 

generate benefits that outweigh the costs. 

2. The Technology will be collecting vehicle information and must responsibly safeguard 

civil liberties and civil rights. 

3. The use and deployment of ASE Technology will provide consistent and impartial 

enforcement of speed limits, ensuring that enforcement is applied fairly across all 

communities. The system is designed to complement, not replace, traditional traffic 

safety strategies while promoting transparency and equitable outcomes. 

 

Pilot Program Benefits and Outcomes 
ASE has been shown in numerous jurisdictions nationwide to reduce speed-related 

collisions, including those resulting in serious injuries and fatalities. Deployment of the Pilot 

Program across Long Beach streets is expected to yield measurable reductions in roadway 

speed-related incidents and improve traffic safety. The speed safety systems are applied 

uniformly to all vehicles exceeding posted speed limits, reducing the reliance on in-person 

traffic stops and ensuring consistent adherence to speed laws. This also allows for 

operational efficiency by allowing continuous remote monitoring of multiple locations 

simultaneously, relieving City staff resources while still enforcing vehicle speed compliance. 

ASE will provide accurate location-based speed information and allow Public Works to make 

informed long-term changes in roadway safety, engineer counter measures, and develop 

appropriate policy decisions. 

 

Fiscal Analysis of Costs and Benefits 
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The estimated annual costs outlined in Table 1 reflect the staffing, services, and resources 

required to implement and operate the City’s Pilot Program across 18 locations: 

 

1. Number of Budgeted Full-Time Employees (FTE): 

a. Capital Projects Coordinator III – Provides overall program management, 

ensures compliance with CVC requirements, coordinates with vendors, 

oversees installation of hardware, and manages interdepartmental 

coordination. 

b. Traffic Engineering Associate II – Conducts traffic engineering analyses, 

supports location selection, oversees calibration and testing of systems, and 

ensures proper integration with the City’s transportation infrastructure. 

c. Administrative Analyst III – Manages fiscal oversight, budget tracking, 

reporting requirements, and supports data collection and performance 

monitoring. 

d. Clerk Typist I – Provides clerical and administrative support, including 

processing correspondence, assisting with citation review workflows, and 

ensuring timely communication with the public. 

2. Total Salary & Fringe 

a. Covers compensation and benefits for the four FTE classifications supporting 

program operations. 

3. Software 

a. Software costs account for licensing and backend systems required for citation 

processing, data storage, and reporting functions. These tools ensure secure 

management of data, integration with DMV records, and compliance with 

privacy and retention policies. 

4. Hardware 

a. Includes costs for ASE systems, communication equipment, server storage, 

and physical infrastructure such as poles and signage. This ensures systems 

are installed, maintained, and fully operational in compliance with CVC § 

22425. 

5. Professional Services 

a. Covers vendor-provided services such as system installation and 

maintenance. Vendor partnerships are necessary for specialized tasks that 

cannot be performed solely by City staff. 

6. Training 

a. Training costs ensure City staff and authorized personnel are adequately 

trained in system operations, data security, citation processing, and public 

engagement best practices. 

7. Other Costs 

a. Represents expenses related to signage, utility connections (e.g., power, fiber 

optic), reprographics, public education outreach and community engagement 
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meetings. These elements are critical to building public trust and ensuring that 

residents understand the program’s purpose, process, and protections. 

8. Total Estimated Costs 

a. Represents the comprehensive annual operational costs required to run the 

Pilot Program across 18 locations. One-time startup costs will be budgeted 

separately at a later date. 

 

Table 1 – Estimated Annual Costs (for 18 Locations) 

Number of Budgeted 

FTE & Classification 

(new / existing) 

Class No. Title Description 

EC6CN 

K79BN 

EA8CN 

D04AN 

Capital Projects Coordinator III 

Traffic Engineering Associate II 

Administrative Analyst III 

Clerk Typist I 

Description Annual Costs One-Time Costs 

Total Salary & Fringe $510,000.00  - 

Operations $972,000.00  - 

Equipment -  $300,000.00 

Temp Services -  $25,000.00 

Contingency $145,800.00 - 

Total Estimated Costs $1,627,800.00 $325,000.00 

 

Funding and Revenue Impacts 
Citation revenues shall be used first to offset Pilot Program operational costs. Remaining 

revenues shall be utilized in traffic-calming or roadway safety improvements within three 

years of the end of the fiscal year in which the excess revenue was received. If the funds are 

not planned or used within the allotted timeframe, the funds shall revert to the California 

Transportation Commission’s Active Transportation Program. 

 
Operational and Community Impacts 
The Pilot Program implementation timeline proceeds with the rollout of system site 

selections, completion of the Use Policy, Impact Report, community engagement, vendor 

procurement, and installation. The Use Policy and Impact Report shall be presented at a 

public hearing and adopted by the Long Beach City Council prior to vendor selection and 

system installation. The speed safety systems shall undergo continued calibration and 

oversight to ensure accuracy and in compliance with CVC § 22425(d)(3). 
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Over the span of the Pilot Program, the desired outcomes are to lower serious injuries and 

fatalities citywide due to vehicular speeding, gain public trust in enforcement by maintaining 

consistent and transparent operational communication, and improve public perception of 

traffic enforcement as equitable and safety-driven. 

 

The City will install speed feedback speed signs and advance notification systems at the 

locations where ASE Technology is deployed. The signs will alert motorists of their current 

speed and provide clear notice of the presence of enforcement systems ahead. This 

approach is intended to maximize transparency, encourage voluntary compliance with 

speed limits, and promote safe driving behaviors before citations are issued. 

 

7. EQUITY CONSIDERATIONS 
The implementation of a speed safety system program in the City requires careful evaluation 

of impacts to ensure the program is applied fairly and benefits all residents, particularly 

those in underserved communities and areas with higher rates of fatal and severe injury 

crashes. 

 

Public Works will work diligently to make the speed safety systems work safely, equitably, 

and remove bias when enforcing speed limits. Public Works’ mission is to strive for a data-

driven speed safety system that helps reduce high speeds in designated locations, without 

adversely impacting local communities. Seventy-three percent of the most severe-injury 

prone intersections in the City are within disadvantaged communities. That percentage rises 

to 85 percent when focusing on pedestrian and bicyclist crashes. Twelve of the eighteen 

speed enforcement devices (67 percent) are planned for placement in disadvantaged 

communities. 

 

Civil Penalties 
Under the Pilot Program motorists who exceed posted speed limits as detected by the ASE 

Technology may be issued civil penalties in accordance with CVC § 22426(c). These penalties 

are strictly civil and do not result in violation points on a driver’s record, suspension, or 

criminal charges. The penalty structure is intended to encourage compliance with posted 

speed limits and deter unsafe driving. Table 2 summarizes the civil penalties associated with 

speeding over the posted speed limit. 

 

Table 2 – Civil Penalties (CVC § 22426) 

Speed Over the Posted Limit (MPH) Penalty Fee 

11 – 15 $50 

16 - 25 $100 

 26+ $200 

100+ MPH (vehicle speed) $500 
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The City will provide opportunities and flexible payment options to minimize the financial 

burden of penalties on low-income individuals. Indigent citation recipients will have the 

option to perform community service in lieu of paying the penalty. Alternatively, the City will 

provide the ability to participate in a payment plan with monthly installments not to exceed 

twenty-five dollars ($25), with a payment plan processing fee not to exceed five dollars ($5). 

 

The City shall reduce penalty fees for indigent persons in accordance with CVC § 22429. 

Indigent persons with monthly income less than or equal to 125 percent of the current 

federal poverty line will receive an 80 percent reduction in fines, while persons earning up 

to 250 percent of the current federal poverty level will receive a 50 percent reduction in fines. 

Eligibility for the reductions may be demonstrated through proof of income or benefits. 

 

By embedding these diversions and reductions into the Pilot Program, the City ensures that 

all enforcement mechanisms do not disproportionately impact low-income households. The 

City’s mission is to deter speeding habits while advancing equity and fairness for all residents 

and persons traveling on its roadways. 

 

8. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
Public Works shall consult and work collaboratively with relevant, local stakeholder 

organizations, including racial equity, privacy protection, and economic justice groups, in 

developing the Use Policy and Impact Report. 

 

The City of Long Beach invited stakeholders to participate in a public meeting hosted by the 

Mobility, Ports, and Infrastructure Committee in October 2025 to ensure questions on the 

Use Policy and Impact Report were heard and addressed and input was folded into the Pilot 

Program. The City contacted or received feedback from 99* individual stakeholders including 

community organizations, Council Districts, and business groups in preparation and delivery 

of the Pilot Program. Appendix 4 lists the organizational stakeholder outreach, public 

outreach, and multilingual public communication included in the development of this report. 

In addition to public comment received during the Mobility, Ports, and Infrastructure 

Committee meeting, a web form on the Public Works website will also be collecting public 

input on the System Use Policy and Impact Report. 

 

*Number to be public comment responses following public review period which commenced on 
October 3, 2025, and concluded on November 7, 2025. 
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Appendix 1: List of Initial Speed Enforcement System Locations 

Table 3: Priority Locations 

Street & Segment 

 

Council 

District 

Posted 

Speed 

Limit 

High Injury 

Network 

Number of 

Reported 

Street Racing 

Events 

School Zone 

Number of Fatal 

& Severe Injuries 

(date-date) 

Other Factors Considered 

Artesia Boulevard 

Harbor – Butler 

8, 9 30 Pedestrian 30 Yes 6 Severe 

2 Fatal 

 

Second Street 

Bay Shore – Appian 

3 25 Pedestrian 0 Yes 4 Severe 

1 Fatal 

 

Pacific Avenue 

Willow – PCH 

6, 7 25/30 Both 4 Yes 11 Severe 

7 Fatal 

 

7th Street 

Cherry – Termino 

2, 3 30 Both 0 Yes 6 Severe 

2 Fatal 

 

Atlantic Avenue 

LA River – Artesia 

9 35 Motorized 16 Yes 1 Severe 

0 Fatal 

 

Long Beach Boulevard 

Victoria – Market 

8 30 Pedestrian 19 Yes 10 Severe 

0 Fatal 

Truck Route – few options 

for roadway narrowing 

Ocean Boulevard 

Pacific – Atlantic 

1 30 Motorized 11 No 4 Severe 

0 Fatal 

 

Willow Street 

Pacific – Atlantic 

6, 7 30 Motorized 4 Yes 2 Severe 

0 Fatal 

Truck Route – few options 

for roadway narrowing 

Anaheim Street 

Redondo – Termino 

3 30 Both 0 Yes 5 Severe 

1 Fatal 
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Appendix 1: List of Initial Speed Enforcement System Locations (Continued) 

Table 4: Geographic Diversity Locations 

Street & Segment 

 

Council 

District 

Posted 

Speed 

Limit 

High Injury 

Network 

Number of 

Reported 

Street Racing 

Events 

School Zone 

Number of Fatal 

& Severe 

Injuries (date-

date) 

Other Factors Considered 

Shoreline Drive 

Pine Ave – Ocean Blvd 

1 35 No 7 No 3 Severe 

1 Fatal 

Street design changes 

limited – Grand Prix track 

Ocean Blvd 

Alamitos Ave – Orange Ave 

2 30 Motor 4 No 0 Severe 

1 Fatal 

 

7th Street 

Park Ave – Santiago Ave 

3 40 Motor 0 Yes 6 Severe 

1 Fatal 

 

Bellflower Boulevard 

Stearns St – Willow St 

4 40 Motor 5 No 0 Severe 

0 Fatal 

Truck Route – few options 

for roadway narrowing 

Cherry Avenue 

Wardlow Rd – Bixby Rd 

5 40 Motor 0 No 4 Severe 

2 Fatal 

Truck Route – few options 

for roadway narrowing 

Anaheim Street 

Atlantic Ave – Walnut Ave 

6 30 Both 0 Yes 10 Severe 

0 Fatal 

 

Santa Fe Avenue 

Pacific Coast Hwy – 21st St 

7 35 Ped 2 Yes 2 Severe 

0 Fatal 

 

Long Beach Boulevard 

San Antonio Dr – 45th St 

8 35 Motor 0 No 1 Severe 

1 Fatal 

Truck Route – few options 

for roadway narrowing 

Long Beach Boulevard 

Artesia Blvd – 70th St 

9 35 No 41 Yes 6 Severe 

1 Fatal 

Truck Route – few options 

for roadway narrowing 
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Appendix 2: Map of Initial Speed Enforcement System Locations 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 

Page 15 of 41 
 

Department of Public Works  
411 W. Ocean Boulevard 

Long Beach, CA 90802 

(562) 570-6041   FAX (562) 570-6012 

Appendix 3: Location Screening Analysis 

 

Table 5 – Number of Racing Events (2022-2023) 

AB 645 Racing and Exhibition Candidate Segments 

Street Segment # of Calls CD HIN ADT 

Long Beach Greenleaf-Artesia 41 9 No 19,900 

Artesia Susana-Long Beach 30 8/9 Yes 19,800 

Downey Artesia-South 25 9 No 17,600 

Artesia Paramount-Downey 19 9 Yes 18,600 

Long Beach SR 91-I 710 19 8 No 18,000 

Orange Del Amo-South 18 9 No 9,900 

Ocean Belmont Shore 17 3 No 7,500 

Atlantic LA River-Harding 16 9 Yes 25,900 

Bellflower Carson-Spring 14 5 No 25,000 

South Cherry-Downey 13 8/9 No 20,000 

Spring Bellflower-Lakewood 13 4/5 No 22,900 

Orange South-Artesia 11 9 No 10,600 

Ocean Downtown 11 1 Yes 33,300 

South Atlantic-Cherry 8 8/9 Yes 20,000 

Artesia Butler-Cherry 7 9 Yes 15,800 

Carson LCD-I 605 7 5 No 36,300 

2nd Granada-Bayshore 7 3 No 27,600 

Shoreline Shoreline 7 1 No 11,700 

Cherry 68th-Artesia 6 9 No 26,000 

Harding Atlantic-Myrtle 6 9 No 4,900 

Orange Del Amo-South 6 8 No 10,600 

Paramount South-Candlewood 6 8 No 20,700 

Stearns Bellflower-Palo Verde 6 4 No 13,400 

Cherry Artesia-South 5 9 No 26,000 

Harding Orange-Cherry 5 9 No 4,900 

Bellflower LCD-Stearns 5 4 No 42,300 

4th Long Beach-Pine 5 1 No 4,300 

Pacific Willow-PCH 4 6/7 Yes 11,800 

Willow Pacific-Atlantic 4 6/7 Yes 31,100 

Ocean Bluff Park 4 2/3 No 29,400 

Redondo 7th-Ocean 4 2/3 No 21,000 

*This table is based on calls to the Long Beach Police Department for enforcement related to street racing or 

other exhibitions of speed. Data are from 2022 and 2023, the two years preceding adoption of AB 645. Corridors 
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with four or more calls for racing response are eligible for speed enforcement device. Locations with 3 or fewer 

calls are not listed. CD = Council District       HIN = High Injury Network       ADT = Average Daily Traffic 

 

Appendix 3: Location Screening Analysis (Continued) 

 

Figure 1 – High Injury Network Map (2017-2021 Collision Data) 
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Appendix 3: Location Screening Analysis (Continued) 
 
