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SUBJECT/TITLE
AN ACT relating to traffic regulations.

SPONSOR
Rep. Charlie Hoffman

MANDATE SUMMARY

Unit of Government:
x
City;
x
County;
x
Urban-County

x
Charter County
x
Consolidated Local

Program/

Office(s) Impacted:
 Local law enforcement

Requirement:
x
Mandatory

Optional

Effect on

Powers & Duties
x
Modifies Existing

Adds New

Eliminates Existing

PURPOSE/MECHANICS

HB 86 allows peace officers to stop and issue a uniform citation for violation of the mandatory seat belt law even if the officer has no other cause to stop the person.  This is termed primary enforcement of the mandatory seat belt law.  Current law provides for secondary enforcement (the individual must be stopped for violation of another traffic regulation and the failure to wear a seat belt is secondary). (Section 1)

HB 86 allows prepayment of  the fine ($25) for violation of the mandatory seat belt law and if prepaid, exempts the offender from payment of court costs ($125).  (Section 2) 

HB 86 prohibits law enforcement agencies from erecting roadblocks for the sole purpose of checking for violations of the mandatory seat belt law, except for violations of child safety restraints.  (Section 3)

Currently, local governments receive a percentage of the $125 court costs in traffic cases as follows:

80% or $100 of the court costs: 

10.1% goes to the County Sheriff's departments; 

5.5% goes to the County Fiscal Courts.

16% or $20 of the remaining $25 court costs: 

50% goes to Local Government Certified Police Officers Employed;

30% goes to Local Government with Police Departments;

20% goes to Fiscal Court for transport of Prisoners.

FISCAL EXPLANATION/BILL PROVISIONS
ESTIMATED COST

The fiscal impact of HB 86 on local governments is minimal.

When an individual is cited for two or more traffic violations, there is only one set of court costs attached to the citation. Under current law the failure to wear a seatbelt is a secondary violation, therefore, there is always another traffic violation included on the citation. Thus, arguably, local governments are not currently receiving revenue due to violation of the mandatory seat belt law, but due to the primary violation listed on the citation. Therefore, waiving the court costs when the fine is prepaid for a violation of the mandatory seatbelt law, as provided for under HB 86, would not result in a loss of revenue for local governments. And waiver of court costs due to prepayment would have no impact on local revenues when the individual is cited for multiple violations, since court costs would apply to the additional violation(s).

To avoid the $125 court costs, it is likely that most individuals would prepay the fine imposed by a citation for seat belt violations.  When the individual does not prepay the fine for a citation solely for a mandatory seat belt violation, the local government would receive revenue from the court costs that would payable when the case is heard, if the defendant is found guilty.
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