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WARNING – Read this First! 

 

This document is not for the casual reader who is looking for a quick and easy way to win a 

stop sign ticket case in Pennsylvania. 

At over 100 pages, you might have already guessed that, but I wanted to take a moment to 

stress this fact before you got started. 

There is a ton of information in this document – enough, perhaps, to even overwhelm a 

seasoned trial attorney.  In fact, when I reviewed everything prior to release, I was kind of 

overwhelmed myself. 

And I am the person who actually researched and wrote this entire defense strategy! 

It’s not all heavy reading, however.  Take the Preface and Part One, for instance.  These sections 

are fairly straightforward and somewhat entertaining.  While they won’t directly help you to 

plan a defense, they will inspire you (and maybe piss you off enough) to really want to fight 

your ticket, even if at first you think that there is no hope of winning. 

Part Two and Part Three are much more intense.  If you are determined to fight your ticket, this 

is where the real work begins.  Part Two contains my Checklist of questions which will help you 

identify the ways to challenge the legality of your stop sign.  It also provides all the case law to 

support the Checklist.  Part Three provides the legal reasoning behind the Pennsylvania Stop 

Sign Ticket Defense strategy.  Eventually you have to get through this dense material if you 

want to build a solid case, but it is best left for last. 

100 + pages … 

http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
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Over the three months that it took to research and write this document, I debated whether 

brevity or comprehensiveness was most important.  Clearly, I came down on the side of the 

latter. 

Because the sheer size of this document might turn off potential readers, I decided that it 

would be a good idea to find a way to condense the entire Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket 

Defense into one page.  While the information in the short summary which follows doesn’t give 

you the required detail to actually plan your defense, it does outline the theory you will use to 

win your case. 

 

If you are familiar with the show Shark Tank, consider this my initial sales pitch.  It’s an attempt 

to convince you that I am on to something, and that the rest of the document is worth taking 

the time to read.  I am calling this sales pitch the Pennsylvania Stop Sign Defense Strategy in a 

Nutshell.   

You can find it on the next page. 

One last point before you dive in.  Although this defense is specifically geared to fighting a stop 

sign ticket in Pennsylvania, the strategy can be applied to many other states as well because 

they all have similar laws, and they all adhere to the Federal Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 

Devices (MUTCD).  

http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
https://abc.go.com/shows/shark-tank
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/kno_2009r1r2.htm
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/kno_2009r1r2.htm
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Pennsylvania Stop Sign Defense Strategy in a Nutshell 

 

Point #1: If you were cited for failure to stop at a stop sign, you allegedly violated Title 75, 

Section 3323. 

Point #2: A stop sign is an “official traffic-control device.” 

Point #3: Title 75, Section 102 Definitions, defines an “official traffic control device” very 

specifically: "Signs, signals, markings and devices not inconsistent with this title 

placed or erected by authority of a public body or official having jurisdiction, for the 

purpose of regulating, warning or guiding traffic.” 

Point #4: In order for your stop sign to be considered an “official traffic-control device,” it had 

to have been placed or erected in a way “not inconsistent with this title.”  In addition, 

it had to have been placed or erected “by authority of a public body.” 

Point #5: My 32-question Checklist helps you to determine if both of these requirements have 

been met.  If they haven’t, then your stop sign is not an “official traffic-control 

device” and so can’t be enforced. 

Point #6: Furthermore, Title 75, Section 3111 (which I break down in Part Three) reinforces the 

requirement that a driver only has to obey a traffic control device if it is “placed or 

held in accordance with the provisions of this title.”  Once again, my Checklist helps 

you find all of the ways that your stop sign isn’t “held in accordance” with Title 75. 

Point #7: Finally, plenty of case law supports my interpretation of Title 75.  When you get into 

Part Two, Section Four of the Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense, you will see that 

I cite twenty court cases.  I show how judges from the Court of Common Pleas, the 

Superior Court and even the Supreme Court interpret Title 75 the way I do.  

Commonwealth v. Heenan, No. 1595-1981, Common Pleas Court of Schuylkill County 

is just one example: “It is clear, therefore, that a traffic-control device is an 

instrument approved and erected … Absence of such approval and placement 

renders the Commonwealth unable to enforce those sections of the code mandating 

the posting of such devices.” 

Point #8: Hopefully I have piqued your interest with this short outline of the theory behind the 

Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense.  If you are serious about contesting your 

ticket, you owe it to yourself to take the time to read the full Defense. 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=33&sctn=23&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=33&sctn=23&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.001.002.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=14448126119033988132&q=commonwealth+v+heenan&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
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All the Documents Available from Stop-Sign-Ticket.com 

 

1) The Pennsylvania Stop Sign Defense Strategy in a Nutshell. 

 A one-page, eight-point summary of the strategy I discovered. 

 Available for free. 

 

2) My Son’s Opening Trial Statement at the Court of Common Pleas. 

 An elegant, one-page, powerfully concise expression of my defense strategy. 

 Available for free. 

 

3) How My Son Beat an Unfair Stop Sign Ticket in Pennsylvania. 

 A 23-page analysis of my initial stop sign strategy. 

 Initially prepared for my son’s trial in Magisterial Court. 

 Available for $2.48. 

 

4) The Full Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense. 

 A 100+ page detailed analysis of my defense strategy. 

 A 32-Item Checklist covering all the possible ways to challenge a stop sign ticket. 

 All the traffic-control device statutes which apply to stop signs. 

 Twenty court case citations to back up my strategy. 

 Available for $9.98. 

 

5) The Script – My Detailed Outline for a Trial in a Pennsylvania Court. 

 A 50+ page step-by-step application of the Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense 

 Full details about the preparation, trial and ultimate victory in my son’s case. 

 An excellent companion to the full Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense. 

 Available for $4.98 

 

6) My Son’s Case Brief for the Court of Common Pleas. 

 An eighteen-page argument for why an illegal stop sign is not enforceable. 

 Requested by the President Judge at Wayne County, PA, Court of Common Pleas. 

 A highly distilled application of the Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense. 

 Available for $1.48 

https://transactions.sendowl.com/products/78004212/2CDF06C3/view
https://transactions.sendowl.com/products/78003773/EA7A0B0C/view
https://transactions.sendowl.com/products/78004819/12186694/view
https://transactions.sendowl.com/products/78005151/0D2D29C8/view
https://transactions.sendowl.com/products/78004920/37BD0B65/view
https://transactions.sendowl.com/products/78004214/C3E4BCB3/view
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PREFACE 
“When I want to read a good book, I write one.”  

Benjamin Disraeli 

 
  

https://www.goodreads.com/quotes/3229447-when-i-want-to-read-a-good-book-i-write
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Someone Had to Do it … Why not me? 
First of all, don’t get me wrong. 

I am not claiming to be some incredible author or writer.  I say this because I don’t want you to 

think that I equate myself with the famous British statesman, Benjamin Disraeli. 

My only point is that, after my son got an unfair stop sign ticket, I looked everywhere on the 

internet for information about how to properly fight it. 

You know what I found? 

 

That’s right.  I found basically nothing. 

I wanted to read a good book about how to fight an unfair stop sign ticket in Pennsylvania, 

but there was nothing out there for me to read. 

So I wrote one. 

This document was written to help all of you out there who have received an unfair stop sign 

ticket.  If you want to challenge it, this “book” is written for you.  I provide a way for you to 

potentially win in court, and have the charges against you dismissed. 

Do you like the sound of that? 

Good, because so do I.  I also want you to win in court, so that you don’t become another 

victim of the traffic ticket scam machine (more on that later). 

And let me also be clear about the legitimacy of what you will find in this document.  I didn’t 

just make it all up.  Everything that I discuss is rooted in statute and case law, and I used this 

information to get my son’s ticket reversed. 

      

Sorry, poor joke.  

 I just couldn’t find a good picture for statute. 
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Now, does this mean that after reading this document, and applying the strategies in court, you 

will automatically win? 

That I can’t promise, because there are too many variables involved in court cases.  This is 

especially true at the local level, where the only witness against you (the police officer) 

probably personally knows the judge who is going to decide your fate.  More than likely, this 

officer has testified on numerous occasions in the very court in which you have to present your 

case. 

What’s that?  You thought is was all about justice and fairness? 

 

 

Its more like: 

 

The one thing that I do guarantee, however, is that after reading this document, you will know 

more about how to defend against an unfair stop sign ticket in Pennsylvania than 99.9% of the 

lawyers who practice in our Commonwealth.  While the local Magisterial Judge may not be 
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totally open to listening to a defense based on what I provide here (that was my son’s 

experience), higher courts won’t be able to ignore it. 

What makes me so sure of this? 

Its simple.   

There is solid case law that supports every claim that I make - some of it is even from the 

Supreme Court of Pennsylvania. 

But I am getting ahead of myself … 

At the very least, I give you everything you need, all in one place, so that you have a fighting 

chance to win in court. 

 

Three Important Points 

1) I am not an attorney.  I’m just a reasonably intelligent citizen of the Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania who took the time to discover a way to fight an unfair stop sign ticket. 

2) I am not in favor of ignoring stop signs.  Traffic-control devices (like stop signs) are 

installed in certain places for a reason.  They are there to protect motorists, and should 

be obeyed. 