Table 6.1 - List of High Injury Network involving Bicyclists and Pedestrians 

Street  Segment  Crash Type   

2nd St  Livingston – Appian  Bike & Ped   

7th St  Chestnut – Newport  Bike & Ped  

10th St  Chestnut – Lewis  Bike & Ped  

Anaheim Ave  De Forest – Belmont  Bike & Ped  

Artesia Blvd  Gale – Atlantic  Bike & Ped  

Atlantic Ave  Harding – Del Amo  Bike & Ped  

Atlantic Ave  Bixby – Columbia  Bike & Ped  

Atlantic Ave  21st – Ocean  Bike & Ped  

Cherry Ave  PCH – 4th   Bike & Ped  

Del Amo Blvd  I-710 – Silvia  Bike & Ped  

Long Beach Blvd  Victoria – 46th   Bike & Ped  

Long Beach Blvd  Esther – Broadway  Bike & Ped  

MLK Blvd  PCH – 7th   Bike & Ped  

Pacific Ave  29th – 5th   Bike & Ped  

PCH Hwy  SR 103 – Obispo  Bike & Ped  

Santa Fe Ave  Burnett – Anaheim  Bike & Ped 

  



 
 
 
 

Page 18 of 41 
 

Department of Public Works  
411 W. Ocean Boulevard 

Long Beach, CA 90802 

(562) 570-6041   FAX (562) 570-6012 

Appendix 3: Location Screening Analysis (Continued) 
 

Table 6.2 - List of High Injury Network involving Motor Vehicles and Motorcycles 
Street  Segment  Crash Type   

6th St  Golden – Linden  Motor Vehicle   

7th St  Cherry – Termino  Motor Vehicle   

7th St  Dawson – E. Campus Dr  Motor Vehicle   

9th St  Caspian – Pier B  Motor Vehicle   

10th St  Linden – Raymond  Motor Vehicle   

Alamitos Ave  Ocean – Appleton  Motor Vehicle   

Anaheim St  Pine – Euclid  Motor Vehicle   

Artesia Blvd  LA River – Cherry  Motor Vehicle   

Atlantic Ave  LA River – Artesia  Motor Vehicle   

Atlantic Ave  55th – 51st  Motor Vehicle   

Atlantic Ave  15th – 4th  Motor Vehicle   

Bellflower Blvd  Beach Dr – PCH  Motor Vehicle   

Cherry Ave  South – 37th  Motor Vehicle   

Long Beach Blvd  44th – 37th  Motor Vehicle   

Long Beach Blvd  21st – 4th  Motor Vehicle   

Market St  Long Beach – Lime  Motor Vehicle   

Ocean Blvd  Pacific – Long Beach Blvd  Motor Vehicle   

Ocean Blvd  Alamitos – Orange  Motor Vehicle   

Pacific Ave  Burnett – 28th  Motor Vehicle   

Pacific Ave  12th – 3rd  Motor Vehicle   

Pacific Coast Hwy  SR 103 – Ohio  Motor Vehicle   

South St  Linden – Falcon  Motor Vehicle   

Walnut Ave  PCH – 16th  Motor Vehicle   

Willow St  Santa Fe – Earl  Motor Vehicle   
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Appendix 4: Stakeholder Engagement 

Public 

Comment 

No. 

Please share your comments on the Draft Speed Safety System Impact Report Please share your comments on the Draft Speed Safety System Use Policy City Responses 

1 Another waste of money for no good reason. Yes, we have plenty of people who drive recklessly and without proper talent to 

control a vehicle. Yes, there are certain areas where this is prominent, including parts of CD1 (where I live) and OC Cindy Allen’s 

CD2. Ocean Blvd, which desperately needs a repave, is known for its speeders. How about let’s make it illegal for the service 

unions to buy politicians and start taking care of the public, not just those that pad your wallets. 

(No Comment) While the comment falls outside the scope 

of the ASE Pilot Program, we will keep your 

input in mind for future discussions as 

appropriate. 

 

2 I didn’t read everything in depth, but I understand that it is to enforce safety for pedestrians. I fully agree with this because the 

amount of disrespect drivers that are out here in the city of Long Beach is insane. They speed past the Freeway entrance here 

on the 710 (where there is also an elementary school) and hardly wait for you to cross the street before they turn quickly 

almost hitting you. It is insane how inpatient and distracted drivers are, putting pedestrians at risk. I am always worried when 

one of my family members is out on their own because I’m worried a car won’t respect them when they’re crossing the light. 

And of the the biggest issues I see is stop signs, putting cameras there is CRUCIAL. The amount of times I would’ve gotten hit if I 

wasn’t the one that stopped. They see you and don’t stop or they simply don’t bother to look and take the red stop a quick 

speed! Insane! I would say to put cameras there and charge those ignorant people! 

(No Comment) The ASE Pilot Program is exclusively 

intended to deter speeding vehicles in 

safety corridors, documented speed or 

street takeovers and school zones in 

accordance with CVC § 22425(b)(1). The 

program requires the devices to be installed 

in geographically and socioeconomically 

diverse locations. 

3 I think that this is a good idea, but needs to be expanded into residential areas which are subject to frequent speeders. My 

neighborhood in 4th St between Park and Ximeno has an excessive amount of dangerous speeding causing frequent accidents 

and hit and runs. There are dozens of hidden driveways and cross streets in this stretch, and people frequently drive in the 

turn lane so that they can go 45-50mph even though the speed limit is 25mph. When I'm turning into my driveway people 

speed around me by going into the turn lane even though there's a cross street right after my driveway, which people make 

frequent left turns into. Speed bumps or an additional traffic light would make a huge difference in safety, as would placement 

of these automated speed enforcement cameras. 

(No Comment) The ASE Pilot Program is not permitted to 

enforce red lights or stop sign locations. 

The pilot is exclusively intended to deter 

speeding vehicles in safety corridors, 

documented speed or street takeovers and 

school zones in accordance with CVC § 

22425(b)(1). 

4 Absolutely fabulous!!thanks Mayor Rex! Fabulous! Thank you for sharing your input. 

 

5 How are you going to tackle an already in going problem of high speed down 3rd street and also broadway specifically all the 

way up to Cherry coming from downtown? There are countless accidents at broadway and hermosa. Seems like this just 

pushes traffic to our area if people know there’s cameras on 7th 

No opinion at this time The ASE Pilot Program allows for 18 

locations citywide based on city population 

in accordance with CVC § 22425(b)(2). If the 

program is successful in slowing down 

speeding vehicles, the City will seek to 

expand the program through state 

legislature. 

 

6 We need speed cameras deployed immediately. Why are we STILL waiting? People are dying. (No Comment) The City is working within the requirements 

of the CVC §§ 22425 - 2243 to implement 

the ASE Pilot Program. 

 

7 The draft ASE report shows a serious data–action mismatch that undermines public trust in what’s being called a “data-driven” 

program. Appendix 3 lists Downey Avenue (Artesia → South) as the #3 corridor citywide for speeding and racing calls (LBPD 

2022-2023), and Downey / South St is already flagged in the Safe Streets High-Injury Network crash map. Yet the draft map 

includes no cameras east of Atlantic Ave, leaving East District 9—where the data shows the most chronic speeding—completely 

uncovered. Meanwhile, several corridors with zero or minimal reported events—for example: 

- Bellflower Blvd (Stearns – Willow) → 0 street-racing events, 0 fatalities 

- Santa Fe Ave (PCH – 21st) → 0 events, 0 fatalities 

- Anaheim St (Redondo – Termino) → 0 events  

sharing your input...all receive cameras. That pattern looks convenient rather than data-driven—focusing on wide arterials and 

commercial zones where cameras are less controversial, instead of the residential corridors where lives are being lost. 

Requested corrections: 

1. Add an ASE site on Downey Ave between Artesia and South St. 

2. Publish the full scoring matrix showing how corridors with zero events outranked top-five risk corridors. 

3. Weight chronic speeding and residential exposure equally with street-racing data. 

Vision Zero’s credibility depends on aligning action with evidence—not optics. 

While automated enforcement can improve safety when applied properly, the proposed Use Policy lacks sufficient clarity 

and safeguards regarding data scope, retention, and third-party involvement. 

Key concerns: 

1. Data minimization – The policy allows broad “incident-related” capture but doesn’t specify limits on non-violation 

imaging (e.g., nearby vehicles, pedestrians, or properties). Images should be automatically cropped and deleted unless a 

violation is confirmed. 

2. Retention period – A maximum retention of 30–60 days for non-violation data should be explicitly stated, with public 

reporting of deletion compliance. 

3. Third-party access – Contracted vendors must be prohibited from secondary use, training AI models, or sharing with 

insurers or other agencies without a warrant or Council approval. 

4. Audit transparency – Require annual independent audits of data access logs and a public-facing dashboard summarizing 

citation rates, dismissal rates, and demographic equity outcomes. 

5 Due process – Clarify that recipients can review full evidence (photo, speed reading, calibration data) before payment or 

contestation deadlines. 

Automated enforcement will only gain public trust if it demonstrates strict data ethics and operational transparency, 

ensuring cameras serve safety, not surveillance or revenue. 

Thank you for pointing out the typo in the 

System Impact Report. The City has a record 

of five and two reported street racing 

events the on the Bellflower Blvd and Santa 

Fe Ave, respectively. The City would seek to 

expand this program beyond the pilot 

period and include additional locations if it 

is demonstrated to be successful in slowing 

down speeding vehicles. The System Use 

Policy “Data Types and Sources” states the 

system shall not capture faces of drivers, 

passengers, or bystanders and images 

collected not resulting of a speeding 

violation will be purged within five business 

days. “Data Retention and Data Purge” 

prohibits third-party vendor from using or 

selling data for any secondary purpose, and 
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AI modeling. The City will conduct 

independent audits annually to ensure 

proper program calibration. Individuals will 

have access to rear license plate photo, 

place, time and date of speeding event and 

upon request may obtain last calibration 

date. 

 

8 This is not something I want in my city. This is likely to cause more accidents like when cities used the red light cameras. Police 

budgets are high enough as it is and needs to be used for getting actual people to monitor the streets. 

There is ambivalence as to whether or not photos will be taken of vehicles who are not speeding. Initially it states no photo 

will be taken but then later in the policy it states that if no citation is generated photos will be deleted within a certain 

timeframe. 

The ASE Pilot Program will provide sufficient 

advance warning, with posted speed limit 

signage and speed feedback signs placed 

well in advance of the speed enforcement 

systems, to allow sufficient roadway 

distance for motorists to reduce speeds 

safely. The speed enforcement systems are 

designed to complement, not replace, 

traditional traffic safety strategies while 

promoting transparency and equitable 

outcomes. 

 

9 Police need to calibrate their radar constantly How often will these be calibrated to insure accuracy (No Comment) As required by CVC § 22425(d)(3), the speed 

safety system will be regularly inspected, no 

less than once every 60 days, certifying that 

the system is installed and operating 

properly. Each camera unit shall be 

calibrated in accordance with the 

manufacturer's instructions, and at least 

once per year by an independent 

calibration laboratory. 

 

10 Terrible idea, they will be vandalized so quickly and this is LA county. We all speed, we drive at the flow of traffic and drive at 

speeds we feel are safe. This will hurt traffic 

(No Comment) The ASE Pilot Program does give 10-mph of 

leeway from the posted speed limit. The 

program is not intended to curve vehicle 

speeding habits to provide a safe 

environment for all road users. 

 

11 As a Long Beach constituent since 1965, I’ve witnessed population increase, ridiculous traffic calming areas for bike lane use, & 

perplexing pseudo roundabouts & decline in law abiding driving. This crisis in speeding & non-adherence to traffic laws needs 

urgent implementation, enforcement & penalties for scofflaws. Should have been kept in force when we had traffic speed 

cameras years ago. 

Implement & enforce The ASE Pilot Program does not enforce red 

lights. The Pilot Program is intended to 

deter speeding vehicles in safety corridors, 

documented speed or street takeovers and 

school zones in accordance with CVC § 

22425(b)(1). 

 

12 (No Comment) I have a concern that parking enforcement and traffic signs already can be very ambiguous in the city. It has happened 

multiple times where I thought I could do something, but couldn’t and received a fine. How would this program ensure 

that it obvious where these areas are located? 

The ASE Pilot Program will provide sufficient 

advance warning with, posted speed limit 

signage and speed feedback signs well in 

advance of the system to allow sufficient 

roadway to safely reduce speeds. 

 

13 I am against automated speed enforcement. The footage is not thoroughly reviewed and there are issues with this 

disproportionately affecting low income residents. This seems like a revenue grab over a safety impact. Instead of enforcing 

speed maybe install more traffic lights with left hand signals. I have seen many accidents caused by that 

I am against automated speed enforcement. The footage is not thoroughly reviewed and there are issues with this 

disproportionately affecting low income residents. This seems like a revenue grab over a safety impact. Instead of 

enforcing speed maybe install more traffic lights with left hand signals. I have seen many accidents caused by that 

The ASE Pilot Program is vetted through 

multiple personnel to ensure citations are 

only issued to speeding vehicles. 

 

14 How do we ensure who has access to the videos? I do enjoy the idea of this being a community-led effort, but if the video or 

data is accessible to cops, then I am absolutely against this. My concern is that this data will not just be used for ticketing 

(No Comment) The photographic and administrative 

records made by the ASE Pilot Program 

shall be confidential and shall not be shared 
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speeding individuals, but will allow an opportunity for LBPD to increase their surveillance on the community, leading to more 

misuse and abuse by them. How do we ensure that only Long Beach Public Works has access to this data? 

with law enforcement agencies or any 

department outside of Public Works, as 

stated in the CVC § 22425(l)(5). 

 

15 Great idea, but tickets need to be issued or no one will pay attention. Please add Stearns & Palo Verde. Thank you (No Comment) Per CVC § 22426(a), violations of speed laws 

shall be subject to a civil penalty, ranging 

from $50 to $500, dependent on the 

excessive speed. 

 

16 Absolutely for it.  

Traffic speeds have continued to increase year after year. It's time to do something about it. A picture is worth a thousand 

words. Hard to fight.  

Please protect law abiding citizens. Protect our kids and our pets. Thank you 

Yes for it everywhere Thank you for sharing your input. 

17 Absolutely not. This city has taken lanes down already to reduce speeding, they have “public works,” starting at 3pm everyday 

with more lanes cut down. YOUVE DONE ALL YOU CAN. This is nothing more than a private equity grab at the constituents 

pocketbooks. Nothing more than theft from private companies that will NOT STOP THE SPEEDING. 

The policy is utter ass and needs to be shut down entirely. The state has more than enough funds from our pocketbooks. 

FIGURE IT OUT 

ASE will provide consistent and impartial 

enforcement of speed limits, ensuring that 

enforcement is applied fairly. The City's 

mission to achieve zero traffic-related 

fatalities is best described by the "three E's" 

of Vision Zero: education, engineering, and 

enforcement. The ASE is one component to 

the City's approach to reaching this goal. 

 

18 The tickets are very expensive. The cameras are a money maker for the city. Do not agree or approve of using them. Increase 

police presence instead at high collision areas. No to use of these devices! 

No. Do not agree to place these devices. Very expensive tickets. Dies not improve high impact areas enough. The ASE Pilot Program offers payment plans 

and community service as a form of 

payment and gives citation reductions for 

indigent persons. The program will provide 

consistent and impartial enforcement of 

speed limits, ensuring that enforcement is 

applied fairly. 

 

19 I think it’s a great idea! But it would be even better if a warning would be issued first that you are speeding! Allowing driver to 

immediately slow down! If this is not done (allocate minutes) then an automated ticket should be given! Just my thoughts. 

