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Given the frequent disconnect 
between citizens and their elected 
representatives, there is often a great 
deal of difference between what 
the government is doing and what 
the public wants the government to 
do. This is most evident when the 
government passes and enforces 
laws that primarily benefit the 
government, expand its powers, and 
rewards public employees; this at the 
expense of everyone else.

In some states and among many 
local communities, the general public 
can circumvent unresponsive elected 
officials through a petition process 
where unpopular laws are repealed or 
popular laws passed, by a vote of the 
citizenry. It’s also a process where 
majorities can throttle unpopular 
minorities.

No state is more notorious for its 
“Initiative and Referendum” antics 
than is California. Every election 
cycle sees multiple issues placed on 
the ballot, many involving millions 
of dollars in costs for collecting 
petition signatures, promoting, or 
opposing, referendums and follow-
on legal battles. At the other end of 
the spectrum are small villages with 
a few hundred residents where 100 
signatures can put an issue on the 
ballot. 

Recently, the dichotomy 
between government interests and 
citizen interests has come to a head 
over the use of ticket cameras and 
other automated devices intended to 
generate traffic citations.  Contrary 
to official proclamations that these 
ticket machines are being used to 
enhance traffic safety, the general 

public knows they serve no purpose 
but to generate revenue for govern-
ment coffers. Eventually, regular 
elections will eliminate many of the 
elected and appointed parasites that 
promote this form of government 
extortion. Still, for many activists this 
is not fast enough or explicit enough 
to forcefully stop the scourge of 
ticket cameras.  They have taken to 
circulating petitions to put this issue 
in front of the voting public – even in 
jurisdictions where referendums are 
not allowed on the ballot!

So, is this the route you might 
want to take in your state or your 
local community? First, take a 
reality check.  Is it legally possible to 
place an issue on the ballot through 
petition? If it is, what are the legal 
requirements? Does the language 
of the proposal have to be approved 
before it can be placed on the ballot? 
Who can circulate the petitions and 
how many signatures are necessary? 
What form must the petition take and 
what information must be gathered 
from each person signing the peti-
tion? When can the petitioning begin 
and when must it be completed?

Once you have a handle on 
the legalities and requirements, it’s 
time to assess your capabilities and 
resources.  How many supporters 
do you have right now?  How 
much money do you have to work 
with, right now?  Do you or any of 
your supporters have experience 
with gathering petition signatures, 
connection with the news media, 

(Continued on Page 4)

To Petition, Or Not? 
by James J. Baxter, President, NMA
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ABATE of Minnesota
Elk River, MN

Act 1 Carol O’Loughlin Real Estate Inc.
Falmouth, MA
(508) 540-4200

Alexandria Bavarian Service
Alexandria, VA
(703) 836-2002
bavarian@erols.com

Amex Tool Co. Inc.
Asbury, NJ
(908) 735-5176
wselva@aol.com

Anderegg & Associates
Milwaukee, WI
(414) 963-4590
rex@anderegglaw.com

Andrew J. Tuteur, PulledOver.com
Clayton, MO
(314) 726-5100
ajt@pulledover.com

Automotive Marketing Consultants
Fallbrook, CA

B & H Industrial Inc.
Midland, TX
(915) 683-8032
krupps75@hotmail.com

Barry S Jacobson, Attorney At Law
Brooklyn, NY
(516) 935-1990
ticklaw@aol.com

Blackdog Racing
Lincolnshire, IL
(847) 634-7534
bdrtoby@sbcglobal.net

Bose Law Firm PLLC
Springfield, VA
(703) 926-3900
bose@boselawfirm.com

Buckleoff.com LLC
Los Altos Hills, CA
(650) 948-0596
support@buckleoff.com

BuyRadarDetectors.com
Rock Hill, SC
(803) 985-8777
danny@cricketventures.com

Charles G. Nistico & Assoc. PC
Media, PA
(800) 680-5666
cnistico@duiattorney.net

Choice Construction
Douglasville, GA
(404) 474-0075
jake@choiceamericaroofing.com

David Haenel, Finebloom & Haenel
Sarasota, FL
(800) 344-4848
david@fightyourcase.com

Doug Volk Service Inc.
Riverside, CA
(951) 688-6578

Escort Inc.
West Chester, OH
(513) 870-8599
rgividen@escortinc.com

Goodman Sales Co. Inc
North Arlington, NJ
(201) 997-2900

Gross & Romanick PC
Fairfax, VA
(703) 273-1400
law@gross.com

Hector Hernandez-Nazario, Law Offices
San Juan, PR
(787) 255-5550
commisio@caribe.net

HPE Inc.
Reno, NV
(775) 849-7685
kodiak179@juno.com

Hulett Trucking Inc
Allenton, MI
(810) 395-7121
mrhulett@email.msn.com

Jeannie Mucklestone PLLC
Medina, WA
(206) 623-3343
jeannie@mucklestone.com

JE Rosenkrantz Consulting Engineer LLC
Margate City, NJ
(609) 822-9123
jon@jerosenkrantz.com

Law Offices of Casey W Raskob PC
Croton On Hudson, NY
(914) 271-5383
info@speedlaw.net

Law Offices of Robert Miller
Santa Ana, CA
(714) 568-1560
rmiller@expertlawfirm.com