3) I never personally got the chance to use my strategy in court.  When I appeared before 

the magisterial district judge in Hawley, Pennsylvania with my minor son on December 

6, 2018, the Honorable Bonnie L. Carney told me I was not permitted to speak on his 

behalf.  I couldn’t represent him because, as she informed me: “You are not an 

attorney.”  Unfortunately, the “honorable” judge was not very open to the argument 

that I describe in this document, so my son was found guilty. 

 

Never Give Up 
So, we walked out of the court room that day with our tails between our legs, shaken to the 

very core of our beings, in awe of the power and might of that superhuman perched upon her 

shiny wooden bench … 

 

http://www.hawleyborough.org/index.php/public-safety-services/19-magistrates-office
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Get real … 

My son appealed the verdict and got a chance to present my Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket 

Defense strategy before a new judge (de novo, as the legal expression goes) in the Court of 

Common Pleas.  Here is the “invitation” I received from the District Attorney: 

 

 

This time we didn’t leave anything to chance.  My son proceeded on his own, pro se, and he 

was ready for every possible contingency.  He used the full power of this Pennsylvania Stop Sign 

Ticket Defense and won a smashing victory.  You can read all of the details about this (if you are 

interested) in my other book called The Script – My Detailed Outline for Trial in a Pennsylvania 

Court. 

http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/234/chapter4/s462.html
https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/pro_se
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-script--the-brief.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-script--the-brief.html
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PART ONE 
Why I created Stop-Sign-Ticket.com 

and then spent the next three months of my life 
researching and writing this document. 

 

“Revenge is a dish that is best served cold.” 

Unknown Author 

 

  

http://www.stop-sign-ticket.com/
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Section One 

Putting the powers that shouldn’t be in their rightful place. 

An “Anti-Attorney” Speaks 
You got a stop sign ticket, you’re pissed off, and you want to fight it - but you don’t even 

know where to begin. 

If that opening line describes your current state of mind, then the Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket 

Defense was written for you. 

This document represents three solid months of intense research into how to effectively 

contest a stop sign ticket in Pennsylvania.   

After my son received a stop sign ticket in September of 2018, I searched the internet for 

suggestions about how to fight it.  After a couple of hours of effort, I came to the realization 

that most of what is available out there is essentially useless information.  See Section Two – 

The Backstory for details about my futile attempt to find help on the internet. 

But there was a silver lining in all of this wasted effort.  My frustration at not being able to find 

any useful resources on the internet inspired me to create the website Stop-Sign-Ticket.com.  I 

can now offer fellow citizens of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania a document which will help 

them get some kind of justice in the courtroom – no matter how much they think the odds are 

against them. 

I am going to state right up front, yet again, that I am not an attorney, and I am not giving legal 

advice in any way, shape or form.  Instead, I purposefully choose to call myself an “anti-

attorney.” 

 

But speaking of not being an attorney … 

I accompanied my son to his summary appeal at the Wayne County, Pennsylvania Courthouse 

on March 7, 2019.  When the judge decided to prevent him from offering important evidence, I 

felt obligated to call out from “behind the bar” to let the judge know that she was making a 

mistake.  My son was having difficulty explaining why the evidence was legitimate, so I called 

out Rule 902.  This was a reference to the rule about self-authenticating evidence. 

In an attempt to shut me up and shut me down, the judge shot back with a quick question: 

“Excuse me sir, but are you an attorney?” 

http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://www.stop-sign-ticket.com/
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/225/chapter9/s902.html
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I felt like saying the following: 

“No I’m not a f***king attorney, but I obviously know more about the rules of evidence than 

you do in this case.” 

Instead I calmly responded with these words: “His evidence is self-authenticating.” 

She still didn’t get it and repeated her question. 

This time I responded with a simple “no.” 

But a lightbulb must have gone off in her head at this point, because she called a 5-minute 

recess.  When she returned, she allowed my son to proceed with his case. 

Do you think that maybe she looked up Rule 902 back in her chambers?  I think so.  I showed 

her that I not only knew more than she did, but that I also knew more than most attorneys. 

My point is that, by publishing this document, I am attempting to make all traffic attorneys 

superfluous.  By revealing a full set of defenses available to the regular citizen, I am bypassing 

the normal way of doing business in the world of “justice.” 

 

Screw the attorneys – you don’t need them.  Everything you need is contained in this 

document. 

 

So Goes Main-Stream Media, So Goes The Traffic Attorney? 
As far as I am concerned, the independent media on the internet has replaced the main-stream, 

corporate, legacy media.  I don’t know about you, but I certainly don’t turn on the TV to find 

out what is really happening out in the world. 

 

I gave up on CNN, MSNBC, FOX, the New York Times, Washington Post, Wall Street Journal, etc. 

years ago. 
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This stop sign defense document is my contribution towards ending the reliance on the main-

stream approach toward traffic court in Pennsylvania.  When you know how to defend yourself, 

you don’t need a lawyer to charge you by the hour. 

My ultimate goal is to see hundreds (thousands?) of fellow citizens clog up the traffic courts by 

contesting their unfair tickets.  But I don’t want them to just show up and waste time, which is 

why I am providing the information that you will find in this document.  I highly doubt that most 

lawyers have done as much research on stop signs as I have, and I want this all to be available 

to as many people as possible. 

There is one catch, however … 

You have to be pissed-off enough like I was to be willing to represent yourself in court. 

 

It may seem daunting at first, but when you have a solid case to support your position, the rush 

you will get from beating the system will be addictive.  You will almost look forward to your 

next ticket, just so you get another chance to put the powers that shouldn’t be in their rightful 

place. 

The powers that shouldn’t be expect you to be a proper little sheep (i.e. a “good” citizen), 

accept your fate, pay your ticket, and move along. 

Screw that and screw them - you intend to have the last laugh. 

Remember, revenge is a dish best served cold … 
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Section Two 

The Backstory. 

My Inspiration 
Why did I start a website called Stop-Sign-Ticket.com? 
 
Because I got pissed off – it’s really that simple. 
 
Here is the backstory … 
 
My son got a ticket in Pennsylvania for allegedly failing to obey a stop sign – his first ticket ever.  
No big deal, right?  The fine was only $25.00.  Small potatoes, right?  But when you add in all of 
the other costs, the total came closer to $150.00. 
 
And let’s not forget the three points which will be attached to his license. 
 
When my son told me that he actually did stop, and wanted to fight the ticket in court, my 
initial reaction was to tell him it was a waste of time.  
 
“Son, who do you think that the judge is going to believe, a 17-year old kid, or a police officer?” 

 

 
 
His response was something like the following: 
 
“Well, how about if I show up at the hearing and ask the prosecutor for a plea bargain?  My 
friend told me I could plead guilty to a different violation with a higher fine but no points.  
Shouldn’t I give that a try?” 
 
Now, this certainly sounded like a reasonable suggestion.  After all, since I am paying his car 
insurance, the points on his license would be a punishment for me, not him.  Most likely our 
family rates would get jacked up if he was found guilty of failing to stop at a stop sign. 

http://www.stop-sign-ticket.com/
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The more I thought about it, however, the more pissed off I got.  But I wasn’t so much getting 
upset with my son.  I was starting to get pissed off at the police officer. 
 

 
 
No, she didn’t actually look like this, just in case you are wondering …  
 
Not by a long shot … 
 
In any case, let me explain. 
 
My son was adamant that he actually did stop at the sign in question.  But let's assume that he 
only slowed down and “rolled through” the sign like the officer claims.  Couldn’t she simply 
have issued a warning to this first time offender? 
 
Considering that there were no other vehicles approaching the intersection at the time of the 
alleged violation, would it be unreasonable for me to expect her to have made a judgment call 
in my son’s favor?  After all, no one’s safety was endangered whether he came to a complete 
stop or “rolled through" that stop sign.  The intersection was empty. 
 
Needless to say, but I will say it in order to stress this point:  
 
You are damn well right that she could have just issued a warning! 
 
But she chose not to. 
 
The result of this perceived injustice on my part, was the initiation of three months of research, 
the launch of Stop-Sign-Ticket.com, and this document before you. 
 
I guess I just don’t take too kindly to “perceived injustice” when it comes to people close to me. 
  

http://www.stop-sign-ticket.com/
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The Traffic Ticket Scam Machine 

By the way, I don’t entirely blame the police officer.  After all, she is nothing more than a cog in 
the traffic ticket scam machine. 
 

 
 
Why do I describe it as a “scam machine?” 
 
Consider the following: 

 Stop sign tickets are arbitrary.  Thousands of people go through stop signs every day 
without making a complete stop, but you were one of the ones to get caught.  Lucky 
you! 

 You did come to a complete stop, but the judge won’t believe you no matter what you 
say – it’s the officer’s word against yours.  That sucks – but such is life. 

 Or let’s say you actually did “roll through” the stop sign, but there was no one else on 
the road.  Because you didn’t endanger anyone, what is the big deal?  Let me answer 
that for you - there is none. 

 Off-duty police officers go through stop signs also, but all they have to do is show their 
ID and fellow officers will let them slide.  Yeah, that sounds fair. 

 On-duty police officers also fail to obey traffic laws when they are in a hurry.  I have 
seen them go through red lights, fail to signal when turning, roll through stop signs, 
etc.   Who is going to issue a ticket in this instance?  Rhetorical question, of course. 