(No Comment) The ASE Pilot Program will provide sufficient 

advance warning, with posted speed limit 

signage and speed feedback signs placed 

well in advance of the speed enforcement 

systems, to allow sufficient roadway 

distance for motorists to reduce speeds 

safely. The signage will alert motorists of 

their current speed and provide clear notice 

of the presence of enforcement systems 

ahead. This approach is intended to 

maximize transparency, encourage 

voluntary compliance with speed limits, and 

promote safe driving behaviors before 

citations are issued. 

 

20 I’m opposed to the installation of speed cameras in our community. While I fully support efforts to improve road safety, 

automated speed enforcement is not the right solution. Speed cameras often prioritize revenue generation over real safety 

outcomes, and they can penalize responsible drivers for minor infractions rather than addressing the root causes of dangerous 

driving. 

Instead of relying on cameras, I believe we should invest in more effective and community-focused solutions—such as better 

road design, increased visibility at intersections, clearer signage, and targeted enforcement by trained officers who can use 

judgment and context. These measures improve safety without eroding public trust or creating unnecessary financial burdens 

for residents. 
Let’s focus on solutions that make our streets safer and fairer for everyone. 
 

I strongly oppose the proposed implementation of the Speed Safety System Pilot Program in Long Beach. While I fully 

support improving public safety and reducing collisions, automated speed enforcement through cameras is not the right 

solution for our community. 

First, these systems create a false sense of safety without addressing the real causes of speeding or dangerous driving—

such as poor road design, inconsistent speed limits, or inadequate traffic flow management. Instead of solving the root 

problems, the program shifts focus toward automated penalties and revenue generation. 
Second, this program raises serious privacy and equity concerns. Constant camera surveillance of drivers erodes public 

trust and expands government monitoring into daily life. The report even acknowledges that 67% of cameras would be 

placed in disadvantaged communities—effectively subjecting those residents to increased fines and enforcement, 

regardless of intent. That’s not equity; that’s over-policing by technology. 
Third, the financial burden and questionable effectiveness of these systems cannot be ignored. The City estimates nearly 

$2 million annually to operate the program, not including startup costs. With no guarantee that this technology will reduce 

The ASE Pilot Program will provide 

consistent and impartial enforcement of 

speed limits, ensuring that enforcement is 

applied fairly across communities. The City's 

mission to achieve zero traffic-related 

fatalities is best described by the "three E's" 

of Vision Zero: education, engineering, and 

enforcement. Automated speed 

enforcement is only one component to the 

City's approach this goal. 
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fatalities or meaningfully change driver behavior, this feels more like an experiment on taxpayers than a proven safety 

measure. 
Lastly, Long Beach already has proven, community-supported alternatives—like physical traffic calming, better signal 

timing, and public education—that promote safe driving without invasive surveillance or heavy-handed enforcement. 
For these reasons, I urge the City Council to reject the Speed Safety System Pilot Program and instead reinvest those 

resources into smarter, human-centered road safety improvements that truly serve the community. 
21 Test Test No response required. 

 

22 Great idea....full support for this. (No Comment) Thank you for sharing your input. 

 

23 Can’t wait for this and wish it was in more places around all of lb! There are way too many wrecks, speeding and running red 

lights 

(No Comment) The ASE Pilot Program is only to be used to 

deter speeding and will not enforce red 

light violations. The City would like to 

expand this program beyond the pilot 

period and include additional locations if it 

is demonstrated to be successful in slowing 

down speeding vehicles. 

 

24 Most citizens of Long Beach do not need or want this dystopian surveillance state nightmare here in our city. This terrible 

program will not only disproportionally affect minority communities and lower income communities negatively but the 

penalties are fines which equates simply to a tax on the poor, those of which who are the most marginalized community we 

have here in Long Beach. People who can afford it will continue to speed and pay the fines, where as a fine to someone who 

cannot afford it means they will likely have to pick between paying for groceries/gas/bills/rent or paying the fines. Long Beach 

has a multitude of other issues that require our attention and priority over this draconian CCP surveillance, for example 

potholes all over the city, lack of public parking, and endless homelessness and drug use overrunning our streets and ruining 

small businesses. Please do not turn Long Beach into a surveillance state, this is not China. 

(No Comment) 

 

The ASE Pilot Program is expected to reduce 

speeds in our communities most impacted 

by excessive speeding vehicles. Prior to the 

system going live there will be a 60-day 

warning period. The intent of the program 

is not to police the community but rather to 

help curve speedy behavior. 

25 Need more motor police officers Need more motor police officers The ASE Pilot Program is intended to 

complement, not replace, traditional traffic 

safety strategies while promoting 

transparency and equitable outcomes. 

 

26 This system causes more accidents than it prevents. From experiencing so many people slamming on breaks to stop at one of 

those cameras to people slowing down t the point of being crashed into. If all the city wants is to raise revenue, this will go 

forward and I am sure thst is what will happen. If safety in mind..... IT SHOULD NOT HAPPEN.... 

(No Comment) 

 

The ASE Pilot Program will provide sufficient 

advance warning, with posted speed limit 

signage and speed feedback signs placed 

well in advance of the speed enforcement 

systems, to allow sufficient roadway 

distance for motorists to reduce speeds 

safely. 

 

27 I am against this new automated system as this is a violation of privacy. The city only finds ways to tax and charge the hard-

working residents of Long Beach instead of improving our infrastructure like adding speed bumps. It is yet another way to pass 

additional fees to the residents. 

(No Comment) 

 

The City recognizes that privacy and data 

protection are essential to the success of 

the Pilot Program. In compliance with CVC 

§§ 22425-22431, the City’s implementation 

of safeguards to protect personally 

identifiable information (PII) ensures 

impartial enforcement and maintains public 

trust. Data collection will be limited to the 

minimum amount of information necessary 

to issue a speed citation (e.g. date, time, 

speed, photo of only rear license plate, no 

facial recognition). 

 

28 I am opposed to the speed program. I feel it won't make any difference in traffic accidents and is a ploy to get money from 

citizens and raise insurance prices for individuals. I believe this will affect people drivers license status and cause harm. I say no 

to this program! 

(No Comment) 

 

The City is committed to achieving zero 

traffic-related fatalities through the Safe 

Streets Plan and with traffic enforcement 

being a critical component of the "three E's" 
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of Vision Zero: education, engineering, and 

enforcement. The ASE Pilot Program is one 

component the City will use to help reach 

the Safe Streets Plan. 

 

29 This program feels like a distraction from the real issue — enforcement on the ground. 

Speeding and reckless driving have gotten worse in the last few years, not better. Drivers know there’s rarely a patrol car 

around anymore, and a camera once every few miles isn’t going to change that. 
Behavior has changed since this pilot was first imagined. People are more aggressive, more distracted, and less deterred by a 

letter in the mail weeks later. Cameras won’t stop that — only visible police presence and consistent traffic stops will. 
Even the data in this report doesn’t justify the placements. Some of the corridors with no reported incidents are getting 

cameras, while high-risk areas are ignored. Add to that all the carve-outs, appeals, and upcoming legal challenges, and this 

starts to look like a multi-year experiment that delays real action. 
Every month we debate this is another month of fatalities that could’ve been prevented by simple, proactive enforcement. 
We don’t need more pilots — we need officers back on the streets doing traffic duty and a clear plan to stop this behavior 

citywide, not just where a camera fits. 

(No Comment) 

 

The use and deployment of ASE systems will 

provide consistent and impartial 

enforcement of speed limits, ensuring that 

enforcement is applied fairly. The system is 

designed to complement, not replace, 

traditional traffic safety strategies while 

promoting transparency and equitable 

outcomes. The City has been made aware 

of typos on the report (e.g. Santa Fe Ave 

and Bellflower Blvd.) The city is committed 

to achieving zero traffic-related fatalities 

through the Safe Streets Plan and with 

traffic enforcement being a critical 

component of the "three E's" of Vision Zero: 

education, engineering, and enforcement. 

 

30 The City of Long Beach the politicians pushing this Automated Speed Enforcement System are pulling a classic bait-and-switch, 

dressing up a blatant cash grab as a noble quest for “public safety.” It’s a tired playbook, and you’re not fooling anyone. These 

speed cameras aren’t about saving lives—they’re about milking residents for every penny while hiding behind flimsy stats and 

feel-good buzzwords like “Safe Streets” and “Racial Equity.” What a load of garbage. 

First off, the timing of this public meeting is a deliberate slap in the face. Posting about it on the day of, at 2 p.m. on a Tuesday? 

Seriously? Most people are working, stuck in traffic, or dealing with life—not sitting around waiting to crash your poorly 

advertised City Hall charade. It’s obvious you’re banking on low turnout so you can ram this through without opposition. That’s 

not governance; that’s manipulation. And the Facebook post you posted the day of the meeting, has ZERO support from the 

community. Look at the comments yourself. Yeah, that’s the sound of your community screaming. But you don’t care; you’ll still 

pass it though simply because you can. You’re worried about fine revenue instead of following what the community wants. 

Let’s talk about the cameras themselves. You claim they’ll reduce collisions and fatalities, but the evidence is shaky at best. 

Studies show they increase rear-end collisions. Don’t even start with the “school zones” and “high-injury streets” excuse. If you 

really cared about safety, you’d invest in fixing roads, updated pedestrian crossings, or actual traffic calming measures—not 

robotic ticket machines that profit off people, let alone reducing car lanes to put stupid bike lanes no one uses. 

The system’s a mess waiting to happen. These cameras are notorious for mistakes: misreading plates, clocking the wrong car, 

or snapping photos in bad weather. And the appeal process? A corrupt, bureaucratic nightmare where innocent people have to 

jump through hoops to prove they’re not guilty. Most won’t bother, not because they’re guilty, but because fighting City Hall 

feels like punching a brick wall. You’re preying on fear and resignation, and that’s despicable. 

Then there’s the privacy issue. You say the cameras won’t capture faces, just rear license plates. Sure, until they do. Or until the 

data gets “accidentally” leaked or misused. You’re asking us to trust a system overseen by the same government that can’t even 

post a meeting notice in advance. Good luck with that. And don’t pretend this isn’t about money. The program’s “self-

supporting” because it’s designed to bleed drivers dry. That’s not safety; that’s a tax on the poor, who can least afford it. Even 

your income-based reductions and community service options feel like a patronizing afterthought to dodge backlash. 

You’re ignoring the real solutions—better road engineering and repair, more visible signage. Instead, you’re outsourcing justice 

to machines that can’t tell context from a speedometer. This isn’t about equity or safety; it’s about control and revenue. The 

people of Long Beach deserve better than your sneaky, exploitative scheme. Scrap this pilot, listen to your constituents, and 

stop treating us like ATMs. We’re watching, and we’re not buying your “public safety” excuse. 

The City of Long Beach the politicians pushing this Automated Speed Enforcement System are pulling a classic bait-and-

switch, dressing up a blatant cash grab as a noble quest for “public safety.” It’s a tired playbook, and you’re not fooling 

anyone. These speed cameras aren’t about saving lives—they’re about milking residents for every penny while hiding 

behind flimsy stats and feel-good buzzwords like “Safe Streets” and “Racial Equity.” What a load of garbage. 

First off, the timing of this public meeting is a deliberate slap in the face. Posting about it on the day of, at 2 p.m. on a 

Tuesday? Seriously? Most people are working, stuck in traffic, or dealing with life—not sitting around waiting to crash your 

poorly advertised City Hall charade. It’s obvious you’re banking on low turnout so you can ram this through without 

opposition. That’s not governance; that’s manipulation. And the Facebook post you posted the day of the meeting, has 

ZERO support from the community. Look at the comments yourself. Yeah, that’s the sound of your community screaming. 

But you don’t care; you’ll still pass it though simply because you can. You’re worried about fine revenue instead of 

following what the community wants. 

Let’s talk about the cameras themselves. You claim they’ll reduce collisions and fatalities, but the evidence is shaky at best. 

Studies show they increase rear-end collisions. Don’t even start with the “school zones” and “high-injury streets” excuse. If 

you really cared about safety, you’d invest in fixing roads, updated pedestrian crossings, or actual traffic calming 

measures—not robotic ticket machines that profit off people, let alone reducing car lanes to put stupid bike lanes no one 

uses. 

The system’s a mess waiting to happen. These cameras are notorious for mistakes: misreading plates, clocking the wrong 

car, or snapping photos in bad weather. And the appeal process? A corrupt, bureaucratic nightmare where innocent 

people have to jump through hoops to prove they’re not guilty. Most won’t bother, not because they’re guilty, but because 

fighting City Hall feels like punching a brick wall. You’re preying on fear and resignation, and that’s despicable. 

Then there’s the privacy issue. You say the cameras won’t capture faces, just rear license plates. Sure, until they do. Or until 

the data gets “accidentally” leaked or misused. You’re asking us to trust a system overseen by the same government that 

can’t even post a meeting notice in advance. Good luck with that. And don’t pretend this isn’t about money. The program’s 

“self-supporting” because it’s designed to bleed drivers dry. That’s not safety; that’s a tax on the poor, who can least afford 

it. Even your income-based reductions and community service options feel like a patronizing afterthought to dodge 

backlash. 

You’re ignoring the real solutions—better road engineering and repair, more visible signage. Instead, you’re outsourcing 

justice to machines that can’t tell context from a speedometer. This isn’t about equity or safety; it’s about control and 

revenue. The people of Long Beach deserve better than your sneaky, exploitative scheme. Scrap this pilot, listen to your 

constituents, and stop treating us like ATMs. We’re watching, and we’re not buying your “public safety” excuse. 

The ASE Pilot Program is intended only to 

address those vehicles speeding over 11-

mph of the posted speed limit. The 

program will have a 60-day warning period, 

the intent of the program is not to police 

the community but rather to help curve 

vehicle speed behavior. Citations will be 

issued to those vehicles continuing to speed 

over 11-mph. The intent in presenting 

before the Mobility, Ports & Infrastructure 

Committee in October 2025, was not to 

circumvent public input, on the contrary it 

was to begin the 30-day public comment 

period for both the System Impact Report 

and System Use Policy. The City will 

continue to work within the requirements 

of the CVC §§ 22425-22431, in rolling out 

the program. The program is not permitted 

to enforce red lights and is only intended to 

deter speeding vehicles in safety corridors, 

documented speed or street takeovers and 

school zones in accordance with CVC § 

22425(b)(1). The program will provide 

advance warning of camera devices by 

posted speed limit signage and speed 

feedback signs well in advance of the speed 

enforcement systems, to allow sufficient 

roadway distance for motorists to reduce 

speeds safely. With San Francisco being the 

first Pilot City under AB 645 to implement 

the ASE devices, they have seen an average 

of 70% reduction in excessive vehicle 

speeds from fifteen (15) key locations. Yes, 

the revenues generated from citations will 

be used to first offset and recover program 

costs in accordance with CVC § 22426(g). 
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The remaining revenues shall be utilized 

only for Citywide traffic-calming measures. 

Based on San Fransico’s trends, the City 

anticipates the revenue received from 

citations will be sufficient to fully offset the 

costs to administer the program and allow 

for balance funds to be utilized to improve 

safety on City streets. The program is not 

intent to tax or burden local communities; it 

is intended to provide consistent and 

impartial enforcement of only speeding 

vehicles and ensuring that enforcement is 

applied fairly. It is important to note the 

program is only a pilot, and the City will 

analyze data before, during and after the 

implementation of the program to verify its 

effectiveness. 