Law Offices of Sherman Ellison
Sherman Oaks, CA
(818) 994-8888
sme@pacbell.net

Luxury Limousine/Florida Keys
Key Largo, FL
(305) 367-2329
luxlimoman@aol.com

Mancke Wagner & Spreha
Harrisburg, PA

MLBA
Lansing, MI
(517) 374-9611
cpavick@mlba.org

Nuss Investigations
Grand Junction, CO
(970) 433-7700
nussinvestigationspr@bresnan.net

Pantech Inc.
Wayne, PA
(610) 688-3998

Scientific Retail Systems Inc.
Caro, MI
(517) 673-6226

Security Plus USA
Palm Beach Gardens, FL
(561) 691-8521
shane@securityplusproducts.com

Soundtel Inc.
Bothell, WA

Southern Electronics
Richmond, VA
(804) 423-1100
ecs@carradio.com

Sunset Sound Factory
Hollywood, CA
(323) 469-1186

Talley’s Log Cabin Bar
Lewiston, MI
(989) 786-2011

Tavern League of Wisconsin
Madison, WI

Valentine Research Inc.
Cincinnati, OH
(513) 984-8900

West Division
Long Beach, CA
(310) 505-9007
transportation@westdivisionservices.com

2010 NMA
Business Members

Each year, we proudly publish a list of NMA business members. We want to thank each and every 
one of them.  These businesses have supported us and we hope you will support them.  Business 
members receive a fifteen percent discount toward the purchase of any advertising package and 
company officers are eligible for all of our regular NMA benefits.  If you are interested in supporting 
the NMA in this manner, please call the national office at 608-849-6000 for more information.

Driving Freedoms3 September/October 2010



NMA Washington Report
by Robert Talley, NMA Lobbyist

affiliations with other groups that 
could lend a hand, computer skills, or 
the capability to provide seed money 
to get the project off the ground? 

Many people are not aware that 
large petition campaigns, usually at 
the state level, involve paid signa-
ture gatherers. Sometimes devoted 
volunteer groups can get the job 
done, but that’s the exception to 
the rule. Gathering hundreds of 

thousands of signatures is a major 
undertaking involving thousands of 
people and, potentially, hundreds of 
thousands, if not millions of dollars.

Local community petition 
efforts are a different matter. A few 
hundred or a few thousand signa-
tures may be all that is required to 
get an issue on the ballot. This is 
a more feasible goal for a group 
of dedicated volunteers. However, 
always keep in mind the 90 – 10 
rule. Ten percent of the members 
will end up doing 90 percent of the 
work. This is not an exaggeration.

The last point:  Don’t start 
down this road unless a sober and 
frank analysis indicates that you 
have, or will have, the resources 
and capabilities to gather the 
signatures and jump through the 
legal hoops that will put your issue 
on the ballot. 

Failure to do so will not only be 
wasteful, expensive, and frustrating 
for everyone involved, it could also 
be harmful to your original goal. 
Your failure will be viewed as a 
victory for the opposition.   

To Petition, Or Not?
(Continued from Page 2)

This summer, photo enforcement 
made it onto the radar screen of the 
U.S. House Transportation Committee.  
This panel oversees highway policy. 
Though the federal government does 
not regulate the use of photo-enforce-
ment, instead leaving those decisions 
to the state and local governments, 
Members of Congress get plenty of 
angry feedback about photo-enforce-
ment from constituents in communities 
with the programs.

Dan Danila, Virginia Activist for 
the National Motorists Association, 
testified before the Highways and 
Transit Subcommittee that photo 
enforcement suffers from three major 
flaws.  First, the programs are more 
about the revenue than safety.  Second, 
the programs do not allow victims due 
process when cited with a violation.  
Third, Danila noted that many other 
options exist to improve intersection 
safety.  This last point was emphasized 
by Georgia State Representative Barry 
Loudermilk who reported “there are 

a lot of incentives not to fix problems 
at the intersection because of the 
revenue.”

Though the Federal Government 
may not directly ban the use of photo 
enforcement, it is possible that, given 
enough momentum, Congress could 
limit the incentive for the abuse of 
photo enforcement by linking federal 
fund receipts to a more uniform 
application of photo enforcement.  

Congressional interest suggests a 
concern that the Federal Government 
should consider placing requirements 
on the use of photo enforcement when 
any federal funds are involved.  Such 
requirements would build on current 
guidelines, but could make compliance 
mandatory if a locality accepts federal 
funding. 

The pending election in 
November, and resulting limited 
number of days that Congress will be 
in session before recessing to campaign 
for reelection, means that Congress is 
not expected to take any action on this 

issue this year.  However, with pending 
debate on highway funding set for 
next year, it is possible that automated 
traffic enforcement will see heightened 
scrutiny next year.

In another Congressional action, 
federal funding for road construction 
and highway programs took another 
hit in August.  Prior to leaving for 
the August recess, Congress passed 
legislation to increase teachers’ salaries 
and Medicaid assistance.  In order to 
pay for this, Congress rescinded $2.2 
billion from previously authorized 
funding for the nation’s highways.

