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I understand the Minister has decided to continue with the legislation without amendments,
disappointed with this decision and believe it to be a mistake.

am

I won't repeat my comments or examples of the other day but wish to provide the Committee with
two additional examples of illogical and in my view inappropriate relationships between fines
applicable to various infractions.

Ifthe legislation passes un-amended in addition to the examples provided on Monday the following
fines will be applicable

First offence Violation

fine amounts

$410.00 failing to stop for stopped schools bus exhibiting flashing red lights.
$467.50 exceeding speed limit by between 16 and 30 km/h inclusive in a school area

$697.50 pedestrian failing to proceed in crosswalk at walk light, whether or not a
collision ensues

$697.50 pedestrian proceeding across intersection or highway at don't walk light,
whether or not a collision ensues

$697.50 pedestrian leaving curb or other place of safety to cross roadway when
pedestrian-activated beacon not activated, whether or not a collision ensues

$697.50 Pedestrian crossing roadway outside of crosswalk zone failing to yield to traffic
(aka jaywalking), whether or not a collision ensues

I cannot contemplate any rationalization for first offence fines applicable for failing to stop for a
stopped school bus or exceeding the speed limit by 16 to 30 km/h in a school zone being only 59%
to 67% of the first offence fines applicable to the non-collision pedestrian infractions listed above.

In email exchanges with the Minister today I suggested rather than retaining fines for these
pedestrian infractions at Category B ($180.00 first offence), as I had recommended Monday, they be
increased to Category C ($237.50 first offence), the same change as was made for using a hand
held cellular telephone or text messaging on a communication device while operating a vehicle on a
highway this time last year.

Research is clear that use of cell phones is an increasing and significant cause of vehicle collisions,
including those involving pedestrians. In 2013 police reported distracted driving was now the
number one cause of fatal vehicle accidents in Nova Scotia. The Department's response was to
increase fines to $237.50. That was a good thing although I believed the increase should have
been even greater.



Yet apparently without evidence that the above pedestrian infractions are resulting in similar
consequences the fines proposed reflect an increased nine times that of the increase for cell phone
usage while driving, not $57.50 but rather $517.50. This baffles me.

Iffines are believed to be a deterrent it only seems logical the largest fines should address areas
where the most deterrent is required, i.e. the use of cell phones while driving, not these pedestrian
infractions. The priority strikes me as being the exact opposite of what it should be.

If my recommendation is reflected in the fine structure of the Bill there would still be significant
increases to first offence fines:

• from $180.00 to $697.50 for driver infractions at signalized intersections
• from $180.00 to $697.50 for pedestrian infractions where a collision ensues, and
• from $180.00 to $237.50 for pedestrian infractions where no collision ensues.

As a crosswalk safety advocate I want more enforcement. I understand fines are in part intended to
be deterrents to influence behaviour. However it appears the existing $697.50 first offence fine for
failing to yield to a pedestrian in a crosswalk or stopped facing a crosswalk is not achieving that
goal. Why then does the Department believe increasing fines for all pedestrian infractions will serve
as a greater deterrent? It is not these pedestrian infractions that are the primary driver of vehicle-
pedestrian collisions. It is therefore perplexing as to why some of the most significant increases are
occurring in respect of these infractions.

I want consistent consequences regardless of whether the driver or pedestrian violated the MVA.
My recommended changes achieve that goal.

But I also want a system of fines that is sensible and reasonable. I do not believe the proposed
legislation achieves that goal. I believe my recommendation does.

I ask the Committee to again return the Bill to the Department for further consideration of the issue
of fines relative to other infractions.

Sincerely

Norm Collins, Crosswalk Safety Advocate
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http://crosswalksafety.ca

http://crosswalkflags.ca

Twitter: @CrosswalkSafety

Crosswalk safety is everyone's responsibility ... be Cautious ... be Seen ... be Safe