 

31 I am a resident of the Wrigley neighborhood. I have lived in many cities in the United States, and internationally, and Long 

Beach has the most careless drivers I have ever encountered. Many of the drivers could easily be described as malicious in 

their lack of awareness and empathy.  

The corner of Willow and Pacific is *consistently* the site of crashes that should be exceptional. Drivers simply do not care 

about the speed limit; the changing of a light from green to yellow, or even red; other drivers waiting to turn left; or pedestrians 

crossing the street. 
In the Wrigley neighborhood alone, I have seen the following: 
-- Being passed in the turn lane on Magnolia by a car easily going 65 in a 35 (more than once) 
--Being "road raged" against simply for driving the speed limit 
-- Slowing my car at a crosswalk to let pedestrians cross and being passed and honked at; the passing car just barely missing 

two children on bikes. 
--Being told to f**k off by a driver as I attempted to cross a crosswalk 
--Seeing countless cars run through lights that are fully red for a second or more 
--Hearing from my front yard the the tell tell honk and crash of two cars colliding on Magnolia (many times) 
--And having to constantly dodge cars running the stop signs on Daisy (my street) as drivers speed up and down to avoid traffic 

on Willow or Magnolia. 
This last point is the only thing that gives me pause about the proposal to install speed monitoring: what provisions will be put 

in place to reduce the flow of reckless drivers who migrate to residential streets? 
I would say it's only a matter of time before someone is hurt or killed, but people are hurt and killed, seemingly every week in 

this city. This is insane and unacceptable. 

(No Comment) 

 

The intent of the ASE is to deter speeding 

vehicles and should not be confused with 

the red-light cameras. The program limits 

the City with 18 ASE systems based on 

population in accordance with CVC § 

22425(b)(2). If the program is successful, the 

data will show a reduction in speeds and 

traffic related speeding fatalities, the City 

will present formal reporting to the State of 

California, the decision to expand or extend 

the program is to be determined by state 

legislature. 

32 We do not need to be extorted anymore in California No more extortion we don’t need this The ASE Pilot Program is not intended to 

extort City residents or any member of the 

public. It is one component to addressing 

speeding vehicles. 

 

 

 

33 We do not want big brother style speed cameras watching us and ticketing us under the guise of public safety when this is 

really an attempt to raise revenue for the city. Everyone knows this. If you really want to increase public safety, there are a 

number of things you can do starting with adding more police presence patrolling these high risk areas. Long Beach drivers 

have been more and more self-centered and reckless, speeding, running lights, driving into oncoming traffic to pass cars, and it 

is only getting worse because there are no consequences. These drivers will quickly learn the location of these speed cameras 

and just slow down until they pass them and then continue driving as they always do. Add better lighting on these streets, the 

led lights are underpowered and do not reflect well off the black asphalt and makes it very hard to see pedestrians. Remove 

the bike lanes inside of parking, this creates so many problems from narrower lanes where slight reactions to potential hazards 

turn into much larger incidents because there is very little room for error. It is also impossible to cross these streets or turn 

onto them without putting the entire front of your car into oncoming traffic to see if it is safe to turn. The space that use to be 

the bike lane no longer provides a buffer so you are immediately in traffic. It also makes things more dangerous for cyclists, 

especially those on e-bikes who speed down the bike lane and are hidden until the last second from cars that are turning. You 

We do not want big brother style speed cameras watching us and ticketing us under the guise of public safety when this is 

really an attempt to raise revenue for the city. Everyone knows this. If you really want to increase public safety, there are a 

number of things you can do starting with adding more police presence patrolling these high risk areas. Long Beach 

drivers have been more and more self-centered and reckless, speeding, running lights, driving into oncoming traffic to 

pass cars, and it is only getting worse because there are no consequences. These drivers will quickly learn the location of 

these speed cameras and just slow down until they pass them and then continue driving as they always do. Add better 

lighting on these streets, the led lights are underpowered and do not reflect well off the black asphalt and makes it very 

hard to see pedestrians. Remove the bike lanes inside of parking, this creates so many problems from narrower lanes 

where slight reactions to potential hazards turn into much larger incidents because there is very little room for error. It is 

also impossible to cross these streets or turn onto them without putting the entire front of your car into oncoming traffic 

to see if it is safe to turn. The space that use to be the bike lane no longer provides a buffer so you are immediately in 

traffic. It also makes things more dangerous for cyclists, especially those on e-bikes who speed down the bike lane and are 

The intent of the ASE is to deter speeding 

vehicles. The City understands the 

communities concerns regarding privacy 

and safety, and the ASE is not intended to 

solve the problems as a standalone 

program but rather as one component of 

the solution. The City will continue its 

commitment to eliminating traffic-related 

fatalities through continued education, 

engineering, and enforcement. The use and 

deployment of ASE devices will provide 

consistent and impartial enforcement of 
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know that these cameras will be fought in court and likely ruled unconstitutional, like the red light cameras and will have to be 

removed and citations refunded. Stop wasting tax payer money trying to find ways to take more of the tax payers money, 

especially now when everyone is struggling with the cost of living as is. 

hidden until the last second from cars that are turning. You know that these cameras will be fought in court and likely 

ruled unconstitutional, like the red light cameras and will have to be removed and citations refunded. Stop wasting tax 

payer money trying to find ways to take more of the tax payers money, especially now when everyone is struggling with 

the cost of living as is. 

speed limits, ensuring that enforcement is 

applied fairly. The system is designed to 

complement, not replace traditional traffic 

safety strategies while promoting 

transparency and equitable outcomes.  

 

34 At the Broadway & Quincy crosswalk, drivers routinely ignore pedestrians, speeding through at 40–50 mph. (36 zone) I’ve even 

had cars swerve around me while I was in the middle of the crosswalk. This reckless behavior won’t change without police 

enforcement and severe fines. After 23 years at Quincy/Broadway and then 18 years in Santa Monica, I’ve seen the difference: 

in Santa Monica, NO ONE dares to blow through a crosswalk because tickets are steep ($260+) and enforcement is consistent. 

Technology won't correct a behavioral problem; by the time the ticket arrives in the mail, the person has forgotten where they 

even received the ticket. A motorcycle cop handing a ticket to a bad driver in real-time will. This isn’t a manpower issue—it’s a 

matter of priorities. Blinking crosswalk lights are also efficient and a much better, long-term investment than a camera-based 

"pilot" program. PS Speeding cameras were used in Los Angeles; however, they didn't work effectively because the technology 

failed to account for traffic flow (in general) and the difficulty of making timely left-hand turns on a yellow light. Los Angeles 

abandoned the cameras almost immediately because the technology didn't understand the task at hand as it applied to the 

intricacies of Southern California's big-city traffic, and the mechanism for paying the fines was insufficient. People at LB City 

Hall would be wise to consult with those in LA City Hall to learn from their experiences on how the system failed in their city. 

At the Broadway & Quincy crosswalk, drivers routinely ignore pedestrians, speeding through at 40–50 mph. (36 zone) I’ve 

even had cars swerve around me while I was in the middle of the crosswalk. This reckless behavior won’t change without 

police enforcement and severe fines. After 23 years at Quincy/Broadway and then 18 years in Santa Monica, I’ve seen the 

difference: in Santa Monica, NO ONE dares to blow through a crosswalk because tickets are steep ($260+) and 

enforcement is consistent. Technology won't correct a behavioral problem; by the time the ticket arrives in the mail, the 

person has forgotten where they even received the ticket. A motorcycle cop handing a ticket to a bad driver in real-time 

will. This isn’t a manpower issue—it’s a matter of priorities. Blinking crosswalk lights are also efficient and a much better, 

long-term investment than a camera-based "pilot" program. PS Speeding cameras were used in Los Angeles; however, 

they didn't work effectively because the technology failed to account for traffic flow (in general) and the difficulty of making 

timely left-hand turns on a yellow light. Los Angeles abandoned the cameras almost immediately because the technology 

didn't understand the task at hand as it applied to the intricacies of Southern California's big-city traffic, and the 

mechanism for paying the fines was insufficient. People at LB City Hall would be wise to consult with those in LA City Hall 

to learn from their experiences on how the system failed in their city. 

The City is limited to 18 ASE devices based 

on population per CVC § 22425(b)(2). If the 

program is demonstrated to be successful 

in curving vehicle speed behavior, 

expansion of the program will be 

determined by state legislature. The 

program is not permitted to enforce red 

lights and is only intended to deter 

speeding vehicles in safety corridors, 

documented speed or street takeovers and 

school zones in accordance with CVC § 

22425(b)(1). The program will provide 

advance warning of camera devices by 

posted speed limit signage and speed 

feedback signs well in advance of the speed 

enforcement systems, to allow sufficient 

roadway distance for motorists to reduce 

speeds safely. 

 

35 (No Comment) 

 

This will cause more accidents, City tried it before and only worked to impose fines did not make it safer. Also instead why 

doesn’t the city focus on fixing the already deteriorating streets in those areas. District 7 has many streets with large pot 

holes that have not been repaired in years 

The intent of the ASE Pilot Program is to 

deter speeding vehicles and should not be 

confused with the red-light cameras. The 

program limits the City with 18 system 

based on population per CVC § 22425(b)(2). 

If the program is successful, the data will 

show a reduction in speeds and traffic 

related speeding fatalities, the City will 

present formal reporting to the State of 

California, the decision to expand or extend 

the program is to be determined by state 

legislature. 

 

36 Let me get this straight: 

Cameras reduce collisions - how? 
Should low income people pay less for a traffic violation than middle / upper class? Answer: no 
We need more law enforcement. Fund the LBPD. 

(No Comment) 

 

The City's mission is to achieve zero traffic-

related fatalities, in alignment with the 

three E's" of Vision Zero: education, 

engineering, and enforcement. The ASE is 

one component to the City's approach to 

achieve zero fatalities due to speeding 

vehicles. The CVC § 22429 requires that a 

diversion program for indigent community 

members. The system is designed to 

complement, not replace traditional traffic 

safety strategies while promoting 

transparency and equitable outcomes.  

 

37 This is a violation of citizens rights. No lives will be saved, it will only cause hurt and confusion. It will also solicit vandalism, as 

these traffic cameras do in Europe. Lowering the speed limits is the opposite of what needs to happen to promote efficiency in 

Long Beach; synchronize the stop lights, add AI so they don’t turn red when no one is coming, and spend the money saved on 

removing all of the barriers the city has erected in our neighborhoods that only cause frustration. 

This policy is misguided and will result in unintended consequences that will increase the cities liability risk. The City's mission to achieve zero traffic-

related fatalities is best described by the 

"three E's" of Vision Zero: education, 

engineering, and enforcement. The ASE is 

one component to the City's approach to 

achieve zero fatalities due to speeding 
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vehicles. The City will work with local 

contractor to maintain and make any 

necessary repairs to vandalizes devices. 

 

38 I have lived in Long Beach since 1998.  I am a bicyclist and I frequently commute to work on bicycle.  I also have two children 

who live in Long Beach.  I fully support automated speed limit enforcement.  Furthermore, I think the needs based 

enforcement plan should be adopted over geographical model.  It makes sense to put the cameras where the greatest threat 

to public safety is.  

I am in favor of automated speed enforcement plan.  Thank you for sharing your input. 

 

39 I think this would be a great tool for the city to utilize to ensure safer streets. But I’d like to also add in a few suggestions for the 

neighborhood for one of the areas in question. On Harding and Myrtle, near Atlantic and and artesia, needs road bumps 

desperately. There has been multiple accidents and incidents involving vehicles and the center roundabout planter as well as 

side planters. This is a known issue and neighbors are tired of it. This needs to also happen going up Harding going towards 

Orange, where street racing occurred and led to destruction of the liquor store. 

(No Comment) 

 

The ASE Pilot Program allows for 18 

locations citywide based on city population 

in accordance with CVC § 22425(b)(2). The 

program is intended to deter speeding 

vehicles in safety corridors, documented 

speed or street takeovers and school zones 

in accordance with CVC § 22425(b)(1). If the 

program is successful, the data will show a 

reduction in speeds and traffic related 

speeding fatalities, the City will present 

formal reporting to the State of California, 

the decision to expand or extend the 

program is to be determined by state 

legislature. 

 

40 It’s always in low income areas. I have privacy concerns and fear that this is more about generating revenue than improving safety.  

Let the cops do their jobs. 

The ASE Pilot Program is intended to 

address excessive vehicles speeding 11-

mph over the posted speed limit. The high-

injury network demonstrates the City’s 

communities mostly impacted by vehicle 

speeds are in lower income areas. The 

program is geared to address indigent 

communities and provides citation 

reductions, payment plan options or 

volunteer work in lieu of paying the citation. 

The City recognizes that privacy and data 

protection are essential to the success of 

the Pilot Program. In compliance with CVC 

§§ 22425-22431, the City’s implementation 

of safeguards to protect personally 

identifiable information (PII) ensures 

impartial enforcement and maintains public 

trust. Data collection will be limited to the 

minimum amount of information necessary 

to issue a speed citation (e.g. date, time, 

speed, photo of only rear license plate, no 

facial recognition). The system shall not 

capture the faces of drivers, passengers, or 

bystanders. Citation revenues shall be used 

first to offset program operational costs. 

The remaining revenues shall only be 

utilized in traffic-calming measures. The 

system is designed to complement, not 

replace, traditional traffic safety strategies 

while promoting transparency and 

equitable outcomes. 

 

41 I think this should not be put because it will cause more accidents with drivers who will stop immediately while another car is 

behind it. 

(No Comment) 

 

The intent of the ASE Pilot Program is to 

deter speeding vehicles. The program will 
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provide sufficient advance warning, with 

posted speed limit signage and speed 

feedback signs placed ahead of the devices, 

to allow sufficient roadway distance for 

motorists to reduce speeds safely. This 

approach is intended to maximize 

transparency, encourage voluntary 

compliance with speed limits, and promote 

safe driving behaviors before citations are 

issued. 

 

42 This will just create more accidents and distracted driving like we see with red light cameras. We do NOT want this in our city! 

Please allocate funds to curb homelessness or crime in the area instead of adding yet another way to fine our own community. 

This will just create more accidents and distracted driving like we see with red light cameras. We do NOT want this in our 

city! Please allocate funds to curb homelessness or crime in the area instead of adding yet another way to fine our own 

community. 

The ASE Pilot Program will provide sufficient 

advance warning, with posted speed limit 

signage and speed feedback signs placed 

ahead of the devices, to allow sufficient 

roadway distance for motorists to reduce 

speeds safely. The program is not intent to 

tax or burden local communities; it is 

intended to provide consistent and 

impartial enforcement of only speeding 

vehicles and ensuring that enforcement is 

applied fairly. 

 

43 Red light cameras were enforced and removed, because as good as it sounds conceptually, this will be cost heavy and inflict 

more work and back and forth on an already strained department. We do not want these cameras in our city. 

Red light cameras were enforced and removed, because as good as it sounds conceptually, this will be cost heavy and 

inflict more work and back and forth on an already strained department. We do not want these cameras in our city. 

The intent of the ASE devices is to deter 

speeding vehicles and should not be 

confused with the red-light cameras. It is 

important to note the program is only a 

pilot, and the City will analyze data before, 

during and after the implementation of the 

program to verify its effectiveness. 

 

44 Let’s do it The speed cameras would be a good thing but only and only if there are clear visible signs letting drivers know when and 

where the cameras start and stop watching per our rights to privacy. 