 Friends of police officers get PBA cards which allow them a free pass on tickets.  

 

That sh*t should be illegal, if you ask me. 

 The police are not issuing citations out of a sense of safety.  Let’s get real, tickets are 
used as “revenue” generators for the local government.  I put the word “revenue” in 
quotes, because I find it strange that the government calls money obtained by force 
“revenue.”  Businesses, on the other hand, convince you to purchase products 
voluntarily, so I can understand why they use the word “revenue.” 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FHJZ2POFQBo
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kjBRs04ePk0
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 Tickets are nothing more than a tax imposed on those in society who are least able to 
afford it.  Do you think the top 1% care about a measly (to them, at least) $150 stop sign 
ticket or points?  Of course not.  First of all, they can afford to pay a lawyer if they 
choose to do so, and secondly, its pocket change for them anyway. 

 It’s all a big game to the local prosecutor or police officer – and the local court is a party 
to it all.  What kind of game?  Have you ever watched Let’s Make a Deal?   

 

Well, that is what 99% of the individuals who show up at court eventually do.  After 
pleading not guilty to the citation, they don’t show up in court to try to prove their 
innocence.  Instead they “make a deal” with the prosecutor or police officer and end up 
paying more money in fines, but get the points taken away.  

As I said, it is a “scam machine.” 

 

Most Traffic Ticket Help Websites are Useless 

 
When I decided I wanted to fight my son’s ticket, I did what any other person would do.  I used 
Google to search for information. 
 
Unfortunately, I quickly realized that most traffic ticket help sites are pretty much worthless.  In 
fact, many are run by lawyers who provide minimal guidance because they want you to hire 
them.  They don’t actually expect you to use the advice they give to defend yourself in court.   
 
Here is a summary of the kind of “advice” I found in my search: 

 At the time of the traffic stop, make a human connection with the police officer (in 
order to avoid a citation in the first place). 

 Show picture evidence that the police officer couldn’t have seen your offense because 
of an obstructed view. 

 Show the sign was obstructed from view. 
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 Dispute the officer’s personal opinion. 
 Claim it was an emergency. 
 Request a copy of police officer’s notes so you can challenge what he remembered or 

saw. 
 Claim the stop line was too faded to see. 
 Claim the stop sign was recently installed. 
 Hope the officer doesn’t show up. 
 Plea bargain to pay more money but avoid the points. 

Here are some of the websites I visited that offered the above-listed “sage advice:” 

 Fighting a Stop Sign Ticket 
 Five ways to fight a Stop Sign Ticket 
 Fighting a Ticket for Running a Stop Sign 
 How do I Prove That I Really Stopped at the Sign? 
 How to Defend & Argue a Stop Sign Violation? 
 Fight Traffic Ticket in Pennsylvania 
 How to Fight Traffic Tickets, Five Strategies that Work 
 How to Negotiate Your Traffic Ticket 

While some of these websites have ideas that may have a certain degree of merit (like show 
that the sign was obstructed), most will get you nowhere if you are trying to defend yourself in 
court.  You need a solid strategy, not vague recommendations. 
 
A solid strategy is exactly what I am providing.   
 
 

Don’t Count on the Officer Not Showing Up 
For example, I would never recommend that you hope the police officer doesn’t show up at 
trial.  That kind of hope will get you absolutely nowhere: 

Pennsylvania Rule 454. Trial in Summary Cases. 

“(B)… however, in all summary cases arising under the Vehicle Code or local traffic ordinances, 

the law enforcement officer observing the defendant’s alleged offense may, but shall not be 

required to, appear and testify against the defendant. In no event shall the failure of the law 

enforcement officer to appear, by itself, be a basis for dismissal of the charges against the 

defendant.” 

Of course, if you lose in Magisterial Court and appeal to the Court of Common Pleas, the officer 
does have to show up for your appeal.  If he doesn’t, the charges will most likely be dismissed. 
 
 
 

https://www.drivinglaws.org/resources/fighting-a-stop-sign-ticket.html
http://www.thetrafficticketattorneys.com/blog/five-ways-to-fight-a-stop-sign-ticket/
https://www.nolo.com/legal-encyclopedia/free-books/beat-ticket-book/chapter7-1.html
https://www.nolo.com/legal-encyclopedia/question-stop-sign-prove-fight-ticket-28389.html
https://legalbeagle.com/5480630-defend-stop-sign-traffic-violation.html
https://www.dmv.org/pa-pennsylvania/fighting-your-traffic-ticket.php
https://traffic.findlaw.com/traffic-tickets/how-to-fight-traffic-tickets-five-strategies-that-work.html
http://www.philly.com/philly/business/How_to_Negotiate_Your_Traffic_Ticket.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/234/chapter4/s454.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/234/chapter4/s462.html
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The Most Worthless Website of All 
One of the most useless websites that came up on the first page of my search results was 
Rocketlawyer.com. 
 
Here are the five suggestions from that website: 

 Stay cool during the traffic stop and trial. 
 Organize your facts. 
 Make a good impression in court (dress and attitude). 
 Stay focused in court. 
 If in doubt, ask a lawyer. 

Talk about totally worthless. 

 
 

 

Forums Where You Can Ask Questions 
Then there are websites that allow you to ask questions of “experts” who provide advice on 
legal matters like traffic tickets.  You know, online forums. 
 
I didn’t find these very helpful either.  They tease you a bit with some information, and then 
they kind of give some OK advice, but in the end, they don’t provide any solid strategy for use in 
an actual court. 
 
Take Avvo.com as an example. 
 
While there are some thoughtful pieces of advice on this website from lawyers, most of the 
suggestions that are given break down into the following recommendations: 

 Negotiate a guilty plea with no points. 
 Call a lawyer to represent you. 

But at least Avvo.com has real lawyers giving advice.  
 
Expertlaw.com, on the other hand, appears to just be non-professional individuals giving 
opinions.  Consider this response to a person looking for help defending against a stop sign 
ticket: 
 
“Pleading not guilty is a good idea. You might get a plea bargain or deferred 
adjudication.  Expecting the officer to "work with you" is ludicrous.  All he will do in court is 

https://www.rocketlawyer.com/blog/5-ways-to-get-that-traffic-ticket-dismissed-912014
https://www.avvo.com/
https://www.avvo.com/
https://www.expertlaw.com/
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testify that you didn't stop. That's all he is likely to be allowed to do in court.  If your license 
means so much to you, you would be well advised to hire a traffic attorney.  Or resign yourself 
to taking Ubers or public transportation back and forth to work.” 
  

 
 

The point about not expecting the officer to “work with you” is a point well taken, but “resign 
yourself to taking Ubers?” 
 
Seriously? 
 
How about “thanks, but no thanks – not to mention f**k you!” 
 
 

Hire a Lawyer? 
Finally, many of the links are just fronts for lawyers and law firms.  These tend to provide some 

excellent general information, but since the ultimate goal is to convince you to hire them to 

handle your case, they don’t give you what you really need to win. 

 

Consider this typical advice: 

“Many people make the mistake of trying to fight a stop sign ticket on their own, without a 

lawyer.  They think that they can get it dismissed or negotiate a plea down to no points. While it 

is true that, in some circumstances, your ticket could be negotiated, you may very well be left 

with no deal and a guilty plea. A stop sign lawyer, on the other hand, knows how to use the 

individual details of your violation coupled with their extensive knowledge of the traffic laws to 

fight for you and defend your rights.  Is it really worth the chance?  Hiring the right lawyer can 

be the difference between a positive outcome and a negative one.” 
 

 

Lawyer 2.0? 

 
Robo Lawyer 
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Speaking of lawyers, I came across an interesting website called Offtherecord.com.  It appears 

that this site allows you to hire a lawyer through the internet.  Obviously, there is a cost 

involved, but my guess is that this is a cheaper alternative to the old-fashioned law firm.  That is 

about all I can really say about this option.  Personally, I wouldn’t use it, because the 

information in this document allows you to defend yourself. 

 
 

The Only Really Useful Website 
The only really useful website that I found was USLawbooks.com.  It actually led me in the 
proper direction, towards a legitimate stop sign ticket defense. 
 
Here is the quote from this website that started me on my journey: 
 
“Did you know that all states are required by law to place all signs in a lawful manner or they 
have no force of law and when they fail to be placed as such that the signs have no legal effect 
and any summonses written are without basis in law? Yes, any sign not correctly posted that is 
the basis for a summons must be dismissed by the court under state law.” 
 
When I first read this, I thought that it was too good to be true.  Further research, however, 
confirmed at least some of what it claimed. 
 

The main suggestion is to rely on a document called the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 
Devices (MUTCD) when you present your case in court. 
 

 
I did find some useful information in the MUTCD, but I was not convinced that this would be 
enough to win in court.  It took three solid months of further research in order to be certain 
that I had a solid case that went beyond the MUTCD. 
 
 

Do It Yourself? 
On a final note, there is nothing wrong with hiring a lawyer to fight your stop sign ticket, but 

there are two reasons why I would choose not to do so: 

https://offtherecord.com/
http://www.uslawbooks.com/travel/mutcd.htm
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/index.htm
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/index.htm
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1) Lawyers tend to charge by the hour, so the fee you pay could exceed the actual 

cost of paying the ticket.  This is especially true if they have to show up at court.  

