	
	

	
	

	
	

	From:   
	Dhanesh Motiani <Dhanesh.Motiani@DOT.STATE.NJ.US> 

	Subject:   
	Sharing Video - Suggestions appreciated 

	
	

	
	


We have a new initiative underway at the New Jersey Department of Transportation where we have all our video digitized. Part of this effort also includes the recording of all camera feeds. These recordings will be kept for seven days. Our intention is to remain in the business of traffic management and not to get involved in the business of litigation. We are hopeful that by the time we are in receipt of an OPRA request (or a request from an attorney), we will no longer have the recording in question since the recordings will be disposed of after 7 days. If we did need the recording - for example - in cases of Homeland Security within the seven day period, we would have this data available. 

This process sounded great until last week when we received a phone call from an irate citizen who asked us if we record our CCTV feeds. For now, we have been telling our customers that we do not keep any history of our traffic recordings but since this new initiative has begun, we can no longer say "no" to the customer. Obviously, this could open a pandoras box if everyone thought they could get a recording of traffic data for "investigative" purposes or in this case, the woman wanted information to take to court for a traffic ticket that she had received. 

I am seeking any advice that you may have to offer from your own experience or from research that you have done with other states. Are you having customers, attorneys, etc., use the Open Public Records Act to seek information like this? If so, are you holding data for a specific period of time or informing them (the public) that data is only saved for 7 days so you no longer have it available? Are you telling the public that this information is not available to them under certain state laws? 

Your suggestions, advice, etc., would greatly be appreciated. Thank you. 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	From:   
	"Nazar, Scott T." <snazar@STATE.PA.US> 

	Subject:   
	Re: Sharing Video - Suggestions appreciated 

	
	


My suggestion is if someone calls requesting CCTV video recording say "We record CCTV video for training purposes only". Make that your policy. If homeland security wants video you can still give it to them. 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	From:   
	Woody Hood <WHood1@SHA.STATE.MD.US> 

	Subject:   
	Re: Sharing Video - Suggestions appreciated 

	
	

	
	


We have had the same questions arise with our traffic signal video detection cameras (mainly with accidents). We simply tell them that the cameras are not monitored continuously, and that no video tapes are made. 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	From:   
	"Weatherholt, Aaron A" <Aaron.Weatherholt@ILLINOIS.GOV> 

	Subject:   
	Re: Sharing Video - Suggestions appreciated 

	
	

	
	


Illinois is the same as Maryland. We do not monitor or record our video detection cameras and we do not record our other expressway traffic cameras. 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	From:   
	Jeffrey Weatherford <JWEATH1@HOUSTONTRANSTAR.ORG> 

	Subject:   
	Re: Sharing Video - Suggestions appreciated 

	
	

	
	


Same here in Houston (as Maryland and Illinois). We do on occasion tape for training purposes, but we do not retain the tape or make it known that it exists. 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	From:   
	"Easterling, John" <John.Easterling@DOT.STATE.FL.US> 

	Subject:   
	Re: Sharing Video - Suggestions appreciated 




Dennis, Same in Florida as in the other 3 areas (MD, IL, and Houston). There is no statute to keep traffic management video from falling under our Public Records law, so we do not record by policy to prevent from having to produce it upon requests. If anybody is recording and has been successful in forming a policy to exempt such video from public records law, I would really be interested in finding out about it. 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	From:   
	Dhanesh Motiani <Dhanesh.Motiani@DOT.STATE.NJ.US> 

	Subject:   
	Re: Sharing Video - Suggestions appreciated 

	
	

	
	

	
	


Thank you all for your input. 

Nazar: I like your idea of calling it for training purpose only. 

Bill: How are things up in snowland? I like what you do, however under OPRA request, any citizen can ask us for public record. The concern is that if someone who knows what we do may mention that we normally delete these images within 7 days, however, they may ask us to save them and put us on notice via an email. These are interesting times:-) 

Woody: We can't say we are not recording due to the fact that we are indeed recording. We could have said that a month ago. 

Chip: Not sure if Turnpike is covered by OPRA, and if it, you may have the same issues. It's just that we have not been challenged yet. 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	From:   
	"Leingang, Tony" <LeingaA@WSDOT.WA.GOV> 

	Subject:   
	Re: Sharing Video - Suggestions appreciated 

	
	

	
	


 Our current practice at WSDOT-Olympic Region is not recording (and telling the public that we don't record) our cameras unless we have a specific request from an authority such as the Washington State Patrol, traffic analysis reason, or for training purposes. 

Interestingly/coincidentally, this week we've moved to a system that records four cameras simultaneously on demand to a terabyte server. The difference is that we don't turn it on unless other reasonable criteria are met. I believe our response to a request for video from a public source is still somewhat protected from public disclosure unless we happen to have been recording the same camera an individual wants in which case we're happy to give it out (barring any privacy concerns relative to next of kin notification, etc.) if the requesting party wants to pay for the time/cost of DVD, etc. to deliver it. 

Has anyone else move to a system of constant video collection similar to New Jersey? Sounds like it certainly comes with some questions... 