The ASE Pilot Program will provide sufficient 

advance warning, with posted speed limit 

signage and speed feedback signs placed 

well in advance of the speed enforcement 

systems, to allow sufficient roadway 

distance for motorists to reduce speeds 

safely. 

 

45 The areas identified for "Geographic" placement are areas that are so dangerous that everyone avoids them. This designation 

makes it seem like they aren't dangerous, which is completely wrong. Go ahead and walk down Cherry from Carson to 

Wardlow and let us know how comfortable it is.  

Speed enforcement is important for everyone outside of cars, but they will make drivers safer as well. 

The placement here is fine. There are additional places that I would like to see cameras, such as 4th and Cherry, which has 

had multiple terrible crashes, but the most important thing is that the program gets going. We need to move the cameras 

periodically anyway, so picking the absolute best places is not that important. 

The ASE Pilot Program allows for 18 

locations citywide based on city population 

in accordance with CVC § 22425(b)(2). It is 

important to note the program is only a 

pilot, and the City will analyze data before, 

during and after the implementation of the 

program to verify its effectiveness.  In 

accordance with CVC § 22425(p)(1) specific 

locations shall not be in operation for more 

than 18-months after installation if the 

system does not see reduction in speeds 

compared to data collected before the 

system was in operation. 

 

46 I am in support of the speed cameras. I believe that speeding and wreckless driving is a significant problem in our city. I have 

two questions though: how will this impact traffic flow? Is there any way to create dynamic speed limits so people can drive 

faster at night? 

(No Comment) 

 

The ASE Pilot Program is not expected to 

impact traffic flow. The program will 

provide sufficient advance warning, with 

posted speed limit signage and speed 



 
 
 
 

Page 28 of 41 
 

Department of Public Works  
411 W. Ocean Boulevard 

Long Beach, CA 90802 

(562) 570-6041   FAX (562) 570-6012 

feedback signs placed ahead of the devices, 

to allow sufficient roadway distance for 

motorists to reduce speeds safely. In 

accordance with CVC § 22425(c) if an ASE 

device is deployed in a school zone and the 

school zone has a higher posted speed limit 

when children are not present, a designated 

jurisdiction may only enforce the school 

zone speed limit up to one hour before the 

regular school session begins, 10 minutes 

after school begins, one hour during lunch 

period, and up to one hour after regular 

school session concludes. The program 

does not allow for higher speeds at night 

but does provide a 10-mph leeway buffer 

before devices are triggered. 

 

 

 

47 The sooner the better. The 11mph reference point seems low. The more the better. The ASE Pilot Program was designed to 

allow leeway of 10-mph over the posted 

speed limit before a citation would be 

issued, as a form to allow for unintentional 

speeds. 

 

48 Hi there, I'm reading over the impact report and I think 11+ mph being the cutoff is too big of a grace window for speeding. It 

tacitly agrees that a posted speed limit isn't the true limit before penalties are issued, and that drivers are free to keep driving 

10 miles above the posted number. This flies in the face of all known information about the risk of severe injury or fatality 

increasing exponentially with more speed. A 20 mph collision has a 10% chance of fatality, but a 30 mph collision brings this up 

to a whopping 40%! A 40 mph crash has an 80% chance of fatality, and rolling 38-40 in a 30 zone to skate past the cameras is 

not worth the tradeoff. 

I support the system use policy and the implementation of cameras in LB by and large. I live in D6 and my priority is the 

safety of all people on the streets instead of the comfort of unfettered speeding. I'm low income myself and fellow low 

income pedestrians, children, and elders deserve to have the dignity of safer streets than the freedom to speed and be 

penalized by low income drivers. Thank you for providing alternative means of repayment to not disproportionately 

impact low-income households. I do think that further consideration should be made for serial offenders or egregious 

violations of the speed limits. 26-99 being one bracket is wild, and flying over 100 mph should get your license taken away. 

Do the ASE cameras also have any provision for covered plates or other cars who attempt to make their cars unreadable 

to the automated cameras? 

The ASE Pilot Program was designed to 

allow flexibility of 10-mph over the posted 

speed limit for leeway and human error. 

The citations are civil in nature and are 

intended to deter future speeding and 

promote safe driving behavior. The 

program does not have provisions for 

covered plates. However, the program will 

complement traditional enforcement and 

such citations may be noted for appropriate 

action. 

 

49 Not in favor. Unnecessary spending. We need funds allocated to more dire needs like actually repaving our streets, repainting 

crosswalks, and redoing existing infrastructure. 

Not in favor. Money should go to redoing our broken streets The ASE Pilot Program is intended to align 

with the “three E’s” of Vision Zero: 

education, engineering, and enforcement. 

The City is committed to continue with 

traffic calming measures and safety 

roadway safety improvements alongside 

the program. Revenues generated from 

citations can only be spent on traffic-

calming or roadway safety improvements. 

 

50 We do not want speed cameras installed in our city. Speed cameras are an unnecessary invasion of our privacy and will 

decrease home values because of how undesirable they are. We would rather the city focus on crime and homelessness rather 

than more ways to fine people.  

We do not want speed cameras installed in our city. Speed cameras are an unnecessary invasion of our privacy and will 

decrease home values because of how undesirable they are. We would rather the city focus on crime and homelessness 

rather than more ways to fine people.  

The ASE Pilot Program takes privacy into 

significant consideration. The devices do 

not record or capture information other 

than of those vehicles traveling over 11-

mph of the posted speed limit. The only 

information that is captured from the 

devices are the rear license plate of the 

speeding vehicle. 
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51 I live in North LB, Atlantic between Artesia & South St, a lot of speeding vehicles are on this stretch of Atlantic. Jordan High 

School is on this stretch of Atlantic, these speeding vehicles need to be slowed down before someone gets seriously injured or 

killed. 

(No Comment) 

 

The ASE Pilot Program is intended to deter 

speeding and promote safe driving 

behavior. The City would like to expand this 

program beyond the pilot period and 

include additional locations if it is 

demonstrated to be successful in slowing 

down speeding vehicles. 

 

52 This is another European style Nanny State implementation.  If the faces of the drivers are not captured on camera, how do 

you prove who is driving the vehicle. This is a complete waste of resources!!!  Station traffic officers if you want to enforce 

speed laws!!! 

This is another European style Nanny State implementation.  If the faces of the drivers are not captured on camera, how 

do you prove who is driving the vehicle. This is a complete waste of resources!!!  Station traffic officers if you want to 

enforce speed laws!!! 

The ASE Pilot Program is intended to adhere 

to privacy concerns. The program was 

implemented to cite speeding vehicles and 

to only capture rear license plates. The 

program is to complement, not replace, 

traditional traffic safety strategies while 

promoting transparency and equitable 

outcomes. 

  

53 This is long beach trying to get rich. They will just avoid those streets with the cameras. This is another way for you to control 

us  

This is long beach trying to get rich, not safety. They can just avoid the streets with the cameras. Whats next after that 

cameras in the whole city? 

The ASE Pilot Program is intended to 

maximize transparency, encourage 

voluntary compliance with speed limits, and 

promote safe driving behaviors. Citations 

will only be issued to vehicles speeding 11-

mph over the posted limit. All revenue 

generated will be utilized program recovery 

and traffic-calming measures. 

 

54 It is about time. So many drivers think the streets are speedways. Too many accidents. Those of us who drive the speed limits 

are practically shoved forward on the streets. Put more police on the streets and issue a lot of tickets to pay for the roads that 

need a lot of repair. Thanks. 

Do it. The ASE Pilot Program is intended to deter 

speeding and promote safe driving 

behavior. The system is designed to 

complement, not replace traditional traffic 

safety strategies while promoting 

transparency and equitable outcomes. 
 

55 This is another form of a surveillance state and should not be implemented. Police officers get paid to do their job, let them do 

their jobs.  

The government has been shown to not protect its citizens data appropriately. This will put more high risk individuals at 

risk of exploitation by the surveillance state.  

The ASE Pilot Program is intended to adhere 

to privacy concerns. The City recognizes 

that privacy and data protection are 

essential to the success of the Pilot 

Program. The City will maintain compliance 

with CVC §§ 22425-22431, the City’s 

implementation to safeguard and protect 

personally identifiable information (PII) 

ensures impartial enforcement and 

maintains public trust. Data collection will 

be limited to the minimum amount of 

information necessary to issue a speed 

citation. The system is designed to 

complement, not replace traditional traffic 

safety strategies while promoting 

transparency and equitable outcomes. 
 

56 I’m concerned that the proposed Automated Speed Enforcement System could unintentionally harm lower-income 

neighborhoods in Long Beach. Programs like this in other cities, such as Chicago, have shown that automated citations often 

disproportionately impact working-class residents and communities of color without clear evidence of improved traffic safety. 

Many families ended up burdened with fines, late fees, and even suspended licenses; outcomes that can deepen existing 

inequities. 

Instead of prioritizing enforcement technology, I encourage Long Beach to focus on equitable, community-centered safety 

strategies; such as improved street design, better lighting, traffic-calming measures, and public education. These approaches 

I’m concerned that the proposed Automated Speed Enforcement System could unintentionally harm lower-income 

neighborhoods in Long Beach. Programs like this in other cities, such as Chicago, have shown that automated citations 

often disproportionately impact working-class residents and communities of color without clear evidence of improved 

traffic safety. Many families ended up burdened with fines, late fees, and even suspended licenses; outcomes that can 

deepen existing inequities. 

Instead of prioritizing enforcement technology, I encourage Long Beach to focus on equitable, community-centered safety 

strategies; such as improved street design, better lighting, traffic-calming measures, and public education. These 

The ASE Pilot Program was drafted with 

privacy and equitable enforcement in mind. 

The program is not intended to burden 

local communities with citations but rather 

help address excessive speeding events in 

local low-income communities. The 

program does allow for citation reductions 
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address the root causes of speeding and make streets safer for everyone without creating additional financial strain for those 

already struggling. 
Thank you for keeping fairness, transparency, and community well-being at the center of this initiative. 

approaches address the root causes of speeding and make streets safer for everyone without creating additional financial 

strain for those already struggling. 
Thank you for keeping fairness, transparency, and community well-being at the center of this initiative. 

from 50% - 80% for indigent individuals and 

will include volunteer opportunities. The 

program is aligned with the three E’s of the 

Vision Zero: education, engineering and 

enforcement. The ASE devices are only one 

component to help bring safer streets to all 

road users. 

 

57 I submit this public comment in strong support of the swift and equitable implementation of the Automated Speed 

Enforcement (ASE) System Pilot Program in Long Beach, as authorized by California State Bill AB 645. This technology is a 

critical, proven tool that aligns directly with the city's Vision Zero goal to eliminate traffic fatalities and serious injuries by 2026. 

The data clearly demonstrates an urgent need for this intervention. 

Speed is a Public Health Crisis 
Long Beach's own traffic data underscores that excessive speed is a primary contributing factor in severe and fatal traffic 

collisions. 
Alarming Fatalities: The city saw a significant spike in traffic deaths in recent years, with the number remaining unacceptably 

high. This crisis, fueled by speeding, demands an urgent and effective response. 
Vulnerable Road Users at Risk: Pedestrians account for the majority of traffic fatalities. Speed is especially lethal to those 

outside of vehicles, as the likelihood of death increases exponentially as vehicle speed rises. 
High-Injury Network (HIN): The system prioritizes deployment on the city's most dangerous corridors—the High-Injury 

Network, including school zones and areas with frequent street racing—where the risk of tragedy is highest. 
ASE Systems are Proven, Equitable, and Non-Biased 
Traditional enforcement has not been enough to curb this epidemic of speeding. ASE offers an essential, supplementary 

strategy with a documented record of improving safety and promoting equity. 
Safety Effectiveness: International and U.S. studies confirm that speed cameras are a Federal Highway Administration Proven 

Safety Countermeasure, shown to significantly reduce speeding and injury crashes. 
Focus on Dangerous Behavior: The Long Beach pilot program will only issue a citation if a vehicle is traveling 11 mph or more 

over the posted speed limit, focusing solely on the most reckless speeding. 
Addressing Misguided Claims of Bias 
Some voices, often rooted in extreme political opposition to any form of automated civil enforcement, may claim that ASE 

systems will exhibit racial or socioeconomic bias in their enforcement or impact. This is a blatant falsehood and fundamentally 

misunderstands the technology's core benefit. 
Technology is Neutral: ASE provides unbiased, civilian-led enforcement because the camera focuses exclusively on the speed of 

the vehicle and the license plate. It cannot see the driver, their race, or their income. Unlike traditional traffic stops, the system 

operates without the possibility of human discretion or implicit bias influencing the decision to issue a citation. 
Equity by Design: The very structure of AB 645 and the Long Beach plan prioritizes equity. They mandate that the cameras be 

placed on the High-Injury Network, which often includes underserved communities that have historically borne the brunt of 

traffic violence. Furthermore, the program includes provisions for reduced fines for low-income residents and requires that 

fine revenue be reinvested into local traffic-calming measures for these neighborhoods, ensuring the communities most 

impacted are the ones that benefit from improved infrastructure. 
The ASE system is a tool for objective, data-driven enforcement that delivers safety to the communities that need it most, while 

intentionally mitigating the disproportionate financial impact and profiling concerns associated with traditional traffic stops. 
Conclusion and Call to Action 
The evidence is clear: Automated Speed Enforcement is a necessary and responsible component of a comprehensive approach 

to making Long Beach streets safer. The system is effective, and the safeguards ensure it is deployed equitably. I urge the City 

to proceed with the expeditious and thoughtful deployment of the ASE pilot program. 
Saving lives must be our highest priority. This technology provides a concrete, data-driven way to achieve that goal. 
Thank you. 

I submit this public comment in strong support of the swift and equitable implementation of the Automated Speed 

Enforcement (ASE) System Pilot Program in Long Beach, as authorized by California State Bill AB 645. This technology is a 

critical, proven tool that aligns directly with the city's Vision Zero goal to eliminate traffic fatalities and serious injuries by 

2026. The data clearly demonstrates an urgent need for this intervention. 
Speed is a Public Health Crisis 
Long Beach's own traffic data underscores that excessive speed is a primary contributing factor in severe and fatal traffic 

collisions. 
Alarming Fatalities: The city saw a significant spike in traffic deaths in recent years, with the number remaining 

unacceptably high. This crisis, fueled by speeding, demands an urgent and effective response. 
Vulnerable Road Users at Risk: Pedestrians account for the majority of traffic fatalities. Speed is especially lethal to those 

outside of vehicles, as the likelihood of death increases exponentially as vehicle speed rises. 
High-Injury Network (HIN): The system prioritizes deployment on the city's most dangerous corridors—the High-Injury 

Network, including school zones and areas with frequent street racing—where the risk of tragedy is highest. 
ASE Systems are Proven, Equitable, and Non-Biased 
 Traditional enforcement has not been enough to curb this epidemic of speeding. ASE offers an essential, supplementary 

strategy with a documented record of improving safety and promoting equity. 
Safety Effectiveness: International and U.S. studies confirm that speed cameras are a Federal Highway Administration 

Proven Safety Countermeasure, shown to significantly reduce speeding and injury crashes. 
Focus on Dangerous Behavior: The Long Beach pilot program will only issue a citation if a vehicle is traveling 11 mph or 

more over the posted speed limit, focusing solely on the most reckless speeding. 
Addressing Misguided Claims of Bias 
Some voices, often rooted in extreme political opposition to any form of automated civil enforcement, may claim that ASE 

systems will exhibit racial or socioeconomic bias in their enforcement or impact. This is a blatant falsehood and 

fundamentally misunderstands the technology's core benefit. 
Technology is Neutral: ASE provides unbiased, civilian-led enforcement because the camera focuses exclusively on the 

speed of the vehicle and the license plate. It cannot see the driver, their race, or their income. Unlike traditional traffic 

stops, the system operates without the possibility of human discretion or implicit bias influencing the decision to issue a 

citation. 
Equity by Design: The very structure of AB 645 and the Long Beach plan prioritizes equity. They mandate that the cameras 

be placed on the High-Injury Network, which often includes underserved communities that have historically borne the 

brunt of traffic violence. Furthermore, the program includes provisions for reduced fines for low-income residents and 

requires that fine revenue be reinvested into local traffic-calming measures for these neighborhoods, ensuring the 

communities most impacted are the ones that benefit from improved infrastructure. 
The ASE system is a tool for objective, data-driven enforcement that delivers safety to the communities that need it most, 

while intentionally mitigating the disproportionate financial impact and profiling concerns associated with traditional 

traffic stops. 
Conclusion and Call to Action 
The evidence is clear: Automated Speed Enforcement is a necessary and responsible component of a comprehensive 

approach to making Long Beach streets safer. The system is effective, and the safeguards ensure it is deployed equitably. I 

urge the City to proceed with the expeditious and thoughtful deployment of the ASE pilot program. 
Saving lives must be our highest priority. This technology provides a concrete, data-driven way to achieve that goal. 
Thank you. 