Finally, on a side note:  Much 
hype has been raised in domestic 
policy discussions about the transition 
to hybrid electric vehicles and all-
electric vehicles.  Sometimes we have 
to look abroad to understand the future.  
Spain set aside $104 billion last year to 
encourage the addition of one million 
electric vehicles.  So far this year they 
have only sold fourteen.    
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Editor’s Note:  This is Jim Baxter’s look 
back at the first ten years of the National 
Motorists Association’s existence, as 
written in 1992.  Part 1, which appeared 
in the Jul/Aug 2010 issue, set the stage 
for the general climate for cars and 
motorists leading up to the founding of 
the NMA in January 1982.  Part 1 ended 
with,“Into that vacuum stepped the 
Citizens Coalition for Rational Traffic 
Laws.”  The CCRTL was the original 
incarnation of the NMA.

Others had tried.  Most notably 
was the National Drivers Association 
which entered the scene in 1978-79, 
with a flourish that included full page 
photos and endorsements in the major 
auto magazines.  Within a year, they 
had disappeared without a whimper, not 
even their supporters knew why.  (I later 
learned that personal differences among 
the principals led to the NDA’s demise.  
I also suspect they became discouraged 
when the anticipated support from the 
motoring public did not materialize.)

I can still remember issuing the first 
news release announcing the formation 
of the Citizens Coalition for Rational 
Traffic Laws and our intention to 

repeal the 55 mph National Maximum 
Speed Limit.  The release was confined 
to Wisconsin media, to avoid being 
swamped with interviews and member-
ship inquiries.  This turned out to be not 
a serious worry.

After two weeks there were three 
or four membership inquiries, a couple 
“go get‘em but we’re not going to help” 
letters and a like amount of hate mail 
from the “go slow” crowd.  However, 
there was also a televised debate 
opportunity on a popular 5:00 PM news 
program.  Hence began my education on 
talk shows and public affairs debates.

To say I was badly beat up would 
be a kindness.  Naively, I assumed the 
host would be neutral and that he would 
referee the verbal joust in a manner fair to 
all.  And elephants cross-country ski . . .

Keep in mind, this is 1982 and “55” 
is claimed to be supported by 80 percent 
of the American public, according to 
Gallup polls.  The host is a believer.  I 
found myself debating two people, my 
original opponent, a public relations type 
from AAA, and the host.

The host asked the AAA rep a 
question and he spent 5 minutes reciting 
“saves lives” and “saves gas” statistics.  
My friend, the host, restated the points 
made by Mr. AAA and then said to me, 
“How can you support changing a law 
that saves two zillion lives and quattro 
billions of barrels of oil and may in fact 
be the savior of humanity?”  I engaged 
my lightning wit and said “ahh . . . but I 
don’t” and the AAA PR guy chimed in 
with some condescending statement like 
“Mr. Baxter probably doesn’t have all 
the information we professionals have at 
hand” and the program was over.

Brutal as this experience was, it 
was better to learn these lessons through 
a local TV station than on a nationally 
televised program.

For the next year, we struggled with 
membership recruitment and cultivated 
media contacts.  The one organization 
that took our efforts seriously and gave 
CCRTL real support was the American 
Motorcyclist Association (AMA).  They 
publicized our organization and adopted 
the repeal “55” campaign as one of their 
legislative objectives.

There was more than one public 
hearing or meeting where, if the AMA 
hadn’t been there, I would have been the 
sole speaker supporting the repeal of “55.”

Membership recruitment was a 
frustrating affair.  (It still is!)  One killer 
idea guaranteed to “bring ‘em in” was a 
mailing to people who received tickets 
for exceeding 55 mph on interstate 
highways.  To test the concept, we sent 
120 ticket recipients a compelling letter 
and a stamped self-addressed envelope 
for them to return their $15.00 and 
membership application.

Not one response!  Not a “Sign me 
up.”  Not a “Try me when you change the 
law.”  Not even a “No thanks”, or “You’re 
crazy.”  So much for that brainstorm.  This 
was the rule, not the exception.

Feeling the need for more exposure, 
I decided a trip to Washington D.C. was 
in order.  On the way, I stopped in the 
offices of Car and Driver Magazine 
and talked to then Assistant Editor, 
Rich Ceppos (now with Automobile 
Magazine).  Mr. Ceppos asked good 
questions, listened intently, and took 
many notes.  I left confident an article 
would soon follow.  It didn’t.  However, 
in later years, Car and Driver honored 
myself, CCRTL and the NMA in three 
different “Ten Best” issues.

My time in Washington was spent 
seeking out Members of Congress 
who were known supporters of our 

NMA History:  The First Ten Years, Part 2
by James J. Baxter

(Continued top of next page)

Driving Freedoms5 September/October 2010



point of view (there weren’t that many) 
and visiting agencies like the Federal 
Highway Administration.  My conversa-
tion with Ray Barnhart, then head of 
FHwA made it clear that we had valu-
able technical support but tremendous 
political opposition.

Meetings with Members of 
Congress and their staffs were not 
encouraging.  Those from rural western 
states were sympathetic, but their 
numbers were small and their willingness 
to confront leadership or the so-called 
“safety” lobby was non-existent.

We had a long way to go!
Our first real break was handed to us 

by the opposition.  It came in the form of 
a Congressionally-mandated study of the 
55 mph National Maximum Speed Limit 
(NMSL).