Even if they charge a flat fee, unless you get the charges dismissed, you are, 

essentially, still paying for your ticket.  The only difference is that you pay the 

lawyer instead of the local municipality who issued you the ticket. 

2) More importantly, unless you represent yourself, you won’t know how it feels to 

personally defeat the stop sign scam machine. 

 

 

Obviously, my suggestion is to seriously consider not hiring a lawyer.  I say this not only because 

I have provided everything you need to win, but because winning in court on your own will be 

such a satisfying feeling.   

The only downside is that you must be willing to put yourself out there.  You need to invest 

time and effort into studying the strategies that am providing so that you can apply them to 

your particular case.  This will mean a serious investment of your time. 
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Section Three 

The Statistics. 

A Whole Lot of Tickets … and a Whole Lot of Money 
Did you realize that, on average, 3,796 traffic tickets are issued PER DAY in our great 

Commonwealth?  Those are the latest figures released by the Administrative Office of 

Pennsylvania Courts for the years 2013 – 2017. 

Talk about the traffic ticket scam machine on steroids. 

                                   

That is almost seven million tickets over a four-year period of time.  So, if you take a really 

rough and conservative estimate of $150 per ticket, this means that motorists forked over ONE 

BILLION dollars of their hard-earned money to the state. 

 

That is some serious money. 

But don’t you feel so much safer on the road knowing that it is all for a good cause? 

 

By the way, the actual price tag is probably way higher, because 22% (1,552,198) of the tickets 

were for speeding compared to only 4% (251,439) for running through a stop sign.  Speeding 

tickets can certainly run you over $150, especially if you are traveling well over the limit. 

http://www.pacourts.us/assets/files/newsrelease-1/file-7122.pdf?cb=3d2c80
http://www.pacourts.us/assets/files/newsrelease-1/file-7122.pdf?cb=3d2c80
http://www.pacourts.us/assets/files/resource-262474/file-7121.pdf?hash=7f044d87c483c1ed5cb09f861fb72745
http://www.pacourts.us/assets/files/resource-262474/file-7121.pdf?hash=7f044d87c483c1ed5cb09f861fb72745
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Other Interesting Facts 
Does the color of your car matter?  Apparently it does, because plain-colored cars get more 

tickets than bright colored ones.  68% of the tickets issued in PA were given to drivers in black, 

silver, white and gray vehicles. 

   

Didn’t you think that red sports cars got all of the attention?  I certainly did. 

And watch out Millennials - 57% of all tickets were issued to drivers between the ages of 20-39.   

Here is the complete breakdown: 

 

http://www.pacourts.us/assets/files/newsrelease-1/file-7122.pdf?cb=3d2c80


Alt + Left Arrow: Back to a previous place - Alt + Right Arrow: Return to where you just were in document.              Return to TOC 
 

29 
 

Finally, as you would imagine, most stop sign tickets are issued in urban areas.  Philadelphia and 
Allegheny (Pittsburg) counties account for close to 25%. 
 
 

A Hopeful Sign? 

 
If you want to contest your unfair ticket, you have to plead not guilty, and then appear in 

Pennsylvania Magisterial District Court.  Well, the latest released figures indicate quite an 

uptick in traffic cases in these courts: 

“Traffic cases account for the majority of Pennsylvania magisterial district court cases in 2016.” 

 

According to a press release issued by the Unified Judicial System of Pennsylvania on 

September 14, 2018, a full 66% of the cases heard at this lower court level are related to traffic. 

http://www.pacourts.us/assets/files/resource-262474/file-7121.pdf?hash=7f044d87c483c1ed5cb09f861fb72745
http://www.pacourts.us/assets/files/resource-262474/file-7121.pdf?hash=7f044d87c483c1ed5cb09f861fb72745
http://www.pacourts.us/assets/files/newsrelease-1/file-7296.pdf?cb=48dd2b
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Is this a result of more people contesting their tickets or just the fact that more tickets are 

being written? 

Here are the figures to consider when trying to answer that question: 

- Between 2012-2015, 3,875 tickets were issued per day on average. 

- Between 2013- 2017 (the latest figures): 3,796 tickets were issued per day on 

average 

Now, I am not claiming to have conducted major statistical research on this issue, but you can 

see that slightly fewer tickets were written in the latest years available for study compared to 

the earlier one. 

I can only hope that this means more people are contesting their unfair tickets in Magisterial 

Court.   

This makes the work I have done researching and writing this document that much more 

important.  I want to make sure that citizens are as prepared as they can possibly be when they 

go before the judge. 

 

  

http://www.pacourts.us/news-and-statistics/media-resources?Search=traffic
http://www.pacourts.us/assets/files/newsrelease-1/file-7122.pdf?cb=3d2c80


Alt + Left Arrow: Back to a previous place - Alt + Right Arrow: Return to where you just were in document.              Return to TOC 
 

31 
 

Section Four 

The Evolution of my Stop Sign Defense Strategy. 

Down the Motor Vehicle “Rabbit Hole” 
In my obsession to formulate an air-tight defense against an unfair stop sign ticket, I devoted 

much of my free time over a three-month period researching Pennsylvania statutes and the 

corresponding case law.  While my focus was specifically related to stop signs, I also learned 

everything that I could about traffic-control devices in general. 

It would be fair to say that the more time I spent searching, the deeper and deeper I went down 

into a kind of a motor vehicle “rabbit hole.” 

I guess Alice in Wonderland and I have something in common … 

 

Trust me when I tell you that there were countless twists and turns on this long journey.  

Fortunately, my particular “rabbit hole” had a terminus.  The Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket 

Defense document that you are reading is proof of that.  I emerged from this “hole” with a 

serious strategy to defeat unfair stop sign tickets. 

 

My Thought Process – The Stages of Evolution 
“Does anyone really care about the evolution of my thinking about stop signs?” 

 
This thought went through my head as I considered whether to include this section in my 

Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense.  I eventually decided to put it in here because I think it 

http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
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has value for someone who is trying to get a handle on the whole idea of how stop signs are 

viewed in Pennsylvania.  Following the evolution of my thought process will help you see how 

your particular ticket can possibly be challenged.  In fact, I almost included this in an earlier 

section of this document as a nice introduction to the whole stop sign topic. 

 
In any case, here you have it.  This list gives you a window into my journey over the course of 
three months, and it clearly shows how my thinking evolved over time. 
 

Preliminary Stages 

 Stage 0 – My son got a ticket and there is nothing that can be done.  He will just have to 

suck it up and pay it. 

 Stage .25 – But he says that he didn’t do it.  What can I do to help him fight it?  As a 

parent, I owe him this. 

 Stage .50 – I just read the stop sign statute, Title 75 Section 3323 (duties at stop signs), 

and it seems hopeless.  It’s the cop’s word against his. 

 Stage .75 – I am going to look into this and see what I can find out.  I’m sure that a quick 

Google search will give me some good ideas.  There has to be some way to fight a stop 

sign ticket. 

 Stage .90 – Nothing, absolutely nothing.  These stop sign ticket websites are all pretty 

much useless.   

 Stage .95 - Wait a minute, here is one that talks about the MUTCD.  This may be the key.  

The installation of a stop sign is governed by strict rules.  Maybe I can find a technicality 

which will help my son fight his ticket. 

 

The Real Work 

 Stage 1 – Here is is.  I just need to prove that the local authorities didn’t pass an 

ordinance to authorize the stop sign and I will win the case.  Title 75, Section 6109(b) 

indicates that an ordinance is necessary.  I will submit an open public records request to 

find out if my local municipality actually passed an ordinance before installing that stop 

sign. 

 Stage 2 – Just got the response from my municipality – they never passed an ordinance.  

I win!  And there was much rejoicing … 

 
 Stage 3 – Wait, the court won’t accept my open public records request because it wasn’t 

certified?  It’s hearsay?  Now I have to either resubmit my request or actually subpoena 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=33&sctn=23&subsctn=0
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/kno_2009r1r2.htm
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.009.000..HTM
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the open records officer and question her in court.  That sucks, but this is what Rule 902. 

Evidence that is Self-Authenticating makes very clear. 

 Stage 4 – Premature declaration of victory.  It turns out that I also need to show that the 

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation didn’t install that stop sign.  Title 75 Section 

6109(a) says that PennDOT can install stop signs anywhere it sees fit and there is no 

need for an ordinance.  This means I need to send another open public records request, 

this time to PennDOT.  I will make sure that I ask for certified copies this time. 

 Stage 5 – Just got my response from PennDOT – they did not install that stop sign.  Now, 

I win!  And there was some serious new rejoicing … 

 
 Stage 6 – But maybe it isn’t as simple as that.  What if the judge doesn’t buy my 

argument that an ordinance was required?  I need to find other defenses just in case.  

Title 75, Section 3111(b) talks about the need for a stop sign to be in proper position.  I 

need to research this a bit more. 

 Stage 7 – What does proper position actual mean?  Wait, here it is, Title 67, Chapter 212 

details the requirements for proper position.   It turns out Chapter 212 was issued under 

Title 75. 

 Stage 8 – Excellent, now I have information on proper authorization and proper 

position.  But is there more that I can find wrong with a stop sign besides its 

authorization and position?  Yes, I think so.  The Federal MUTCD has requirements for 

proper size and placement.  I need to look into this. 