Thank you for sharing your input. 

 

58 Another Wasteful spending by the city on things that won’t work. Fix the roads, stop being a bird feeder to homeless that don’t 

change and bring unsafe conditions to parks and sidewalks. 

Waste of money for an issue that won’t change . Fix the roads, stop being a bird feeder to homeless that don’t change and 

bring unsafe conditions to parks we can’t take our children to and sidewalks we can’t walk down because someone is 

asleep walking to school. 

While the comment falls outside the scope 

of the ASE Pilot Program, we will keep your 

input in mind for future discussions as 

appropriate.  

 

59 The Supreme Court already deemed that this is illegal and against the constitution so your wasting more money putting them 

up just to have to take them down 

Have more officers instead of automated cameras The intent of the ASE Pilot Program is to be 

a deterrent to speeding vehicles and should 
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not be confused with the "red light" 

cameras. If the program is successful, the 

data will show a reduction in speeds and 

traffic related speeding fatalities, the City 

will present formal reporting to the State of 

California, the decision to expand or extend 

the program is to be determined by state 

legislature. The system is designed to 

complement, not replace traditional traffic 

safety strategies while promoting 

transparency and equitable outcomes.  
 

60 This policy seems extremely racist, most of the areas affected will are those that BIPOC and immigrants live in. Such a great 

way to make it seem like you care about your citizens. 

And you’re selling that data too? Crazy, when almost everyday there’s a class action lawsuits for data breaches. The ASE Pilot Program is intended to be 

transparent, equitable and privacy 

protection driven. The City’s communities 

are all impacted by excessive speeding 

vehicles. Only vehicles traveling over 11-

mph over the posted speed limit will trigger 

the device to issue a citation. In accordance 

with CVC §§ 22425-22431 the City will not 

sell data collected from the program. The 

City’s implementation of safeguards and 

end-to-end encryption to protect personally 

identifiable information (PII) ensures the 

data collected will be limited to the 

minimum amount of information necessary 

to issue a speeding citation. 

 

61 Against this  Thank you for sharing your input. 

 

62 We need this on 1st st in Bluff Park our speed limit is 20MPH and people are going 30 to 40 and sunning stop signs. How do we 

get this here? 

We need this in Bluff Park Thank you for sharing your input. The ASE 

pilot program limits the City with 18 system 

based on population per CVC § 22425(b)(2). 

If the Pilot Program is successful, the City 

will be seeking to expand the program. 

 

63 It is great that we are getting speed cameras.  
The project needs to launch ASAP. Police have completely given up on traffic enforcement and kids are getting killed in the 

streets by reckless drivers.  
Turn on the cameras today!  

(No Comment) 

 

The ASE Pilot Program is being deployed in 

accordance with CVC §§ 22425 - 22431. 

Including public comment, a warning period 

among other requirements before they can 

begin issuing citations. 

 

64 I live on 6th street between pacific and pine ave, every day I see vehicles speeding dangerously on my block and I think the city 

should consider this area for the program. In two years living here I have witnessed multiple accidents due to speeding and on 

many occasions I felt unsafe crossing the streets because of reckless drivers. 6th street is the first street after leaving the 

highway 710 and it leads straight into downtown Long Beach, where a lot of pedestrians are walking days and nights. The 

street is a one way with 3 lanes and red lights at each intersection which seem to incite drivers to go as fast as possible from 

one light to another. 

(No Comment) 

 

If the program is successful, the data will 

show a reduction in speeds and traffic 

related speeding fatalities, the City will 

present formal reporting to the State of 

California, the decision to expand or extend 

the program is to be determined by state 

legislature. 

 

65 This move to install ticketing traffic speed cameras is clearly about the city taking more money from regular working class 

people and not truly to protect public safety. Claims that it is a proven safety tool are unsubstantiated. Traffic cameras are in 

fact proven to be largely useless in promoting safety. They are however very lucrative for the city. Not to mention, increasing 

surveillance threatens the safety and privacy of Long Beach residents and visitors.  
If the city wants to protect the safety of travelers, it would divert more funding into better public transportation. If it wanted to 

line its pockets more, it could start actually taxing the rich.  

This move to install ticketing traffic speed cameras is clearly about the city taking more money from regular working class 

people and not truly to protect public safety. Claims that it is a proven safety tool are unsubstantiated. Traffic cameras are 

in fact proven to be largely useless in promoting safety. They are however very lucrative for the city. Not to mention, 

increasing surveillance threatens the safety and privacy of Long Beach residents and visitors.  
If the city wants to protect the safety of travelers, it would divert more funding into better public transportation. If it 

wanted to line its pockets more, it could start actually taxing the rich.  

The ASE Pilot Program will only issue 

citations to vehicles traveling 11-mph over 

the posted speed limit. The program is one 

component to addressing speeding 

vehicles. The City will only utilize the 

revenues generated to offset program costs 

and implement traffic-calming measures in 



 
 
 
 

Page 32 of 41 
 

Department of Public Works  
411 W. Ocean Boulevard 

Long Beach, CA 90802 

(562) 570-6041   FAX (562) 570-6012 

accordance with CVC § 22426(g). 
 

66 No, there are not accurate and nit needed....but the city needs money before the Olympic to clean up Long Beach  (No Comment) The revenues from the ASE Pilot Program 

can only be used to offset program 

operational costs and traffic-calming 

measures in accordance with CVC § 

22426(g). 

 

67 This is overreach, an invasion of privacy and a terrible use of tax payer money  (No Comment) The City recognizes that privacy and data 

protection are essential to the success of 

the Pilot Program. In compliance with CVC 

§§ 22425-22431, the City’s implementation 

of safeguards to protect personally 

identifiable information (PII) ensures 

impartial enforcement and maintains public 

trust. Data collection will be limited to the 

minimum amount of information necessary 

to issue a speed citation. 
 

68 I disagree with mailing tickets.  Use the warning signs and police enforcement. A system generating tickets is ridiculous. Long 

Beach does NOT need this nor does any city! 

I disagree.  The ASE Pilot Program is intended to 

complement, not replace, traditional traffic 

safety strategies while promoting 

transparency and equitable outcomes. 
 

69 I am anxiously awaiting this pilot implementation in Long Beach. Many of the areas identified are areas I frequent as a 

pedestrian or cyclist (as well as a driver!), and the rate of speeding observed in those locations is scary high. I've witnessed 

numerous close calls in many of these locations (specifically C, H, G, J, K, D, L, B). I look forward to slower vehicle speeds and a 

reduction in injuries & fatalities with this enforcement. 
However, while I fully support this initiative, I feel it's not truly addressing the ability to speed itself. Sure, penalties for speeding 

will help, but some of these locations could use a road redesign to naturally lower vehicle speeds. For example, although most 

of 7th st. is continuously 30mph, I notice drivers speeding the most egregiously on Segment L, right through the park. What 

changes there is I believe the street gets wider, lanes get wider, and no cars on the side (or at least how it feels to me). This 

gives drivers the false illusion they're going slower than they actually are, raising vehicle speeds and risk of injury. Adding 

protected bike lanes and narrowing the vehicle lanes would go a long way in truly reducing speed in this section. I believe this 

strategy is a more permanent solution that should be undertaken as well throughout the city in support of Long Beach's 

commitment to Vision Zero. 
I also question why there seems to be no LBPD traffic enforcement around the city. I see drivers running red lights and failing 

to stop at just about every light I am stopped at, and have never seen any enforcement of these actions. I am deeply saddened 

every time I hear of another pedestrian, cyclist, or driver killed by a driver in Long Beach, and look forward to this Speed 

Enforcement and continued city action to address this.  

(No Comment) 

 

If the ASE Pilot Program is successful, the 

data will show a reduction in speeds and 

traffic related speeding fatalities, the City 

will present formal reporting to the State of 

California, the decision to expand or extend 

the program is to be determined by state 

legislature. The City will continue to work 

with all stakeholders to help bring safer 

streets to all road users. 

70 I support the use of speed cameras.  I'm especially excited by the prospect of speed cameras all along Shoreline Drive and 

Ocean Blvd. from Pacific Ave to Orange Avenue.  As someone who lives at Ocean and Alamitos, I both see and hear the people 

speeding on Shoreline like it's the Grand Prix and along Ocean Blvd.  We witness so many accidents at our corner and speed is 

generally a factor.  Speed Cameras will make our streets safer and quieter....both are welcome. 

Seems reasonable. Thank you for taking the time in providing 

your feedback. 

71 Paramount and Market. 2 motorcyclists have been killed here. Many car crashes. Also Palos Verde and Atherton has college 

students crossing the street, and many car crashes. 

(No Comment) 

 

Thank you for taking the time in providing 

your feedback. If the Pilot Program is 

successful, the City will be seeking to 

expand the program to additional locations. 

. 

72 I'm not opposed to speed cameras if it gets people to slow down. That said, there are too many of them located in poor, black 

and brown neighborhoods. Wealthy white people speed too, so they need to shoulder some of the burden as well. There 

needs to be more cameras in the eastern part of the city, namely, districts 4 and 5.  

Ok To optimize the effectiveness of the ASE 

Pilot Program, while satisfying the mandate 

for geographic and socioeconomic diversity, 

Public Works intends to deploy 

enforcement systems based on two (2) 

prioritization methods, as shown in 

Appendices 1 and 2: Half of the speed 
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safety systems, equivalent to nine (9) 

systems, will be deployed in areas that most 

thoroughly correlate to Safety Corridors, 

Documented Speed or Street Takeovers, 

and School Zone metrics. Beginning with 

Safety Corridors as the primary criteria, 

street segments were analyzed to 

determine the frequency of speeding and 

street takeovers, with additional weighting 

applied to segments located within 

designated school zones. For the remaining 

(9) systems, each will be assigned within an 

individual Council District boundaries in an 

eligible location, referencing the same 

weighted rankings as Prioritization Method. 

 

73 We should focus our efforts at Spring St and Studebaker where there are daily and nightly street races. We should focus our efforts at Spring St and Studebaker where there are daily and nightly street races. If the ASE Pilot Program is successful, the 

data will show a reduction in speeds and 

traffic related speeding fatalities. The 

program limits the City with 18 system 

based on population per CVC § 22425(b)(2). 

The State of California legislature may 

decide to expand or extend the program.  

 

74 The stretch of 7th Street from Santiago to Pacific Coast Highway passes through a residential neighborhood. Along this corridor 

there is ongoing excessive speeding endangering pedestrians and residents. I file reports continuously. There is a deficit of any 

type of safety measure whether it be signage or law enforcement presence. Only one small sign posting a 30 mph speed limit 

exists which is completely ignored. Cars, trucks and busses all use excessive speeds. There have been multiple deaths in this 

location. I urge you to look at this narrow  stretch of highway with no median between the traffic lanes and implement safety 

measures to make this a safe place to live. I live on the corner of 7th and Terraine. 

(No Comment) 

 

If the ASE Pilot Program is successful, the 

data will show a reduction in speeds and 

traffic related speeding fatalities. The 

program limits the City with 18 system 

based on population per CVC § 22425(b)(2). 

The State of California legislature may 

decide to expand or extend the program. 

 

75 How is speeding racist?  How does adding cameras help with the racial equity program? How is speeding racist?  How does adding cameras help with the racial equity program?   Speeding is not racist. The System Impact 

Report makes reference to Resolution No. 

20-0076 acknowledging racism as a public 

health crisis and The City adopted 

Framework for Reconciliation which led to 

the Racial Equity and Racial Reconciliation 

Initiative with goals to transform the 

internal structure of the City, by one 

primary goal to deign and invest in 

community safety and violence prevention. 

In accordance with CVC § 22426(g) all 

revenues generated from the program will 

offset program costs and shall be used to 

traffic-calming measures. 

 

76 In addition to working on the speed cameras, I would like to suggest that some of the main thouroughfares place new speed 

limit signs on the overhanging (horizontal pole) traffic signals next to the street sign name. Drivers will always look at street 

lights, and this will be a good reminder of the speed limit! 

(No Comment) 

 

The City does not install speed limit signs on 

traffic signal mast arms due to federal and 

state guidelines that emphasize 

consistency, visibility, and to minimizing 

driver confusion. The program will provide 

sufficient advance warning, with posted 

speed limit signage and speed feedback 

signs placed well in advance of the speed 

enforcement systems, to allow sufficient 



 
 
 
 

Page 34 of 41 
 

Department of Public Works  
411 W. Ocean Boulevard 

Long Beach, CA 90802 

(562) 570-6041   FAX (562) 570-6012 

roadway distance for motorists to reduce 

speeds safely. 
 

77 This is government over reach, and an invasion of privacy. These devices will cause more harm than good ND can get people 

seriously injured or killed.  

(No Comment) 

 

The ASE Pilot Program is intended to adhere 

to privacy concerns. The City recognizes 

that privacy and data protection are 

essential to the success of the Pilot 

Program. The City will maintain compliance 

with CVC §§ 22425-22431, the City’s 

implementation to safeguard and protect 

personally identifiable information (PII) 

ensures impartial enforcement and 

maintains public trust. 
 

78 Speed cameras do not impact vehicle speeding or improve safety. it says that it will target drives traveling faster than the 

posted speed limit, thus prompting drivers to unnecessarily break or slow down, and disregard the flow of traffic, which is 

actually safer to follow than a posted speed limit. It also disregards minutely going over the speed limit. You cannot improve 

safety through punitive measures. Speed cameras also only temporarily discourage speeding, and once past the speed camera, 

a driver will continue to drive as they wish. The city should focus more on improving safety measures without fining their 

citizens. 
 Cameras are unconstitutional as opposed to being able to speak directly with a police officer regarding an infraction and by 

outsourcing law enforcement to a 3rd party, and are not trustworthy that the speed cameras will be maintained appropriately 

and capturing speeds effectively or accurately.  

There is no data that states how the cameras are maintained or calibrated to ensure that they are capturing data 

effectively and accurately. We should not be outsourcing enforcement of the law outside of police officers. Cameras will 

also target the car itself and not the driver, which is impossible to determine since a camera cannot engage with the driver. 

