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Good morning Mr. Chairman and members of the committee.  My name is Scott Harrington and 
on behalf of Colonel Mark Bruce and members of the Kansas Highway Patrol, I appreciate the 
opportunity to appear before you today regarding Senate Bill 18.  This bill focuses on the ability 
of a law enforcement agency to incorporate video surveillance, in the form of a body camera, to 
articulate and corroborate evidence while performing our daily duties. 
 
For nearly two decades, the Kansas Highway Patrol has equipped our officers with similar 
technology that is equivalent to the body camera.  Currently, we are in the final implementation 
phase of installing a new Watch Guard DV1e platform into all of our patrol vehicles, which 
replaces an older, aging Watch Guard platform we have been using for a number of years.   Our 
system incorporates a front and rear camera affixed to the windshield along with a high 
resolution mic pack that we carry on our duty belts.   The equipment is installed to operate 
when the ignition switch is on and remains on throughout the shift.  Every traffic stop, service 
rendered, roadside public contact, and emergency response requiring the officer to utilize lights 
and siren is recorded until the contact is terminated.  Ninety percent (90%) of our daily duties 
involve our officers working out of a patrol vehicle. 
 
The Watch Guard technology allows for accurate documentation of events and statements 
made during arrests, crashes and other incidents, so as to enhance officer reports, collection of 
evidence and testimony in court.  This also enhances our ability to review probable cause for 
arrest, arrest procedures, officer and suspect interaction and evidence for investigative 
purposes as well as for officer evaluation and training.  And as an agency that primarily contacts 
the public through traffic stops or traffic crashes, the in-car platform has been an ideal solution 
for our officers.  It is important that vehicles, registration plates, and a more comprehensive 
view of the area the officer is performing his or her duties,  is captured during recording.     
 
The Patrol has a stringent policy in place dictating the proper storage and care of the recorded 
media.  This media is maintained for a minimum of two years at which time it will be reviewed 



for any evidentiary value.  If there is evidentiary value identified, the data will be maintained 
until the case has been adjudicated.   
 
Under SB 18, the Patrol would face significant start-up costs to outfit 500 law enforcement 
officers with body cameras as well as be required to budget for on-going maintenance costs for 
storage, management and access to media data recorded by body cameras.  Because the Patrol 
already uses an in-car video recording system in all of its patrol vehicles, costs for body cameras 
and related supporting functions would be in addition to the costs associated with our current 
recording system.  And during these tight budget times, it will be impossible for the Patrol to 
add another recording platform to our current budget without a fiscal enhancement from the 
Legislature.    
 
Mr, Chairman and members of the Committee, the Patrol understands and appreciates the 
thought that has gone into SB 18.  However, we believe we are already meeting the intent set 
forth with existing technology we have in place.  Consequently, we stand in opposition to SB 18 
in its current format.  The Kansas Highway Patrol appreciates the opportunity to provide its 
input regarding this bill today, and I will be happy to answer any questions you may have. 
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