 Stage 9 – But does the information in the Federal MUTCD really matter?  In other words, 

if I come up with a whole bunch of things wrong with the stop sign according to the 

MUTCD, will the judge even care?  Yes, according to Title 75, Section 3111(d) it matters.  

A stop sign has to comply with Title 75 in order to be enforceable, and the MUTCD is a 

part of this Title because it was adopted by Pennsylvania “in its entirety.” 

 Stage 10 – How do I know that I am reading these statutes correctly?  I am not a lawyer, 

after all.  I better find out how judges have ruled on these issues.  The Unified Judicial 

System of Pennsylvania has every case from Pennsylvania listed out for my perusal.  

Very nice. 

 Stage 11 – Are you kidding me?  Looking through this database is going to take me 

years.  There has to be a better way to find relevant cases.  I can’t afford to pay for a 

legal research service like LexisNexis, but thank heavens for Google.  I can search for 

Pennsylvania Case Law Related to Traffic Control Devices Courtesy of Google Scholar. 

https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/225/chapter9/s902.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/225/chapter9/s902.html
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.009.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.009.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/chap212toc.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/chap212toc.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/chap212toc.html
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/html_index.htm
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/html_index.htm
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/html_index.htm
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/html_index.htm
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.2.html
http://www.pacourts.us/courts/supreme-court/court-opinions/
http://www.pacourts.us/courts/supreme-court/court-opinions/
https://www.lexisnexis.com/en-us/gateway.page
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=4,39


Alt + Left Arrow: Back to a previous place - Alt + Right Arrow: Return to where you just were in document.              Return to TOC 
 

34 
 

 Stage 12 – This is overwhelming.  I have all of these statues and all of these court cases, 

but how do I make sense of them and present a cogent argument in court?  How are 

they related together?  Hmmm, here is a case called Commonwealth v. Masters which 

discusses the idea that all sections within a Title must be “construed consistently” if they 

all deal with the same topic.  Let’s see, 3323, 6109 and 3111 all deal with traffic-control 

devices.  Now I have my organizing principle.  It all comes down to Section 3111 and 

Commonwealth v. Masters. 

After I discovered a way to fight my son’s ticket, I didn’t stop there.  I wanted to see if I could 

find a way to fight all stop sign tickets in Pennsylvania.  So, I continued to drill down into this 

topic for three long months to make sure that I had found every possible way to defend 

against every possible stop sign ticket. 

 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=6841622228326903250&q=commonwealth+v+masters+consistent&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=6841622228326903250&q=commonwealth+v+masters+consistent&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
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PART TWO 

Challenging a stop sign ticket in Pennsylvania. 

 
Pennsylvania Coat of Arms 

 

 

 

 
 

https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/thumb/b/be/Coat_of_arms_of_Pennsylvania.svg/1200px-Coat_of_arms_of_Pennsylvania.svg.png
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Section One 

You just got a ticket?  Do you have a case? 

The Dreaded Red and Blue Lights Flashing Behind You. 

 
So, a police officer just pulled you over for allegedly failing to come to a complete stop at a 

posted stop sign and you are pissed off.  Welcome to the “club.” 

Is it worth fighting?  Do you have any basis on which you can challenge it?  Deep down, you 

know that you really want to fight this unfair stop sign ticket, but do you actually have a case?   

My stop sign ticket Checklist, the result of over three months of intense research into the issue, 

will help you make that determination.  Can I guarantee that you will win your case?  Absolutely 

not. 

But if you are like me, you want to have a fighting chance, and that is what this Checklist 

provides for you.  It organizes all of the possible defenses for stop sign tickets in one place. 

This Checklist is what I searched for in vain when I first started looking into this issue.  I really 

wanted to help my son out, but didn’t really find much guidance on the internet. 

At the beginning of this document I included one of my favorite quotes by Benjamin Disraeli: 

“If I want to read a good book, I write one.” 

Well, that is what I basically had to do.  I had to write a “book” about how to fight a stop sign 

ticket because there were none available. 

 

The Easy Road vs. the Hard Road 

 
As I discuss in the Appendix to this document (where I detail my son’s case), if you can prove 

through open public records requests that the stop sign was not authorized, you should be 
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pretty much good to go.  If a stop sign is not properly authorized (Title 75 Section 6109), then 

Title 75 Section 3111 says it can’t be enforced (more on this later). 

 

Unfortunately, if your stop sign was properly authorized by the municipality that issued you the 

ticket, your case may not be that simple.  You may actually need to rely on a combination of the 

other items on the Checklist.  This will take quite a bit of work on your part, but once you have 

a list of possible things that are wrong with your particular stop sign, you can then start 

preparing your case. 

This preparation will most likely involve additional open records requests, pictures, 

measurements (distances, sizes), etc.  It will also require a certain understanding of all of the 

laws out there that govern stop signs and the court cases which support them. 

But don’t worry about the details just yet.  For now, you only need to take a look at the 

Checklist and try to determine if you have a case worth pursuing. 

The details (applicable laws, strategies, etc.) will be important later on – and I will provide all of 

this when you are ready to go there. 

 

How Easy Will it be to Win? 
If your stop sign was authorized by the municipality, and there is an ordinance, you will have 

more work to do because now you have to prove that the sign is not: 

- Properly Placed, or, 

- A Proper Device 

In addition, most likely, you will need to find more than one thing wrong with the stop sign to 

prevail in court.   

Why do I say this?  

If you look at the specific law about placement of traffic-control devices like stop signs - Title 75 

Section 3111(c) - you find the following language: 

“Whenever official traffic-control devices are placed or held in position approximately 

conforming to the requirements of this title, the devices shall be presumed to have been so 

placed by the official act or direction of lawful authority, unless the contrary shall be established 

by competent evidence.” 

 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
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In case it has been a while since you took high school math, that is the approximate symbol.  

The way I read this, a judge might say that finding only one thing wrong with your stop sign 

would still makes it enforceable because it is: 

“approximately conforming to the requirements of this title…” 

The Federal MUTCD, Section 1A.07 says something similar: 

“… traffic control devices on all streets, highways, bikeways, and private roads open to public 

travel in each State shall be in substantial conformance with standards issued or endorsed 

by the Federal Highway Administrator.” 

Notice the words “approximately” and “substantial.” 

I bring this up is because I don’t want you to be blindsided in court.  If you show up with only 

one piece of evidence and think you are home free, the judge may rule against you.  The more 

problems you can find with your stop sign, the better chance you will have of winning. 

 

Final Caveat -  The date of the stop sign installation matters 
Many of the items in the Checklist are taken from PA Chapter 212 and the MUTCD.  These 

documents only regulate stop signs installed after February 4, 2006.  If you find, through an 

open public records request, that your particular stop sign is older than that, a different set of 

rules apply. 

 
This kind of sucks, but it is important that you are aware of what PA Code 212.4 says: 

“Traffic restrictions, which were posted or erected prior to February 4, 2006, in accordance with 

any regulations in effect at that time, are not subject to this chapter.” 

Of course, you can beat your stop sign ticket based on the laws that would have been in force 

before 2006, but they are not included in this document. 

So here is the deal: 

https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/part1/part1a.htm
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/chap212toc.html
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/html_index.htm
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.4.html
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When you go through the Checklist, any item you see that refers to PA Code 212 or the MUTCD  

only works for stop signs installed after February 4, 2006.  Anything that refers to PA Title 75, 

however, is useful for all stop signs no matter what date they were installed, because Title 75 

goes back a long way.   

How long?   

I had difficulty figuring this out, because if you follow my link to PA Title 75, it says it has been in 

effect since July 1, 1977.  But Title 75 has been around much longer than that, because here is a 

Pennsylvania Supreme Court decision from 1955 which refers to Title 75: Commonwealth v. 

Emerick, 373 Pa. 388 - Pa: Supreme Court 1953. 

Also, if you search on the Pennsylvania General Assembly website, you will find older vehicle 

codes which have been repealed and replaced over time, leading up to the current Title 75 law: 

- Act No. 32 of 1959 (The Vehicle Code Repealed) 

- Act No. 403 of 1929 (The Vehicle Code Repealed) 

- Act No. 311 of 1915 (Motor Vehicles, Regulation and Licensing) 

As far as fighting a stop sign is concerned, just realize that this “history lesson” about Title 75 is 

not extremely important – I include it for the sake of comprehensiveness.  The most important 

think to keep in mind is that most of the information here applies to stop signs installed after 

3/4/06.  Having said this, there are still many items that apply to all signs no matter what date.   

https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/chap212toc.html
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/html_index.htm
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/75.HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/75.HTM
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=9982258010048792451&q=%22stop+sign%22&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=9982258010048792451&q=%22stop+sign%22&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/CH/PUBLIC/ucons_pivot_pge.cfm?session=1959&session_ind=0&act_nbr=0032.&pl_nbr=0058
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/CH/PUBLIC/ucons_pivot_pge.cfm?session=1929&session_ind=0&act_nbr=0403.&pl_nbr=0905
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/CH/PUBLIC/ucons_pivot_pge.cfm?session=1915&session_ind=0&act_nbr=0311.&pl_nbr=0685
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Section Two 

Before You Read the Checklist. 

The Checklist is Based on Actual Statute 
The Checklist is in the form of a series of questions.   

Why do I structure it in this way?   