Representative James Howard, 
Chairman of the House Public Works 
and Transportation Committee and 
chief proponent of “55” knew public 
compliance with the national speed 
limit was declining as was state interest 
in intensive  enforcement.  He decided 
a case had to be made to justify more 
punitive sanctions and stricter enforce-
ment.  The means he chose was to fund a 
National Academy of Sciences study of 
the “benefits” of the 55 mph NMSL.

The National Academy of Science 
is claimed to be a research organization 

without political 
agenda or personal 
bias.  (If you believe 
this, I refer you back 
to the skiing elephant 
statement.)  Actually, 
there were researchers 
in the Academy who 
wanted to take a fairer 
look at the subject, but 
they were stymied to 
some degree by poor 
data, limited resources, 
and concerns over 
political repercussions.

I was initially considered as a 
potential member of the advisory panel 
that would oversee the study and interpret 
the results.  Mysteriously, it was decided 
that persons representing advocacy 
organizations would not be invited to sit 
on the advisory board.  Of course, groups 
like AAA, the insurance industry, and 
agencies that had been promoting “55” 
for several years were amply represented.  
For once, Joan Claybrook and I were in 
the same boat.  She was excluded also, 
probably to justify my exclusion.

Three concessions were made to 
appease we rabble rousers:  a) I would 
be given an opportunity to present 
testimony to the advisory committee, 
b) I could attend advisory committee 
meetings as an observer, and c) costs, as 
well as benefits of the NMSL would also 
be explored.

All went pretty much according to 
the script until I attended my first advisory 
committee meeting in Washington, D.C.

I arrived at the meeting and received 
a less-than-warm welcome.  This 
meeting was called to review the first 
draft of the study results.  A thick docu-
ment was distributed to all the attendees, 
all the attendees except me.  When I 
asked for a copy, I was told it was “confi-
dential and privileged information.”  This 
was a major blunder on their part.

If they had given me a copy with 

the understanding that I not divulge 
its contents, pending the final version, 
I would have willingly consented.  
However, making me sit at a table 
without the ability to review and 
comment on the study that everyone else 
had in front of them made for one very 
unhappy camper.  I silently fumed.

Once back in Wisconsin, I unleashed 
a torrent of calls and letters to anyone 
and everyone who had the ability to 
make life miserable for Academy 
researchers.  In a few days, I had a copy 
of the preliminary draft, only now I was 
under no obligation of confidentiality.   

To find out what actions Jim Baxter and 
the CCRTL took to lead the opposition 
to the 55 mph NMSL, see Part 3 of 
NMA History:  The First Ten Years, to 

be published in the Nov/Dec 2010 issue 
of Driving Freedoms.
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Download 400,000+ enforcement 
locations(POI) & receive timely and 
accurate alerts while you drive. 
Speed traps, red light cameras, 
speed cameras and school zones. 
You will see them before they see 
you. Covers US/Canada. Works with 
Garmin, TomTom, Magellan GPS, 
Google Android, iPhone & BlackBerry 
SmartPhones.
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ALERT! ALERT!
Speed Trap Ahead!

Slow Down!
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Editor’s Note:  NMA member 
David Kelly won the grand prize of 
the NMA Foundation 2009 Fundraiser 
Sweepstakes – a one week stay at the 
English countryside home of Charles 
Burnett III, a strong supporter of the 
NMA who graciously donated the 
use of his Newtown Park estate near 
Lymington.  

Appropriately enough, David 
and Barbara Kelly’s English vacation 
was dominated by activities any auto 
enthusiast would leap at the chance of 
experiencing.  

The staff at the NMA joins David 
and Barbara in thanking Mr. Burnett 
for making this fabulous experience 
available to an NMA Foundation donor.

I want to begin by thanking the 
National Motorists Association for their 
work on behalf of American motorists 
and for rewarding my 25 years of 
support by having this contest for me to 
win.  It truly was a trip of a lifetime.

On July 15th, my wife Barbara 
and I left Phoenix for England aboard 
British Airways.  We explored London 
for a few days, visiting the requisite 
parks and museums and even enjoying a 
night at the theatre.  

We used London’s clean, efficient 
mass transit.  It’s expensive, but better 
than driving the narrow and often curving 
streets.  The density of cars is unreal.  I 
can well understand the Congestion Zone 
fee structure as a desperate attempt to 
avoid total gridlock.

After a few days in London 
we picked up our rental car, a Ford 
Fiesta Zetec, a good car for England.  
Speaking of cars in England:  Our 
observations indicated that the Germans 
rule and that Audi rules the Germans, 
followed by BMW and Mercedes.  Then 
comes Ford, followed by the French 
cars.  A few Hondas and Mazdas.  Lots 

of Minis plus Fiats, Alfas, Skodas, 
Vauxhalls and more than a few 
Maseratis.  Most were very attractive 
scale models of cars here, but in sizes 
better suited to their roads.

Travelers Tip – rent a GPS unit.  We 
regretted not following that advice. Let’s 
just say that the signage in England is 
imperfect. 

Finally! Newtown Park, English 
country home of Charles Burnett III.  
We drove up the 1/2 mile driveway, past 
the grazing cows to the great house with 
the pillars in front.  There was a guy on 
the steps who said “You must be the 
Kellys.  What can I get for you?” 