This is a cash grab with little to no details outlining how exactly funds will be used to support real traffic safety, such as 

where traffic-calming tactics will be installed, how much they will cost, no promise on when these tactics will actually be 

delivered or finished. The city has already started to install some of these within the city, such as neighborhood traffic 

circles, without the need to further fund from citizens. Instead of spending the funding in the installation of speed 

cameras, the funding should go to more worthwhile efforts. 

The cameras will only be activated when a 

vehicle is detected traveling 11-mph over 

the posted speed limit. Only the rear license 

plate of the violating vehicle will be 

captured. The system shall not capture the 

faces of drivers, passengers, or bystanders. 

In compliance with CVC §§ 22425-22431, the 

City’s implementation of safeguards to 

protect personally identifiable information 

(PII) ensures impartial enforcement and 

maintains public trust. Each camera unit 

shall be calibrated in accordance with the 

manufacturer's instructions, and at least 

once per year by an independent 

calibration laboratory. Citation revenues 

shall be used first to offset program costs. 

The remaining revenues shall be utilized in 

traffic-calming or roadway safety 

improvements with in 3-years, if the 

revenue is not utilized for construction or 

planned after the third year, excess 

revenues shall revert to the Active 

Transportation Program in accordance with 

CVC § 22426(g)(2). 

 

79 Clark Ave from Carson to Spring needs enforcement. N/B Clark approaching Carson is reduced from 2 lanes to 1 and cars 

speed through intersection at Lew Davis attempting to enter. Cars and motorcycles are notorious for drag racing S/B Clark 

from Lew Davis to Conant or Wardlow. There used to be a senior patrol officer who was a huge help in reducing speeders 

through this section but I believe he retired. 

Due to reductions in force with the LBPD there is no longer regular parking patrols nor traffic police to cite speeders and 

reckless drivers. Especially when events are scheduled at LB Vet's Stadium. Motorcycle and Hot Rod Swap Meets attract 

enthusiasts from miles around who disregard speed and noise restrictions.  

The ASE Pilot Program allows for 18 

locations citywide based on city population 

in accordance with CVC § 22425(b)(2). If the 

program is successful, the City will seek to 

expand the program through state 

legislature. The program is designed to 

complement and not replace traditional 

traffic safety strategies while promoting 

transparency and equitable outcomes. The 

City will continue to work towards safer 

streets for all road users. 
 

80 I think you should consider 10th St. from Redondo to Ximino as there are high density of speeding drivers going to Wilson or 

leaving Wilson. There is numerous children walking down 10th St. every day and there are numerous accidents that aren’t 

reported 10th St. has become a freeway, especially since the dips were taken out when the streets were resurfaced at 10th and 

terminal. 

(No Comment) 

 

Thank you for taking the time in providing 

your feedback. The pilot program limits the 

City with 18 system based on population 

per CVC § 22425(b)(2). If the Pilot Program is 
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successful, the City will be seeking to 

expand the program. 

 

81 This is horrible use of city funds. Implementing AI surveillance is not a move that protects citizens. This is clearly in advance of 

the 2028 Olympics and will easily be used by ICE and other federal agents to monitor the citizens of Long Beach. One of the 

things I most valued about the city was that we did not install as many unnecessary surveillance devices across town and now 

we are. This technology is utilized in the genocide against Palestinians and it’s a shame we’re going to use it at all. We have a 

housing crisis and many other issues plaguing this city, maybe better public transit would be a better use of your funds to get 

folks out of cars and using city resources instead of using artificial intelligence to surveil and eventually police our town. Shame 

on the city council for advocating for this.  

This will be used to police citizens when the Olympics comes to town during NSSE where ICE and federal agents will take 

over our city. Do better. 

The ASE Pilot Program will only be activated 

when a vehicle is detected traveling 11-mph 

over the posted speed limit. Only the rear 

license plate of the violating vehicle will be 

captured. The system shall not capture the 

faces of drivers, passengers, or bystanders.  

The City's mission to achieve zero traffic-

related fatalities is best described by the 

"three E's" of Vision Zero: education, 

engineering, and enforcement. The 

Automated Speed Enforcement is only one 

component to the City's approach to 

reaching its Vizion Zero goal. The City 

recognizes that privacy and data protection 

are essential to the success of the Pilot 

Program. In compliance with CVC §§ 22425-

22431, the City’s implementation 

safeguards to protect personally identifiable 

information (PII) ensures impartial 

enforcement and maintains public trust. 

Data collection will be limited to the 

minimum amount of information necessary 

to issue a speed citation. In accordance with 

CVC § 22425(l)(5) information shall not be 

shared with outside agencies including any 

law enforcement. The program is an 

independent project from the LA28 Games. 

 

82 I do not feel comfortable that the data collection information is accurate. I am very fearful of law enforcement, DHS/ICE, and 

potentially Palentir to have access to the data. I would love to hear Congressman Garcia’s opinion on this.  

I do not feel comfortable that the data collection information is accurate. I am very fearful of law enforcement, DHS/ICE, 

and potentially Palentir to have access to the data. I would love to hear Congressman Garcia’s opinion on this. 

The City recognizes that privacy and data 

protection are essential to the success of 

the ASE Pilot Program. In compliance with 

CVC §§ 22425-22431, the City’s 

implementation of safeguards to protect 

personally identifiable information (PII) 

ensures impartial enforcement and 

maintains public trust. Data collection will 

be limited to the minimum amount of 

information necessary to issue a speed 

citation. In accordance with CVC § 

22425(l)(5) information shall not be shared 

with outside agencies including any law 

enforcement.  

 

83 I am happy this program is being initiated. I wish it was being implemented sooner. Where we live on Ocean Blvd is one of the 

9 zones. It seems like the Grand Prix is still carrying on long after the actual event. Our other concern are red light violations 

throughout the city. We hope the ASE system will also deter them. We hope the pilot will identify ways to make Long Beach 

streets safer.  

(No Comment) 

 

Thank you for sharing your input. The intent 

of the Automated Speed Enforcement 

Systems is to be a deterrent to speeding 

vehicles and should not be confused with 

the "red light" cameras. If the Pilot Program 

is successful, the City will be seeking to 

expand the program. 

 

84 You could make lots of money at my residential intersection of East 2nd St and Temple Ave. 95% or cars never stop at the stop 

sign going towards Broadway.  Speeding in the one block is outrageous day and night.  You could fund your department from 

all the fines you could issue from this intersection. .   

Much needed.  But if you look at historical lawsuits with the city of Fremont California they had to remove all of the 

cameras by court order.   Research this before installing.  I know from driving and having the massive flash go off while you 

are near the camera is quite startling it feels like a bolt of lightning came from the skies.   

The intent of the ASE Pilot Program is to 

deter speeding vehicles and should not be 

confused with the "red light" cameras. If the 
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Pilot Program is successful, the City will be 

seeking to expand the program. The flash 

from these devices is significantly 

diminished as they do not penetrate any 

vehicle glass or tint. The flash is only 

required at night to capture rear license 

plates. 

 

85 I understand the criteria you used to select the locations for the equipment, but I wish something could be done on Atlantic 

between San Antonio and Wardlow. On my commute every morning at 6am, just about every car is going 50 - 60 mph and 

stopping for a red light is treated as an option . This is near 2 schools (Longfellow and Hughes), and it's just a matter of time 

before someone is seriously injured trying to cross the street.    

(No Comment) 

 

The intent of the ASE Pilot Program is to be 

a deter speeding vehicles within the limited 

locations. If the program is successful, the 

data will show a reduction in speeds and 

traffic related speeding fatalities, the City 

will present formal reporting to the State of 

California, the decision to expand or extend 

the program is to be determined by state 

legislature. 
 

86 If you want to see where this will go just look at the history of red lights cameras. They were largely a fail. 
 The only ones that remain are those in predominantly poor neighborhoods, making this just another tax on the poor. They 

may have momentary successes, but we regularly exceed speed limits in everyday driving and this is not likely to provide a 

long-lasting fix. Think of when you go on the freeway, how often do you go 76? How often do you, personally, exceed 11 mph 

the posted limit?  
After all, this is just a pilot that would clearly aim to be installed in far more places in the future, leading down a long path of 

surveillance questions and privacy rights.  
Besides the cost, of which does not appear to cover repairs and downtime by the almost guaranteed vandalism, only the 

school zone cameras appear to serve a real public good. 
If you wish to cause lasting change and use POSITIVE reinforcement instead of punishment, go forward with a modified version 

of the Sweden speed camera lottery. Keep a portion for admin and upkeep, and put the rest toward a reward system for 

drivers who do drive safely (the rest of the ticket money goes to the drivers) 
If that isn't feasible, do something better with the street design. There is lots of research towards speed-limiting architecture. 

Isn't everyone tired of every attempt to extract dollars from them? We don't want just another tax we get hit with. There are 

other ways to improve behavior than punitive.  
In this age of skyrocketing prices and cost of living, another surveillance method that arguably does nothing to improve quality 

of life other than through fear of punishment is not the direction society should be heading. Private data is regularly leaked 

and this only introduces yet another potential risk vector. 
If we look even further into the future with the advance of self-driving cars, this construction has little staying power or value 

proposition, except, again, on people that are traditionally lower income who would still rely on human-driven machines. I 

won't digress too far down that thought path. 
To conclude - All costs have not realistically been considered, as stated above. 
Tax on the poor, as has been seen in the past traffic cameras and the only areas they've remained.  
Advancing the surveillance state is not something anyone wants. Encroachment on rights is an ongoing concern. Private data is 

regularly leaked. 
We should look for ways to improve quality of life / environment AND advance safety standards. Punitive enforcement does 

only one of those. 
Please reconsider the installation. It is not likely to help or improve the quality of the architecture or environment in the city, 

which is a great city. 

This is a repeat of #1 - as a FURTHER COMMENT, in the future for iterations of public comments, it would be beneficial to 

know how many questions there will be. I assumed it was one in all, and wrote a unified response as a result. 

If you want to see where this will go just look at the history of red lights cameras. They were largely a fail. 
The only ones that remain are those in predominantly poor neighborhoods, making this just another tax on the poor. They 

may have momentary successes, but we regularly exceed speed limits in everyday driving and this is not likely to provide a 

long-lasting fix. Think of when you go on the freeway, how often do you go 76? How often do you, personally, exceed 11 

mph the posted limit?  
After all, this is just a pilot that would clearly aim to be installed in far more places in the future, leading down a long path 

of surveillance questions and privacy rights.  
Besides the cost, of which does not appear to cover repairs and downtime by the almost guaranteed vandalism, only the 

school zone cameras appear to serve a real public good. 
If you wish to cause lasting change and use POSITIVE reinforcement instead of punishment, go forward with a modified 

version of the Sweden speed camera lottery. Keep a portion for admin and upkeep, and put the rest toward a reward 

system for drivers who do drive safely (the rest of the ticket money goes to the drivers) 
If that isn't feasible, do something better with the street design. There is lots of research towards speed-limiting 

architecture. Isn't everyone tired of every attempt to extract dollars from them? We don't want just another tax we get hit 

with. There are other ways to improve behavior than punitive.  
In this age of skyrocketing prices and cost of living, another surveillance method that arguably does nothing to improve 

quality of life other than through fear of punishment is not the direction society should be heading. Private data is 

regularly leaked and this only introduces yet another potential risk vector. 
If we look even further into the future with the advance of self-driving cars, this construction has little staying power or 

value proposition, except, again, on people that are traditionally lower income who would still rely on human-driven 

machines. I won't digress too far down that thought path. 
To conclude - All costs have not realistically been considered, as stated above. 
Tax on the poor, as has been seen in the past traffic cameras and the only areas they've remained.  
Advancing the surveillance state is not something anyone wants. Encroachment on rights is an ongoing concern. Private 

data is regularly leaked. 
We should look for ways to improve quality of life / environment AND advance safety standards. Punitive enforcement 

does only one of those. 
Please reconsider the installation. It is not likely to help or improve the quality of the architecture or environment in the 

city, which is a great city. 

The ASE Pilot Program took many lessons 

learned from the “red-light” cameras. The 

pilot is designed to incorporate data privacy 

protocols and limited timeframes on data 

retention. The leeway of 10-mph above the 

posted speed limited was crafted into the 

legislature to allow for human error and 

flexibility when driving. The City is 

determined to make this program equitable 

and beneficial for communities, especially 

those communities most negatively 

impacted by speeding vehicles by providing 

advance warning of camera devices by 

posted speed limit signage and speed 

feedback signs well in advance of the speed 

enforcement systems, to allow sufficient 

roadway distance for motorists to reduce 

speeds safely. 

87 Vision Zero is inherently flawed and incorrectly negates the reality of human indeterminate error. There is no consideration in 

the report for the fact that Long Beach has approved the incredible increase in population, and therefore road vehicles and 

traffic congestion, in these areas (especially along Ocean Blvd) which could account for increased accidents. Further showing 

that Vision Zero is an idealistic dream without real basis or achievability. Basing fatal accidents or serious injuries on speed 

rather than increased population of homeless and housed population, increased traffic congestion and hot tempers due to this 

(quite recent) increase in traffic, lack of multi-laned roads and frequency of single and double lane roads, lack of cross walks 

(which leads to jay-walking), lack of clear lighting during nighttime hours, and a number of other indeterminate errors where 

accidents just happen (blind spots, bikes being hidden behind a parked car lane, etc) is flawed and will not help the city's 

Vision Zero is inherently flawed and incorrectly negates the reality of human indeterminate error. There is no 

consideration in the report for the fact that Long Beach has approved the incredible increase in population, and therefore 

road vehicles and traffic congestion, in these areas (especially along Ocean Blvd) which could account for increased 

accidents. Further showing that Vision Zero is an idealistic dream without real basis or achievability. Basing fatal accidents 

or serious injuries on speed rather than increased population of homeless and housed population, increased traffic 

congestion and hot tempers due to this (quite recent) increase in traffic, lack of multi-laned roads and frequency of single 

and double lane roads, lack of cross walks (which leads to jay-walking), lack of clear lighting during nighttime hours, and a 

number of other indeterminate errors where accidents just happen (blind spots, bikes being hidden behind a parked car 

The City recognizes that traffic safety is 

affected by many factors, including roadway 

design, lighting, congestion, and human 

behavior. While these broader issues are 

part of ongoing Citywide efforts, the scope 

of this report is limited to the requirements 

of the ASE Pilot Program, which specifically 

authorizes the use of automated speed 



 
 
 
 

Page 37 of 41 
 

Department of Public Works  
411 W. Ocean Boulevard 

Long Beach, CA 90802 

(562) 570-6041   FAX (562) 570-6012 

amount of accidents. Plus, Long Beach citizens already pay high parking and street sweeping fees per our average income 

compared to areas with a higher annual income (higher earning cities only pay $40 per ticket compared to the $70 here), rent 

in the city has sky rocketed, and with the economy as it is now, there is no financial justification (beyond the City's greed) to 

place these speed cameras around our home streets. 

lane, etc) is flawed and will not help the city's amount of accidents. Plus, Long Beach citizens already pay high parking and 

street sweeping fees per our average income compared to areas with a higher annual income (higher earning cities only 

pay $40 per ticket compared to the $70 here), rent in the city has sky rocketed, and with the economy as it is now, there is 

no financial justification (beyond the City's greed) to place these speed cameras around our home streets. 