Because you need to ask yourself if these items apply in your case.  That is the only way you will 

be able to figure out if your ticket is worth fighting. 

As you read through this Checklist, start thinking about whether anything I have included is 

applicable to your particular case.  You may not be sure, at first, if something is important or 

not.  Follow-up open records requests, pictures and measurements, however, will confirm 

whether you will be able to use these ideas when you go to court. 

After each question, I include a reference to a specific law, because I want you to realize that I 

am not making these questions up. 

Every item on the Checklist has a basis in law. 

 

I make sure to bold and underline the words “shall” and “must” when they are used in the 

Checklist.  I do this because it means that the law is adamant on the issue and the judge is 

required to uphold it.   

Finally, you will notice that I refer both to Pennsylvania law and the Federal Manual on Uniform 

Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD).  As PA Chapter 212.2(a) Adoption of Federal Standards makes 

clear, as of 2/6/06 Pennsylvania has adopted the MUTCD “in its totality.”  This means that 

courts must abide by all of the requirements in the MUTCD as well as standard PA law. 

The MUTCD matters! 

https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/pdfs/2009r1r2/pdf_index.htm
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/pdfs/2009r1r2/pdf_index.htm
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.2.html
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Certified Documents are Necessary 
In the sections where I talk about submitting an open public records request, make sure that 

you ask for a certified copy of the record, because then it will be admissible in court as a piece 

of self-authenticating evidence (see below). 

 

If you don’t have a certified copy, you will need to actually subpoena the open public records 

officer so that he can attest in court that a record is or is not legitimate.  I didn’t realize this 

until after I first started submitting these requests, so I had to appeal in order to get a certified 

statement. 

Certifying Records Under the RTKL is a pdf that discusses this issue.  If you follow that link, go 

down to the 3rd item down (Prepare and Submit the Request) and click on either the PDF or 

Word link.  This will take you to the request form, which has another link at the bottom which 

you can click on to find out about certification.  Check this out for an example of what a 

certified record must contain.  The most important part is the bottom, where both the open 

public records officer and another officer have to sign off and provide a raised seal: 

 

A record that is signed and sealed as above is called “self-authenticating.”  You can find other 

examples this type of evidence in the Pennsylvania Rules of Evidence 902.  If your evidence is 

not self-authenticating, then you need to prove that is legitimate in some other way.  For 

https://www.openrecords.pa.gov/RTKL/HowToFile.cfm
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/225/chapter9/s902.html
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example, if all that you have is the signature of the open public records officer, you would have 

to call that person as a witness so that he could authenticate the document. 

I almost had to do this in my son’s case, but then the open public records officer agreed to 

write a certified letter. 

 

Color Code to Help You Follow the Strategy 

 
I decided to use a color code to make the reading of this document easier: 

Red is used for subheadings within each section. 

Example: Color Code to Help You Follow the Strategy. 

 

Blue is used for links either to the internet or within this document. 

Example: Stop-Sign-Ticket.com or Picture of My Son’s Citation. 

 

Green is used for direct quotes from either Pennsylvania or Federal statutes. 

Example: “(b) Action by local authorities. – Action taken by local authorities under this section 

shall be:  

(1)  by ordinance of the local governing body; or 
(2)  by a commission or public official authorized to act on specified matters.” 

 

Brown is used for direct quotes from Pennsylvania case law. 

Example: “First, it is clear that if local officials exercise any of the specific powers enumerated in 

section 6109(a), they must pass an ordinance. Section 6109(b) is not ambiguous in 

this regard.” Commonwealth v. Leta. 

  

http://www.stop-sign-ticket.com/
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Section Three 

The Checklist – Every possible way to fight your ticket. 

 

NOTE: Many of these Checklist items are specifically supported by a decision in a Pennsylvania 

court case.  When this is the situation, I provide a link to that court decision, just in case you 

want to jump down to that section to verify my interpretations. 

 

Checklist Category #1 - Was the Stop Sign Properly Authorized?   

A) Was an ordinance passed by the local municipality before it installed that stop 

sign?   

 

I said ordinance, NOT ordnance. 
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- PA Title 75 6109(a) states: “The provisions of this title shall not be deemed to 

prevent … local authorities on streets or highways within their physical boundaries 

from … (2) Regulating traffic by means of police officers or official traffic-control 

devices.” 

- PA Title 75 6109(b) states: “Action taken by local authorities … shall be by 

ordinance of the local governing body…” 

- Federal MUTCD Section 1A.08 Authority for Placement of Traffic Control Devices 

states: “Traffic control devices … shall be placed only as authorized by a public 

body.” 

Discussion: Local authorities are allowed to regulate traffic on their local streets as indicated in 

6109(a), but they have to pass an ordinance as per 6109(b).  Submit an open public 

records request to the municipality that has jurisdiction over your stop sign to find 

out if/when it was installed by the municipality.  If you don’t know specifically who 

to send it to, go to the Pennsylvania Office of Open Records to find this out.  You 

can see what I wrote to my local Borough here.  Your local authority might also 

have these ordinances online.  Here is an example of a borough that has every 

single approved stop sign location listed in its code: Township of Upper Macungie, 

PA.  As mentioned earlier, make sure to ask for certified copies. 

See the court decisions supporting my interpretation for ordinances. 

 

B) Was the stop sign installed by the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation 

(PennDOT) rather than the municipality? 

 

- PA Title 75 6109(a) states: “The provisions of this title shall not be deemed to 
prevent the department on State-designated highways … from the reasonable 
exercise of their police powers … (6) … designating any intersection or junction of 
roadways as a stop or yield intersection or junction.” 
 

Discussion: PennDOT doesn’t need to pass an ordinance to install a stop sign.  If your open 
public records request comes back indicating that the stop sign was not installed by 
the municipality, you then need to send an open public records request to the 
Pennsylvania Department of Transportation to find out if this department was 
involved.  Don’t forget to ask for certified copies. 

 
See the court decisions supporting my interpretation that PennDOT doesn’t need an 

ordinance. 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part1/part1a.htm
https://www.openrecords.pa.gov/RTKL/AOROSearch.cfm
https://www.ecode360.com/14510839
https://www.ecode360.com/14510839
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.penndot.gov/ContactUs/Pages/Right-to-Know.aspx
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C) Is the stop sign in question on a state highway within the local municipality? 

 
- PA Chapter 212.5(b)(iii) says: “Traffic-control devices on State-designated 

highways … Local authorities … shall obtain written Department approval before 
installing any new … traffic-control device…” 

- PA Title 75 6122(a)(1) says: “Local authorities shall obtain approval of the 
department prior to erecting an official traffic-control device on a State-
designated highway except where department regulations provide otherwise.” 
 

Discussion: Because local authorities need approval for installing stop signs on state highways 
within their boundaries, part of your open public records request should be to ask 
for any correspondence between your municipality and PennDOT related to your 
stop sign.  If the municipality installed the sign without approval, it is an illegal stop 
sign. 

 
See the court decisions supporting my interpretation of the requirement for state approval. 

 

D) Is the stop sign on a local road that intersects with a state road?   

- PA 212.5(d)(1) says that: “The Department is responsible for approving the traffic 

control at intersections of local highways and State-designated highways, 

including the local highway approaches.”  

Discussion: An open public records request to both the local municipality and PennDOT would 

reveal who installed the stop sign. 

See the court decisions supporting my interpretation for the requirement for state approval. 
 

E) Is the stop sign at an intersection with an expressway or freeway?  

- PA 212.5(b)2 says: “Local authorities may not install … traffic-control devices on 

an expressway or freeway or at an intersection with an expressway or freeway 

without written Department approval …” 

https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/chap212toc.html#212.5.
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.022.000..HTM
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.5.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.5.html
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Discussion: An open public records request to both the local municipality and PennDOT would 

reveal who installed the stop sign.  Again, if the local authority installed it, there 

must be some correspondence between PennDOT and the local municipality to find 

out if approval was given. 

See the court decisions supporting my interpretation that local authorities need approval. 

 

F) Is the stop sign in a parking lot or private business area?   

 

- PA 75 6125(a) says: “No person shall place, maintain or display upon or in view of 

any highway any unauthorized sign…” 

- PA 75 6109(b) says it “shall be by ordinance of the local governing body…”   

Discussion: This is an important question to answer, because I have seen online questions 

about whether the police can enforce stop signs in parking lots.  Businesses/private 

citizens are not allowed to place stop signs, and municipalities must do it by 

ordinance.  So, if the stop sign was authorized by a local ordinance, then it can be 

enforced.  If there was no local ordinance but PennDOT installed the sign, then it 

also can be enforced.  An open public records request to both the local municipality 

and PennDOT would reveal who installed the stop sign.  The bottom line is that you 

can’t just install a stop sign anywhere you want.  There are laws governing 

installation. 

 

G) Was a traffic and engineering study performed before installing the stop sign?   

 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.025.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
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Discussion: If the stop sign was installed before 2/4/06, an engineering study was required: 

- 67 PA Code 211.5 says that “the decision to use a particular device at a particular 

location shall be made on the basis of an engineering and traffic study …”  This 

law is no longer in effect, but I found it quoted in a PA Supreme Court Case Starr 

v. Veneziano (2000).  My reading of this case is that stop signs installed prior to 

2/4/06 must have an engineering study – the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania says 

it. 