And so we met Rob Gray, the man 
who runs this house.  Smart, witty, 
entertaining, knowledgeable, no loonier 
than any other guy who longs for his 
very own helicopter gunship.  Rob was 
a great host and the owner of the only 

pickup we saw in England.
We were soon ensconced in a huge 

bedroom with a huge attached bathroom, 
plus a TV and a very comfortable bed.

In the morning, Rob tried to cook 
us an English breakfast.  “No no no, 
that’s food for a week,” we protested and 
happily ate his scrambled eggs and bacon 
and did so daily in spite of his protests 
that we ask more of him.  I don’t treat 
my guests or my friends this well.  I hope 
they don’t find out about Rob.

While we had planned various 
day trips around southern England, we 
found that the Newtown Park experi-
ence was more unique than anything 
else we were likely to see. And, it was 
hard to resist the VIP treatment we got 
from everyone there who shared their 
time and extensive knowledge with us. 

For instance, Nigel Leppard gave 
us an in-depth tour of the dozen or 
so military tanks in various stages of 
restoration. While I missed the chance 
to drive one, I sure learned a lot about 
them.  Nigel, an engineer and ex-British 
Special Forces, is in charge of Mr. 
Burnett’s vehicles. Richard Channell, 
in charge of the 400 acres of Newtown 
Park, also shared his extensive knowl-
edge of the history, flora, and fauna of 
the place. 

Nigel was the one who gave us 
the trip’s highlight:  A ride through the 
countryside in Mr. Burnett’s 1932 

What I Did On My Summer Vacation
By David P. Kelly, NMA Arizona Member

(Continued top of next page)

Rob Gray with David and White steam car
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Bugatti Type 46.  One of six in the world 
and worth about $1.5 million. WOW!  
This was really a once-in-a-lifetime 
experience.  Usually there’s a red rope 
separating me from Bugattis, but here 
we were being driven down country 
lanes, all sorts of clicks and whirrs 
coming from the engine, watching 
Nigel’s hands constantly working the 
ancient steering, and having the locals 
stop and watch as we rode by.  “Yes, 
it is mine,” I yelled from time to time 
but I’m sure they couldn’t hear me over 
the noise of the car.  Thanks, Nigel.  
Thanks, Charles.

On another occasion, Rob took us 
for a tour of the area in a Bentley Turbo 
RT.   That’s luxury!  Charles Burnett III 
loves his vehicles.  In addition to the 
tanks, Bugatti and Bentley, Newtown 
Park houses a Mitsubishi Evo IX FQ 
360, a 400+ HP Westfield, a Ferrari 
412, and a few BMWs.  (Other cars are 
stored elsewhere.)  Plus there are the 
steam cars.  A Stanley Steamer, a White 
steamer, and the car that Mr. Burnett 
and his crew designed, built, and drove 

to capture the world’s steam-powered 
land speed record at Edwards AFB.  
That record was set at 139.843 mph on 
August 25, 2009.

When we could tear ourselves away 
from having the run of the house and 
grounds, our Fiesta took us around the 
area, to a variety of picturesque towns 
such as Lymington and Lyndhurst, and 
to the beaches (no sand here!) at Lepe 
and Milford on the Sea. We stopped 
often to wander around the towns or 
walk the beaches.  Offshore is the Isle 
of Wight, where I hear the cottages are 
quite dear so we didn’t visit it, much to 
the dismay of Vera, Chuck, and Dave. 
We dined at a variety of local restaurants 
and pubs, though we didn’t become fans 
of English cuisine.  We were big fans 
of the weather we had – every day was 
warm and sunny!

For our last day we visited the 
National Motor Museum in Beaulieu, 
full of all kinds of road cars and race 
cars and motorcycles and more.  This is 
a must-see for any car guys or gals who 
visit the area.

Appropriately enough, one of the 
biggest news stories during our visit was 
about the probable imminent demise of 
traffic cameras in light of government 
funding cutbacks.  It seems they have no 
effect on safety and people hate them.  
Who knew?

But finally, it was time to return 
to our own traffic cameras in Arizona, 
with loads of memories but glad to 
be home to left-hand drive, automatic 
transmissions, and cars that are bigger 
than I am.

Thanks again, NMA, Charles 
Burnett III, Rob, Nigel, Richard, Ingrid, 
and Lady Luck. This was a great 
vacation!

P.S.  Readers  - the weeklong stay 
at the Newtown Park estate in England 
is definitely one sweepstakes prize you 
will really want to win!   

Helping Meet the 
Goals of the NMA 

and the 
NMA Foundation

The generous participation of 
members, especially in recent dif-
ficult economic times, in the NMA 
and NMA Foundation fundraisers has 
been vital to furthering the goals of the     
Associations.  Thank you!

As we head into the fall fundrais-
ing season for the NMA Foundation, 
we are pleased to report on the latest 
legal aid grant awarded by the Foun-
dation.  Recently, an appellate panel 
in Orange County, CA ruled that red-
light camera evidence lacked founda-
tion without in-court testimony of 
someone from the camera contractor.  
The previous guilty verdict against 
Tarek Khaled was thereby reversed.

The NMA Foundation is funding 
the appeal of a virtually identical case 
in Riverside County, CA.  Our goal is 
to add to the precedent of the Orange 
County decision and create a domino 
effect of red-light camera conviction 
reversals in the state due to hearsay 
photo evidence.  Such reversals could 
doom red-light cameras in the state.   
Stay tuned.   