 

enforcement to address documented 

excessive speeding a key contributor to 

crash severity. Concerns about population 

growth, City fees, or other policy matters fall 

outside the scope of this program, but all 

feedback has been noted. 

 

88 The implementation of an Automated Speed Enforcement System would be one of the most harmful programs Long Beach 

City Council could administer. To start, the program proposed is extremely racially unjust. Using the Racial Demographic Map 

of the city’s own Racial and Health Equity Data Hub shows that eight of the nine “Need Based Priorities” are in predominantly 

Latino and Brown neighborhoods of the city. The proposal claims its intention to reduce the amount of police/civilian 

interactions, yet does nothing to actually reduce the policing of the city’s Black and Brown residents. Automated Speed 

Enforcement cameras do nothing to prevent the act of speeding, they only enforce it. This perpetuates the systemic 

surveillance and policing culture of Brown and poor neighborhoods in Long Beach - something that goes directly against the 

goals set in the city’s Racial Equity and Reconciliation Initiative.  

The ambiguous explanation of implementing cameras to reduce “street takeovers” in the Draft Speed Safety System Impact 

Report also empowers law enforcement to violate Long Beach residents’ First Amendment rights of freedom of speech and 

freedom of assembly. On top of the proposal being wildly racist and ignorant, the annual cost of $1,774,000 for a tool that is 

not even preventative is absolutely exorbitant. In order for the city to break even on its investment, over 3,500 tickets at the 

highest fine rate would need to be issued, a rate of nearly ten a day. That would mean the city would need to capture at least 

10 drivers going 100 MPH or more every day for five years to make up the cost of the program. A number so outrageous, it 

would ultimately cost tax payers nearly $10,000,000 during the program’s 5 year proposed enforcement.  
Ironically, the program report itself lists a multitude of traffic calming methods that, if implemented, would drastically decrease 

High Injury Networks in the long term, as opposed to the immediate, short-lasting, and not very effective initiative of ASE. A few 

hours of intention and some simple Googling can create long-term solutions for issues that lead to fatalities and injuries to 

motorists, cyclists, and pedestrians. Implementing a racist, non-preventative program that amplifies the policing of Brown folks 

only harms the community of Long Beach more. 

The Draft Speed Safety System Use Policy claims to protect civil rights, yet the “highest priority” zones are almost 

exclusively in marginalized communities. It claims to prioritize “road safety investment through an equity lens,” yet the 

outlined program is inherently racist. A Department of Justice study shows that the “strategy of revenue generation 

through policing has fostered practices…that contribute to constitutional violations,” and that “these practices 

disproportionately harm African Americans (United States Department of Justice Civil Rights Division, 2015).  
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/opa/press-

releases/attachments/2015/03/04/ferguson_police_department_report.pdf 
The Use Policy roots its justification for the implementation of an ASE system as a “critical component” of Safe Streets Long 

Beach, yet only 9.5% of the community selected “more traffic enforcement” as one of their top three preferred actions for 

making streets safer. That means more than 90% of residents prefer an action other to increasing traffic enforcement. It’s 

almost as if the city skipped over the Keystone Actions laid our in the Safe Streets Plan of lowering vehicle speeds, 

implementing street design standards, promoting a safety culture, and enhancing processes and partnerships to support 

safety. All while ignoring the glaring equity issue with the program being almost entirely in Brown neighborhoods in Long 

Beach. 
The supposed “Resident Benefits” listed also fail to address the root causes of speeding and poor driving. “Resident Benefit 

1” claims to enhance public health, yet if a large percentage of drivers are speeding, there is a design problem. People 

speed because a street is designed poorly, not because they want to be deviant.  
“Resident Benefit 2” states an intention to remove bias from the enforcement of traffic violations but an ASE does not 

remove bias from traffic enforcement if the cameras are being placed expressly in Brown neighborhoods. This statement 

also implies a citywide understanding of police abuse and racism, an issue that will not go away with alternative forms of 

policing.  
“Resident Benefit 3” allegedly improves public safety, but public safety is improved on roadways by designing streets 

safely, not enforcing speed violations for a cash-grab. 
Ultimately, the data collected from traffic cameras is useless if the end goal is not to fix the root cause of traffic violations - 

poorly designed roads. 

The City acknowledges that traffic safety 

and community wellbeing involve complex 

issues, including racial equity, roadway 

design, and enforcement practices. These 

broader topics are addressed through 

separate Citywide equity and transportation 

initiatives. The ASE Pilot Program is limited 

to the requirements of CVC §§ 22425 - 

22431, which authorizes the program to 

focus solely on addressing documented 

excessive speeding a primary factor in crash 

severity. The Pilot does not replace 

engineering improvements or other long-

term safety strategies, which the City 

continues to pursue independently of this 

program. 

 

89 I am in complete support of this pilot program. I've worked towards a safer pedestrian environment for years, esp. E7th St. When possible, I would recommend increasing the civil penalties to start at the same amount as our city's parking tickets. The ASE Pilot Program citation fees are 

governed by CVC § 22426(c). If the program 

is successful, the City will seek to expand 

the program through state legislature. 
 

90 These cameras are a money grab for the city and the location of the cameras will negatively impact minorities, people of color 

and low income families. The cameras have no judgement or empathy for any individual or situation, rather they will blindly 

issue fines. They only serve as a maker of revenue for the city and do not help solve any true issues of reckless driving because 

law enforcement is not issuing points on an individuals record, impounding cars or making arrests. The millions of dollars 

spend on these cameras and systems to collect revenue could be given directly to law enforcement agencies for funding. It has 

been proven that red light cameras, speed traps and other automated ticketing infrastructure creates panic and erratic driving, 

thus creating MORE accidents from unpredictable driving to prevent from receiving a fine. These cameras will be worth money 

or contain precious metals in wiring and circuit boards therefore they will no doubt be apart of the ongoing issues with 

vandalism and theft for resale. Between vandalism, theft and regular maintenance they will be a constant burden on taxpayer 

dollars to maintain. Overall these are a horrible proposition for the city of Long Beach and the state of California. 

Most data that is collected on individuals becomes costly to keep secure and eventually is at risk for theft or fraud. It is an 

overreach of government to collect and keep this data on individuals because eventually there will be a breach of security 

or it will become too costly to keep secure. It is a misuse of taxpayer dollars. 

The City recognizes that privacy and data 

protection are essential to the success of 

the Pilot Program. In compliance with CVC 

§§ 22425-22431, the City’s implementation 

of safeguards to protect personally 

identifiable information (PII) ensures 

impartial enforcement and maintains public 

trust. Data collection will be limited to the 

minimum amount of information necessary 

to issue a speed citation. The City shall offer 

a diversion program for indigent recipients 

of speeding violations, by which recipients 

may receive between 50% or 80% and can 

perform community service instead of pay 

the penalty. In accordance with CVC § 

22425(l) photographic evidence will be 

retained for up to sixty (60) days following 

the final disposition of a notice of speeding 

violation; or deleted within five (5) business 
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days if no notice of speeding violation is 

issued. 

 

91 Please consider increasing a quicker timeline for implementation throughout City prioritizing camera installations based on 

safety and equity data.  Also please consider adding specific language into the policy prohibiting City, City staff, vendors, vendor 

staff and anyone with data access from providing any and all data to ICE, Homeland Security, LA Sheriff.  

Please consider increasing a quicker timeline for implementation throughout City prioritizing camera installations based 

on safety and equity data.  Also please consider adding specific language into the policy prohibiting City, City staff, vendors, 

vendor staff and anyone with data access from providing any and all data to ICE, Homeland Security, LA Sheriff. 

The City recognizes that privacy and data 

protection are essential to the success of 

the Pilot Program. In compliance with CVC 

§§ 22425-22431, the City’s implementation 

of safeguards to protect personally 

identifiable information (PII) ensures 

impartial enforcement and maintains public 

trust. Data collection will be limited to the 

minimum amount of information necessary 

to issue a speed citation. No data or 

information shall be shared with law 

enforcement agencies or any department 

outside of Public Works, in accordance with 

CVC § 22425(l)(5). 
 

92 Please include spring street from the 605 or el nature center to Studebaker. There have been a lot of collisions and deaths due 

to speeding to & from the freeway 

The policy is fine. Please include more community input and opportunity to discuss. The ASE Pilot Program allows for 18 

locations citywide based on city population 

in accordance with CVC § 22425(b)(2). If the 

program is successful, the City will seek to 

expand the program through state 

legislature. 
 

93 The location of E. Wardlow Rd. and Monogram St. needs to be added. It's too dangerous to walk across, even with the existing 

stop light.  

I have some concerns about the 3rd-party sharing of information. Need further protections. The ASE Pilot Program allows for 18 

locations citywide based on city population 

in accordance with CVC § 22425(b)(2). If the 

program is successful, the City will seek to 

expand the program through state 

legislature. The third-party vendor is 

prohibited by law from using or selling data 

for any secondary purpose. 

 

94 (No Comment) 

 

Dear Public Works and City Council Members, 
This program will not improve road safety and comes at the unacceptable cost of the loss of public anonymity. 
Constant public surveillance deployed under the guise of traffic safety monitoring allows for long-term persistent tracking 

of the public and is completely unacceptable. The policy fails to define strict limits on data storage, use or sharing with 

outside agencies. Without enforceable retention periods, encryption standards and independent audits, this becomes a 

permanent surveillance network, a wolf in sheeps clothing rather than a purported safety program. 

The City recognizes that privacy and data 

protection are essential to the success of 

the Pilot Program. In compliance with CVC 

§§ 22425-22431, the City’s implementation 

of safeguards to protect personally 

identifiable information (PII) ensures 

impartial enforcement and maintains public 

trust. Data collection will be limited to the 

minimum amount of information necessary 

to issue a speed citation. Photographic 

evidence will be retained for up to sixty (60) 

days following the final disposition of a 

notice of speeding violation; or deleted 

within five (5) business days if no notice of 

speeding violation is issued. In accordance 

with CVC § 22425(l)(5), information collected 

and maintained by Public Works using the 

ASE devices shall not be disclosed to any 

other persons, including, but not limited to, 

any other State or Federal government 

agency or official for any purpose, in 

accordance with CVC § 22425(l)(5). 



 
 
 
 

Page 39 of 41 
 

Department of Public Works  
411 W. Ocean Boulevard 

Long Beach, CA 90802 

(562) 570-6041   FAX (562) 570-6012 

95 Dear Public Works and City Council Members, 
This program will not improve road safety and comes at the unacceptable cost of the loss of public anonymity. 
Constant public surveillance deployed under the guise of traffic safety monitoring allows for long-term persistent tracking of 

the public and is completely unacceptable. The policy fails to define strict limits on data storage, use or sharing with outside 

agencies. Without enforceable retention periods, encryption standards and independent audits, this becomes a permanent 

surveillance network, a wolf in sheeps clothing rather than a purported safety program. 

Dear Public Works and City Council Members, 
This program will not improve road safety and comes at the unacceptable cost of the loss of public anonymity. 
Constant public surveillance deployed under the guise of traffic safety monitoring allows for long-term persistent tracking 

of the public and is completely unacceptable. The policy fails to define strict limits on data storage, use or sharing with 

outside agencies. Without enforceable retention periods, encryption standards and independent audits, this becomes a 

permanent surveillance network, a wolf in sheeps clothing rather than a purported safety program. 

The City recognizes that privacy and data 

protection are essential to the success of 

the Pilot Program. In compliance with CVC 

§§ 22425-22431, the City’s implementation 

of rigorous safeguards to protect personally 

identifiable information (PII) ensures 

impartial enforcement and maintains public 

trust. Data collection will be limited to the 

minimum amount of information necessary 

to issue a speed citation. All images and 

speed violation data will be end-to-end 

encrypted. Authorized users will require 

secure login credentials and multi-factor 

authentication. All user activity in the speed 

safety system will be logged and subject to 

regular audits. Security standards will align 

with NIST 800-53 or equivalent nationally 

recognized frameworks. Equipment and 

backed systems shall be inspected at least 

once every 60 days to ensure compliance 

and accuracy by the contracted vendor. 

 

96 The cost of such a system is not worth the benefits it provides. A portion of the money could be spent on employing more 

officers and/or providing them with better training instead and/or new public transit.  
Furthermore, this is invasive and lends credence and normalization to techno-fascism and authoritarian rule through electronic 

systems. I strongly implore this be rejected in any shape or form necessary.  

I applaud the reports transparency and condemn the design of the program.  The ASE Pilot Program is authorized by 

state law and is limited to addressing 

documented excessive speeding, a major 

factor in crash severity. All proposed 

systems must comply with strict statutory 

requirements for privacy, data protection, 

and system use. 

 

97 I disagree with the photo speed program as it is too likely to trap ordinary drivers who might inadvertently exceed the speed 

limit while doing nothing to stop the habitual or intentional speeders who cause serious accidents.   

(No Comment) 

 

The ASE Pilot Program was designed to 

allow flexibility of 10-mph over the posted 

speed limit before a citation would be 

issued. Citations begin at 11-mph or over 

the posted speed limit. 

 

98 I would like to know more. Overall would love more safety regulations and devices that encourage  (No Comment) The ASE Pilot Program is only one 

component the City is activity working 

towards make streets safer for all road 

users. 
 

99 I fully support the proposed Automated Speed Enforcement System Pilot. WAY TOO MUCH DRAG-RACING and "Wheelies" on 

city streets!!! Cars can kill people and pets. Moreover, the city of Los Alamitos, CA, earns HUGE revenue from Automated Speed 

Enforcement Systems. Praying that this program passes in Long Beach, and other municipalities in California and throughout 

our nation. On a personal note, my sister was returning from singing in a church choir in Orange County on the 405 freeway, 

and she was killed in a vehicle accident one month prior to her graduation at Garden Grove High School in 1965. No parent 

should ever have to experience such devastating loss and grief. Thank you for offering Long Beach residents their opinion on 

this issue. Best regards, Patricia Boettger, Recently retired Long Beach Poly High School History Teacher  

I fully support the proposed Automated Speed Enforcement System Pilot. WAY TOO MUCH DRAG-RACING and "Wheelies" 

on city streets!!! Cars can kill people and pets. Moreover, the city of Los Alamitos, CA, earns HUGE revenue from 

Automated Speed Enforcement Systems. Praying that this program passes in Long Beach, and other municipalities in 

California and throughout our nation. On a personal note, my sister was returning from singing in a church choir in Orange 

County on the 405 freeway, and she was killed in a vehicle accident one month prior to her graduation at Garden Grove 

High School in 1965. No parent should ever have to experience such devastating loss and grief. Thank you for offering 

Long Beach residents their opinion on this issue. Best regards, Patricia Boettger, Recently retired Long Beach Poly High 

School History Teacher 

Thank you for your sharing your comments 

and for your personal experience. The ASE 

Pilot Program in accordance with CVC §§ 

22425 - 22431 authorizes this program 

specifically to address documented 

excessive speeding and improve traffic 

safety. 

 

* The City removed personal information that was provided on the comment sections of the System Impact Report and System Use Policy. This was done to keep all public comments anonymous. 

** The City added “(No Comment)” to sections left blank from public comments. 

*** The City received an aggregate of 98 public comments, 1 comment was a “Test” submitted by Public Works. 
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The City appreciates all community members who took the time to provide public comment on the proposed Automated Speed Enforcement Pilot Program. 

Your feedback whether supportive, critical, or raising broader concerns has been carefully reviewed and is an important part of the decision-making process. 

We appreciate the community’s engagement and the thoughtful perspectives shared throughout this effort.
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