Discussion: However, if the stop sign was installed after 2/4/06, then an engineering study was, 

most likely, not a requirement.  However, see Question H below which indicates 

that an engineering study is still required for multi-way stop signs. 

- PA 75 6109(e) says: “Action by local authorities under this section shall be taken 

only after completing an engineering and traffic investigation when and in such 

manner as required by regulations promulgated by the department.”  

 

Discussion: You won’t know ahead of time when your stop sign was installed, so in addition to 

asking whether there was an ordinance passed, your open public records request 

should ask for documents about an engineering study.  This would cover all bases.  

You will know if/when the local municipality actually passed an ordinance to install 

that stop sign, and you will also obtain information about the potential engineering 

study.   

 

H) Is the stop sign multi-way? 

 

- Pennsylvania Department of Transportation LTAP Technical Information 

Sheet #140 Summer/2014 says: “The decision to install multiway stop 

control must be based on an engineering and traffic study.” 

https://caselaw.findlaw.com/pa-supreme-court/1058748.html
https://caselaw.findlaw.com/pa-supreme-court/1058748.html
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61
http://www.dot7.state.pa.us/BPR_pdf_files/Documents/LTAP/TechSheets/TS_140.pdf
http://www.dot7.state.pa.us/BPR_pdf_files/Documents/LTAP/TechSheets/TS_140.pdf
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Discussion: Even though the PennDOT LTAP says that an engineering and traffic study is needed 

for a multi-way intersection, I could not find anything in the MUTCD or in Chapter 

212 that requires it.  My conclusion is that this must be a PennDOT requirement.  If 

so, there is a Supreme Court case that says that PennDOT requirements have the 

force of law.  This means that a multi-way stop sign requires an engineering study. 

Discussion: If you are going to use lack of an engineering study as part of your defense, make 

sure that you submit an open public records request to PennDOT specifically asking 

for a certified copy of LTP #140.  This way, even if you can’t cite any law to support 

the need for an engineering study, at least you have a piece of self-authenticating 

evidence that PennDOT says it is required. 

Discussion: You also have another possible way to challenge a stop sign, even if the 

municipality performed an engineering study, because it is possible that the study 

was not done properly.  If you have the time and desire to look into this, you can 

find all of the details of what is required for these studies.  Start with LTAP 

Technical Information Sheet #140 for ideas about what the municipality may have 

done improperly in its engineering study.  After that, refer to the actual statutes if 

you choose to go to court and wish to challenge the multi-way stop sign.  

 

Checklist Category #2 - Was the Stop Sign Properly Placed/Positioned? 
Most of these questions relate to specifications in the Federal MUTCD.  They all support the 

need for proper placement and they are not optional on the part of a municipality or state.   

 

Federal MUTCD 1A.10 says: “Design, application, and placement of traffic control devices other 

than those adopted in this Manual shall be prohibited unless the provisions of this Section are 

followed.”   

 

This means that there are strict rules about how to place a stop sign.  Placement in a way not 

specified in the MUTCD “shall be prohibited.”  Some variations are allowed, but only with 

formal approval of the Federal Highway Administration.   

 

I could not find specific court cases for any of the checklist items in Category #2, however, there 

is one case that refers to the MUTCD in a general way.  If you want to check this out now, go to 

this link.  Otherwise, continue to focus on the Checklist which continues on the next page. 

 

  

https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/225/chapter9/s902.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/225/chapter9/s902.html
http://www.dot7.state.pa.us/BPR_pdf_files/Documents/LTAP/TechSheets/TS_140.pdf
http://www.dot7.state.pa.us/BPR_pdf_files/Documents/LTAP/TechSheets/TS_140.pdf
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/html_index.htm
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/part1/part1a.htm
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A) Is the stop sign installed on the right-hand side of the road? 

                              
         Allowed                                 Not Allowed 

 

- Federal MUTCD 2B.10 says that: “The STOP or YIELD sign shall be installed on the 

near side of the intersection on the right-hand side of the approach to which it 

applies.” 

Discussion: No comment necessary – this is as clear as day. 

 

B) Is the stop sign located “as close as practical to the intersection?” 

- Federal MUTCD 2B.10 says that: “The STOP or YIELD sign shall be located as close 

as practical to the intersection it regulates …”   

Discussion: Trying to prove that a stop sign is not “as close as practical to the intersection” is a 

tough one, because who decides what is “practical?”  Two feet from the road, five 

feet, ten feet?  I guess you could take pictures of several other stop signs in the 

same municipality to show that yours is further away than they are.  This would 

imply that yours wasn’t as close as practical.  But the only way that this would 

become a strong piece of evidence in your defense, is if all of the other stop signs in 

the municipality were way closer to the intersection, and yours was much further 

away.   

Discussion: Perhaps, if you can show through pictures and measurements that all of the other 

stop signs in your town are a uniform distance from the intersection (say five feet), 

but the one you allegedly didn’t stop at is the outlier (say ten feet), you could argue 

that it is not as close as practical.  I actually did use this checklist question, because 

my son’s stop sign was moved closer to the intersection after the alleged offense.  

You can check out the pictures in the Appendix, Section One which show this. 

 
 

https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B10
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B10
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C) Does the placement of the stop sign optimize “its visibility to the road user?” 

 

- Federal MUTCD 2B.10 says that: “The STOP or YIELD sign shall be located as close 

as practical to the intersection it regulates, while optimizing its visibility to the 

road user …”   

Discussion: This is another tough one because it is also subjective.  What exactly is optimum 

“visibility?”  Perhaps there is some obstruction of the stop sign by trees, utility 

poles, a curve in the road, other traffic control signs or such?  The picture shown 

above is a clear example concerning visibility, but you won’t necessarily face a 

situation like that.  This question goes hand-in-hand with the next one, so you may 

be able to combine the two.   It is also related to the issue of retroreflective 

sheeting discussed in the next Checklist category.  A sign with no retroreflective 

sheeting is not very visible at night. 

 

D) Was a “Stop Ahead” sign installed if the visibility of the stop sign was restricted? 

 

- Federal MUTCD 2B.10 says that: “When … the sign visibility is restricted, a Stop 
Ahead sign shall be installed in advance of the STOP sign… “ 

https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B10
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B10
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Discussion: Besides the examples of restricted visibility mentioned in Question C, fog could also 
be considered an issue.   I found a case (Wright v. Com. & DOT) where a stop ahead 
sign is appropriate if the area of the sign is susceptible to fog: “… a ‘stop ahead’ sign 
should have been erected accompanied with a double-arrow warning sign because 
of the location of the stop sign near the trees and the occurrence of fog at the 
intersection …” 

 

E) Was the height of the stop sign correct for a rural area? 

 

- Federal MUTCD 2A.18 says that “the minimum height … of signs installed at the 

side of the road in rural areas shall be 5 feet” 

Discussion: You can actually refer to the MUTCD to verify this, but the diagram (pictured above) 

clearly indicates how to measure this required height. 

 

F) Was the height of the stop sign correct for business, commercial or residential 

areas?  

 

- Federal MUTCD 2A.18 says that “the minimum height … of signs installed at the 

side of the road in business, commercial or residential areas … shall be 7 feet” 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=3892714972224876757&q=%22stop+ahead%22&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2a.htm#section2A18
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/fig2a_02_longdesc.htm
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2a.htm#section2A18
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Discussion: You can actually refer to the MUTCD to verify this, but the diagram (pictured above) 

clearly indicates how to measure this required height. 

G) Was the height of the stop sign correct for a sidewalk area?  MUTCD 2A.18 says  

- Federal MUTCD 2A.18 says that “the minimum height … of signs installed above 

sidewalks shall be 7 feet” 

Discussion: Read the entire section of the MUTCD about this because it discusses how to 

measure this out properly. 

 

H) Was the sign pole installed properly, either behind a barrier or with a breakaway 

design? 

- PA 212.105 says: “Unless physically protected by guide rail or a barrier, or 

installed beyond the clear zone … all sign posts must be of a Department-

approved breakaway design.” 

 

Discussion: A discussion about the clear zone can be found in PA Publication 13M.  Table 12.1 in 

that document shows the width of the clear zone depending on the posted speed 

limit.  This will give you an approximate idea whether your stop sign was in the 

clear zone.  It gets pretty technical, but just realize that most stop signs are not 

installed beyond the clear zone, especially in towns and cities, and so must have a 

breakaway design.   

 

 
Discussion: The stop sign pictured above is not “protected by guide rail or a barrier, or installed 

beyond the clear zone” and so must have a breakaway design.   

 

Discussion: You can find details about the breakaway design in PA Publication 111.  This can get 

complicated also, because there are different types of sign posts, but a breakaway 

design is easy to recognize if you look at the base of the sign post.  The picture on 

the next page is of my son’s stop sign which clearly illustrates a type of breakaway 

https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/fig2a_02_longdesc.htm
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2a.htm#section2A18
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.105.html
https://lhva.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/PennDOT-DM2.pdf
http://www.dot.state.pa.us/public/PubsForms/Publications/PUB%20111M.pdf
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design.  They don’t all look like this, but the picture still gives you some idea of what 

I am talking about.   