No Michael Dukakis moment for David

The Bugatti and Westfield in the garage

Winners of 2010 
NMA Legislative 

Fund Sweepstakes 
Announced

Harvey Lewis - Greenwood, AR
 Apple iPad Computer
Thomas Nakatani - Aurora, CO
 Laser Pro Park 
William Visnic - Weirton, WV
 Garmin StreetPilot i3 GPS
Robert Kusch - Vero Beach, FL
 Cheetah C100 Camera Detector

Congratulations to the winners!
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Arizona

When you sign a rental car contract, it 
allows some of the top rental car agen-
cies to share your credit card informa-
tion with American Traffic Solutions, a 
contractor for red-light and photo radar 
cameras.  Most drivers don’t read the 
fine print of those contracts, and could 
end up with an automatic guilty verdict 
and unexpected photo ticket penalties 
charged to their credit cards courtesy of 
the car agencies.

California

Four Montebello police officers filed 
a claim against the city saying they 
were punished for failing to abide by 
an alleged quota system for arrests 
and citations.  According to the state 
vehicle code, law enforcement agencies 
are prohibited from establishing “any 
policy requiring any peace officer or 
parking enforcement employees to meet 
an arrest quota,” or using the number of 
arrests or citations as the only criterion 
for promotion or discipline.

Ilinois

A new law gives motorists more 
leeway in filing an appeal to a red-light 
citation and requires independent veri-
fication of an alleged violation before a 
ticket is issued. The measure also bans 
the city of Chicago and suburbs from 
tacking on a fee to the standard $100 
fine if a ticket is appealed, a common 
practice that can deter a motorist from 
fighting the charge.

 
Iowa

The city of Des Moines is a step 
closer to installing red-light ticket 
cameras. On July 12th, city council 

members awarded a contract to Nether-
lands-based Gatsometer BV for a traffic 
study and installation of cameras in Des 
Moines. Des Moines police Captain 
Doug Garvey says the cameras aren’t 
about giving out tickets but about sav-
ing lives, “Public safety. To get people 
to slow down and obey traffic control 
devices. And it works in other cities…”

Maryland

Making a recording of a police traffic 
stop is not a crime in the opinion of 
Maryland’s attorney general. In a ruling 
issued last month from the state’s top 
law enforcement office, Chief Counsel 
Robert N. McDonald found the legal 
grounds weak for felony wiretapping 
charges of the type brought against 
Anthony Graber, a motorcyclist who 
posted a video of himself being arrested 
on YouTube (ref. NMA Email Newslet-
ter Issue #77).

Michigan

House Bill 4726, sponsored by Rep. 
Roy Schmidt, D-Grand Rapids, would 
have the Secretary of State deny a 
driver license renewal to any motorist 
with as few as three unpaid parking 
tickets. Under current law, a local court 
may refer a motorist with six or more 
unpaid parking violations to the Michi-
gan Secretary of State. Once alerted, 
the SOS may not issue a driver license 
renewal until the person has paid all 
outstanding parking ticket balances and 
late fees and paid a $45 “driver license 
clearance fee.”   

Ohio

The village council in Bowers-
ville wants to start a volunteer police 

department to curb speeding on Ohio 
Highway 72. In his pitch to become 
the village’s police chief, Richard 
Bell in May told the council, “This 
one little stretch of road right here is 
money – a cash cow that you guys 
aren’t using.”

Oregon

The installation of what’s being 
dubbed “North America’s first public 
quick-charge station” is now complete 
at the parking garage of the World Trade 
Center building in downtown Portland. 
The charger is capable of taking most 
electric vehicles from zero to 80 percent 
charge in just 20 to 30 minutes.  

Pennsylvania

Pennsylvania Governor Ed Rendell is 
struggling in his latest budget with the 
desire to spend more money while lack-
ing tax revenue due to the economic re-
cession. Rendell testified before the state 
Senate Transportation Committee about 
how he intended to hit up motorists to 
make up much of that amount. “If you 
did the InsureNet – that’s the plan with 
the cameras – the state would generate 
$75 million more…,” Rendell testified. 
The state Senate on July 3 voted 49-1 
to allow ticket cameras in second and 
third-class Pennsylvania cities.

Washington

Patriotic residents of Lakewood dec-
orated a number of red light cameras 
near Steilacoom Boulevard on July 4. 
Red, white and blue bunting obscured 
the camera lens, preventing the auto-
mated ticketing machine owned and 
operated by Redflex Traffic Systems of 
Australia from functioning.  

News From 
Around The Country

As of this printing, this information 
is current.  For more information on 
this and other motorist news, visit 

www.motorists.org

Now featured, with daily updates, 
on the NMA www.motorists.org homepage
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In the March/April 2010 issue of 
Driving Freedoms, I shared my experi-
ence helping a fellow NMA member 
who received a speeding ticket on the 
six-lane expressway Lake-Cook Road 
near Buffalo Grove, Illinois.  

Notice, I said near Buffalo Grove, not 
in Buffalo Grove. It has been a practice 
for the Buffalo Grove Police Department 
to issue speeding tickets on Lake-Cook 
Road, but the motorists are not actu-
ally in Buffalo Grove, they are in the 
adjoining town of Wheeling in Cook, not 
Lake, County. 

