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1 SLIPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNDA_2
; COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZL
j . :
: } Case M}‘

PEGPLE OV IHE STA Y )

! OF CALTFORNOY ] The Court’s PESI"OHQE eon Defendant’s
’ ) AEQUEST fora 1 REAL BY DECLARATION

Vs ) ON A CVE 21453 VIOLATION
}
i }
}
e o b m 1 b e i -t ¢ —— o i . )
Defendant was issued a Notice B Appear pursuant @0 UV 40318 Lor vielatioa of CW o

24i3a). Detendant has requasted a irial by declaration pursaant to OV 408020 T was
%d nied by the undersigned on July 29, 2014, the money was placed in bail wrust. and the case
'i

I

s et for arraignmentcour toial in TS o ‘ N

Wher the Leyw siaturs enacted the rad light vielation shaute in 2002, did not amend
sectiom 400072 1o ne ude photo red Heght violations, That stetute silaws for evidence with

regard o vinlations or which o Notice o Appear {ssued pursuant to CVC 40300 (not TV

03 R) Norhat Ride of Cours 4,210 ogen amended by the Judieizl Council The prool

b uirerrens v a ooumo red light vinlation are ditferent, and there is o duterent evidennars
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110u dation than taar & the typical case in which an sfiicer witesses an abizged wafiic
E\-miﬂ’tion. Az such. The mere simplified evidentiary requiceiments 5. 40902 o Rule 32110 na
| infy the proof required for o phot rec light viglation. {See, g,
11193 Cal. App. 4" Supp. 1. People v, Geldsimiih (2014} 5701443}
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