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Arnold HB No. 873

Abstract: Authorizes appellate jurisdiction on appeals taken from the Traffic Court of New
Orleans and the First or Second City Court of New Orleans as it relates to traffic
violations from the New Orleans automated traffic enforcement system.

Proposed law provides that the First or Second City Court of New Orleans shall have jurisdiction
of appeals by any person aggrieved by a decision of the Traffic Court of New Orleans concerning
atraffic violation enforced by an automated traffic enforcement system.

Proposed law provides that such appeals to the First or Second City Court shall be made within
30 days from the date of decision.

Proposed law provides that the traffic court shall have exclusive jurisdiction of appeals by any
person aggrieved by an administrative hearing officer's decision concerning atraffic violation by
an automated traffic enforcement system.

Proposed law provides that such appeals from the Traffic Court of New Orleans shall extend to

the law and the facts and shall be tried upon the records made and the evidence offered in traffic
court.

Proposed law provides that such appeals to the traffic court shall be made within 30 days from
the date of decision.

Proposed law provides that the traffic court shall have de novo review over such appeals.
Proposed law requires the traffic court and the First and Second City Court adopt rules for taking,
hearing, and deciding appeals related to the traffic violations, and provides that the traffic

violations maintain their civil penalty status.

(Adds C.C.P. Arts. 4850.2 and 4857)