Most motorists just assume the town/
county dividing line runs down the center 
of the Lake-Cook Road. I have learned 
not to take anything for granted. Official 
map schematics show the dividing line 
not in the center of the roadway, but 50 
feet north of the north curb. 

As noted in Part 1, the NMA member 
and I requested a jury trial which 
was heard at the Lake County seat in 
Waukegan. We appeared before the 
judge, and he asked who I was. I replied 
saying I am a family friend and expert 
witness. This identification did not please 
the crusty judge; he didn’t want to be 
bothered by a jury trial for a speeding 
case. The judge intimated this would be a 
waste of the court’s time and money for a 
speeding ticket.

The judge ordered us to meet with the 
prosecutor in the hallway to work things 
out. The prosecutor wanted to get rid of 
the case, but he didn’t want to lose either, 
so we agreed to have a bench trial before 
a judge back at first court in Mundelein, 
IL. We agreed based on the stipulation 
that if the outcome wasn’t favorable to 
us, we could return to the option of a jury 
trial.

While we were at the county building, 
we went up to the highway department 
and requested a “certified” copy of the 
highway schematic survey for the portion 

of Lake-Cook Road where the ticket 
was given. By having a certified copy, 
the schematic is legal proof of where the 
actual county line is located. 

Thirty days before the Mundelein 
hearing, I sent a Motion for Dismissal on 
the Grounds of Lack of Jurisdiction to 
the Mundelein court under the member’s 
name. I had never written a motion like 
this before and studied similar online 
documents. By the way, none of the 
self-help books I have seen on the web 
teaches how to write a motion like this 
due to the wide variance of law proce-
dure in the 50 states. We sent the Motion 
by certified mail, return receipt requested 
to make sure we had proof the court 
received the document.

On the day of the hearing, I arrived at 
the court early and sat in the back of the 
court room by the door. The prosecutor 
entered the court room and he gave 
me a gruff, “My hands are full and I’m 
in a hurry,” when I greeted him. His 
demeanor was surprising. I wondered 
if he might be upset because of the 
pending disposition of the case.  It also 
occurred to me that if the prosecutor 
was faced with losing this case, his 
aggravation might be further heightened 
if he were faced with the prospect of 
losing to a non-lawyer. 

A few minutes later, the NMA member 
arrived and we exchanged greetings, but 
I didn’t mention my short conversation 
with the prosecutor. 

It’s usual in these courts for the lawyer-
assisted cases to be heard first, followed 
by the guilty pleas, and finally the not 
guilty pleas. Since we pleaded not guilty, 
I thought we were in for a long wait. 
There were about 125 traffic cases that 
morning so we expected proceedings to 
move along at a brisk pace.  

As it turned out, the member’s case 
was the tenth one called within the first 
ten minutes. We approached the judge 
who asked who I was.  He then asked 
the prosecutor “What’s the story?” The 
prosecutor requested the case be non-
suited. In Illinois, to “non-suit” a case 
means either that the plaintiff neglects to 
appear when the case is called, or when 
the prosecution has given no evidence 
upon which a jury could find a verdict. 
The judge said “Are you sure?” to which 
the prosecutor replied “Yes, the officer is 
not in the court room.”

At this point the judge dismissed the 
case and the member whispered to me, 
“What just happened?” I answered, “I’ll 
tell you outside,” since he was still moti-
vated to argue the case.  A win is a win, 
and we earned this one. 

Don’t Get Buffaloed in Buffalo Grove, Part 2
by Barnet Fagel, NMA Illinois State Activist
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I’ve been a member for several 
years and continually lead people to 
our organization and applaud you, and 
everyone else that contributes to our 
efforts.   I’ve lived in a Chicago suburb 
since 1970 and have a few comments 
about Jim Baxter’s What’s The Reason 
column in the July/August 2010 issue.

 First off, please understand that 
the Illinois toll way system is as un-
American as they come, in that we, the 
citizens, have no representation within 
the system.  No way to vote on who is 
running things, no way to vote on policy.  
The recent conversion to open road 
tolling has been a farce at best.  Since 
I’ve been driving, I am not aware of 
the tollbooth related crashes, injuries or 
deaths you speak of.  If these problems 
exist, they have not been brought to the 
forefront of the news before, during, or 
after the open road tolling conversion.  

 What has been heavily reported is 
how the old system delayed traffic and 
caused substantial discomfort for the 
traveling public.  (The stick.)  Then the 
reporter, under direction from the Toll 
Authority, would go on to explain how 
the new system was going to open up 
traffic, and how delays would be all but 
eliminated.  They even posted signs with 
pictures that made our highways look 
like the seldom-used throughways of 
the 1950’s. (The carrot.)  And the ruse 
worked.  The public bought it and many 
still believe they have received benefits, 
until you question them about their 
specific experiences.

In reality, the problem with delays 

on our roadways is simply too much 
traffic for the capacity of the roads.  
Delays were not reduced or eliminated 
for a majority of travelers.  Yes, in some 
instances the backup was moved a few 
miles down stream, but the time needed 
to travel from point A to point B really 
hasn’t changed.  Then look at the cost:  
Hundreds of millions of dollars were 
spent.  Tolls had to be increased.  

The slippery slope of government 
surveillance has been put into place.  The 
Toll Authority holds millions of taxpayer 
dollars in advance to be applied to the 
tolls.  The system is all but unusable for 
low income citizens.  And the list goes 
on; the net result is extremely low value 
for the taxpayer.

 If the money spent could have 
been put into better and more frequent 
highway access ramps, better traffic 
control systems, or several other good 
ideas floating out there, we, the citizens, 
could have reaped much better value and 
maybe even saved some time to spend 
with our family and friends.

 Keep up the good work.
 Jeff Whyte

Schaumburg, IL

Today I learned that California legis-
lator Nathan Fletcher is proposing legisla-
tion that would allow the installation of 
video cameras in vehicles to monitor 
driver behavior via Bill AB1942. 

This bill is intended to monitor com-
mercial vehicles when employees are 
driving the vehicle.  This bill is obviously 

being promoted by special interests.  
However, we all know this is only the 
camel’s nose under the tent. 

After the general public gets used 
to the idea of cameras in commercial 
vehicles, the next step will be voluntary 
installation into private passenger cars.   
Next, the government will make them 
mandatory in private vehicles.  

Combine on-board cameras with 
red-light cameras, alcohol monitoring 
systems (as proposed by Senator Charles 
Schumer, Democrat from New York) 
on-board event data recorders, GPS loca-
tors and cell phones and eventually our 
private vehicles will have morphed into 
SNITCH MACHINES. 

These systems will constantly 
monitor driver behavior and vehicle 
performance data, but remember, as per 
the politicians and special interests who 
know better than we do, it is all for our 
own good.   

Should we trust the politicians when 
they tell us that these monitoring sys-
tems in our cars will not infringe on our 
privacy?  After all, nobody wants unsafe 
drivers on the road and this is just a way 
“to keep us all safe.”  

But here’s a scenario with the unin-
tended consequence:  Our cars already 
have event data recorders, GPS and built 
in cell phones, and now video cameras to 
view our behavior and hear our conversa-
tions?  These combined systems, working 
in tandem, could automatically call the 
police, tell them where we are, and have 
them just come out and arrest us before 
we cause any damage.  To project further, 
as long as the car has all this equipment, 
we could just have the car notify the 
police every time we exceed the speed 
limit and just issue the citation.  What an 
easy and convenient way for local gov-
ernments to reach deeper into taxpayer 
pockets with little or no effort.   

Larry Goltz
Livermore, CA                            
   

Your letters are welcomed and should not exceed 300 words.  They may be 
edited for length or clarity.  Full-length articles will also be considered for 
publication and should not exceed 600 words.  Submissions may be emailed 
to nma@motorists.org or mailed to 402 W 2nd St., Waunakee, WI 53597

Members Write
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Legal 
Research

Many laws and statutes that you need 
to prepare your case are state specific, 
which means that you will have to do the 
research. This book gives you the basic 
understanding of how to conduct legal 
research. The book explains everything in 
easy-to-understand terms.

Member Price: 

$22.95

Non-Member Price: 
$29.95

This book is a helpful, enjoyable read on 
how to fight a traffic ticket. The author not 
only explains how to fight a traffic ticket, 
but also offers amusing anecdotes along 
with his justification for fighting every 
ticket you receive.

Member Price: 

$9.95

Non-Member Price:    
$19.95

Represent yourself in traffic court and win!  In addition to covering 
court procedures and strategy, this ten-pound kit includes techni-
cal information on speed enforcement devices, and state-specific 
information on Discovery and Public Records Laws (this is how 
you get information from the police on your case!).  Remember, this 
resource is being constantly updated and improved.

NMA Foundation Legal Defense Kit

Call 800-882-2785 to order the Kit and tailor it specifically to your ticket!

$155 Refundable Security Deposit

$10 S&H

         Rental Fee 

Members:        $30/month

Non-Members:  $50/month

Great Deals At The NMA Store!
Shop Online - http://store.motorists.org/

Driver’s Guide 
To Police Radar

Ever wondered just how close that police 
officer has to be to get you on his radar? 
Have you heard that lasers can’t be aimed 
through car glass? Are you getting your 
money’s worth from your detector? These 
are just some of the questions answered in 
Driver’s Guide To Police Radar.

Member Price: 

$14.95

Non-Member Price: 
$19.95

Winning In  
Traffic Court

Mail To: NMA Foundation,  402 W 2nd St, Waunakee, WI 53597

Order Toll-Free:  1-800-882-2785
Fax Your Order:  1-608-849-8697 

Order Online:  http://store.motorists.org
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Beat Your Ticket

Driver’s Guide To Police Radar

Represent Yourself In Court

Legal Research

Winning In Traffic Court
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$25
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$50
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$75
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$100
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Beat Your 
Ticket

State and local governments are increas-
ingly relying on traffic ticket revenue for 
daily operations. This book gives respon-
sible motorists the means to  protect their 
rights by addressing many types of tickets: 
speeding, reckless driving, defective 
equipment, and more.

Member Price: 

$11.95

Non-Member Price: 
$19.95

Represent Your-
self In Court

Represent Yourself In Court is written for 
the non-lawyer. This book offers a step-
by-step guide to representing yourself in 
a civil trial, from start to finish. It does 
double duty in that you can use this infor-
mation for any civil matter, not just traffic 
tickets.

Member Price: 

$21.95

Non-Member Price: 
$29.95