 
 

Final Note: PA Chapter 212, Section 212.106 discusses other locations for stop signs that are 

not at intersections, so this may be applicable in your case.  Examples include: one-

lane bridges, underpasses, crossings, private roads and driveways, truck pull-offs 

and temporary locations.  I don’t discuss them in any detail here because I consider 

them to be rare situations. 

 

 

Checklist Category #3 - Is the Stop Sign a Proper Device?   
Preliminary Comments 

All of these questions relate to PA Title 75, Section 3111(d) Presumption of Proper Device: 

 

“Any official traffic-control device placed or held pursuant to the provisions of this title and 

purporting to conform to the lawful requirements pertaining to such devices shall be presumed 

to comply with the requirements of this title, unless the contrary shall be established by 

competent evidence.” 

 

In other words, the more questions you can answer “yes” to in the list below, the greater 

chance you have of claiming that your stop sign was in violation of Section 3111(d), because it 

doesn’t “comply with the requirements of” Title 75. 

 

Actually, if you think about it, every single question in this entire checklist is related to 

compliance with Title 75.  

 

Why do I say this?  

 

https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/chap212toc.html
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
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Because every single problem you find with your stop sign is further proof that it does not 

“comply with the requirements of” Title 75. 

 

Don’t worry about the legal argument related to Title 75, Section 3111 right now.  This will all 

be explained in Part Three, where I go through the legal reasoning behind my Pennsylvania Stop 

Sign Ticket Defense.  The important thing to do now is to focus on the Checklist and find as 

many things wrong with your stop sign as possible. 

 

A) Is the stop sign improperly sized? 

 
- PA 212.103 says: “Signs smaller than the minimum size or larger than the 

largest size specified on the sign standards in the Pennsylvania Handbook of 
Approved Signs (Department Publication 236M) are not permitted.” 

- Department Publication 236M says: “The standard size R1-1 stop sign shall be 
30” x 30” for single lane conventional highways and 36”x36” for multi lane 
conventional highways.  The 24”x24” size shall only be used for alleys …” 

 
Discussion: As you can read, proper size depends on where the stop sign is installed.  Most local 

signs have to be 30” x 30” because they are considered conventional highways. 
 

B) Is there anything mounted on the front or back of the stop sign pole besides a 
reflective strip or other official traffic control sign? 
- Federal MUTCD 2B.10 says that: “No items other than retroreflective strips or 

official traffic control signs shall be mounted on the fronts or backs of STOP … 
signs supports.” 

Discussion: Only reflective strips or official traffic-control signs are allowed on stop sign poles.  
Street signs are not allowed because they are not traffic-control signs.  The Except 
Right Turn sign is allowed (see PA 212.107).   

                                      
        Yes                              Yes                                       No   

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.103.html
https://www.dot.state.pa.us/public/pubsforms/Publications/PUB%20236M/Sign%20Index%20for%20Change%201%20%2011-13%20(nomenclature).pdf
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B10
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.107.html
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C) Were there secondary legends, advertising or street signs on either the pole or 

front of the traffic-control device? 

- MUTCD 2B.05 says: “Secondary legends shall not be used on stop sign faces.” 

- MUTCD 1A.01 says: “Traffic control devices or their supports shall not bear 

any advertising message or any other message that is not related to traffic 

control.” 

Discussion: I couldn’t find any pictures to illustrate the 2B.05 MUTCD prohibition, so I guess 

that they don’t occur very often.  I did come across one stop sign with a secondary 

legend to watch out for forklifts, but this was probably not considered an official 

traffic-control device anyway, because it was being used in a private lot for a 

warehouse.  I also couldn’t find any example of advertising, but I did find a great 

example of a violation of MUTCD 1A.01 near where I live – a street sign on a stop 

sign support. 

 

 

D) Did your stop sign indicate other drivers also had to stop? 

- MUTCD 2B.05 says: “The ALL WAY plaque shall only be used if all intersection 

approaches are controlled by STOP signs.  Supplemental plaques with legends 

such as 2-way, 3-way, 4-way, or other numbers of ways shall not be used with 

stop signs.” 

Discussion: The only allowable sign in PA if more than one approach has to stop is the all way 

sign. 

 
               No      No              Yes 

https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B05
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/part1/part1a.htm
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B05
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/part1/part1a.htm
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B05
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E) Is there more than one stop sign on the same post? 

 
Not Allowed. 

- Federal MUTCD 2B.10 says that: “More than one STOP sign … shall not be 
placed on the same support facing in the same direction.” 
 

F) Does the stop sign have retroreflective sheeting? 

 
No Retroreflective Sheeting on This Sign 

 
- PA 212.104 says: “Retroreflective sheeting … must be used.”  
- Federal MUTCD 2A.07 says: “signs … shall be retroreflective.” 

Discussion: You can see this retroreflective sheeting on the face of the stop sign, especially at 

night.  If the sheeting is present, the stop sign will be bright when headlights shine 

on it.  If there is no sheeting on your stop sign, a picture might prove this to the 

judge.  A better way to prove this would be to file an open public records request to 

the municipality that installed the sign.  You would ask for any invoices related to 

the purchase/installation of the sign.  The invoice should indicate the materials 

used.  This question goes hand in hand with Question G on the next page (and don’t 

forget to ask for certified records).  The stop sign pictured below is my son’s stop 

sign.  It is old and worn but still shows some of its reflectivity (the faded vertical 

lines in the upper right corner). 

 

https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B10
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.104.html
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2a.htm#section2A07


Alt + Left Arrow: Back to a previous place - Alt + Right Arrow: Return to where you just were in document.              Return to TOC 
 

57 
 

G) Does the municipality that installed the stop sign follow proper procedure to 

maintain the retroreflectivity of its signs?  

 
Retroreflectometer 

- Federal MUTCD 2A.08 says “officials having jurisdiction shall … maintain sign 

retroreflectivity.” 

Discussion: I filed an open public records request on this issue and found out that my 

municipality had no plans about maintaining the retroreflectivity of its signs.  

MUTCD 2A.08 lists all of the possible ways that this could be done.  If your 

municipality also doesn’t have a plan, this could be used as evidence to show that 

you stop sign doesn’t comply with the law.  Here is how my municipality responded 

when I asked about this: 

 

Discussion: If you can combine this type of information along with proof that the stop sign was 

installed many years previously and hasn’t been maintained properly, this would 

lend credence to the possibility that the stop sign is not a proper device, because it 

doesn’t have the required reflective sheeting. 

 

H) Is there street lighting around the stop sign but no retroreflectivity? 

 
Not Allowed for Illumination of Stop Signs 

https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2a.htm#section2A08
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2a.htm#section2A08
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- Federal MUTCD 2B.10 says: “requirements for sign illumination shall not be 

considered to be satisfied by street or highway lighting” 

Discussion: This is as clear as day.  Retroreflective sheeting is required.  No amount of other 

illumination is acceptable as a substitute. 

 

I) Was the sign of legitimate manufacture? 

 
Wooden Stop Sign – Not Approved by PennDOT 

 

- PA 212.102 says: “Only signs manufactured by the Dept [or approved 

manufacturer] … shall be used on any highway” 

Discussion: Most likely your sign is from PennDOT or a legitimate manufacturer, but it can’t 

hurt to file an open public records request for invoices/purchase orders related to 

the installation of the stop sign.  These may indicate what materials were used, and 

then you can check to see if the sign was properly purchased.  If the manufacturer 

of the sign is given on the invoice, you can check to see if it is an authorized source 

by going to this web site. 

J) Were there any extraneous stickers placed by the municipality on the front of the 
stop sign? 
- Federal MUTCD 2B.10 indicates that no: “… items other than inventory stickers, 

sign installation dates, and bar codes shall be affixed to the fronts of STOP … 
signs, and the placement of these items shall be in the border of the sign.” 

 
K) Are there any extraneous items on the back of the stop sign? 

- Federal MUTCD 2B.10 says that no “… items other than official traffic control 
signs, inventory stickers, sign installation dates, anti-vandalism stickers, and bar 
codes shall be mounted on the backs of STOP … signs.” 

 

 
Checklist Category #4 - Are Stop Line Markings Proper? 
This small category contains two “long-shot” possibilities.  I only include it in order to be as 
comprehensive as possible.  Hey, you never know.  You will, of course, need pictures to prove 
this. 

https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B10
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.102.html
https://www.ecamms.pa.gov/Public/Pages/Bulletins/BulletinSearch.aspx?BulletinTypeKey=2
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B10
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part2/part2b.htm#section2B10
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A) Is the stop line a solid white line extending across the approach lane to the stop 
sign? 

- MUTCD 3B.16 says: “Stop lines shall consist of solid white lines extending 
across approach lanes to indicate the point at which the stop is intended or 
required to be made.” 

 

 
This is OK. 

 

 
 This yellow line is not. 

 

 
My son’s stop line – faded but certainly visible 

 
B) Was the word STOP written across the road without a white stop line? 

- MUTCD 3B.20 says: “Except at the ends of aisles in parking lots, the word 
STOP shall not be used on the pavement unless accompanied by a stop line 
and STOP sign.” 
 

https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part3/part3b.htm#section3B16
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part3/part3b.htm#section3B20
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Discussion: Besides the fact that a stop sign cannot be installed on the left side of an 

intersection, this picture illustrates another issue - the lack of a proper white stop 

line.  The MUTCD says that you can’t just have the word stop written, it must also 

have a stop sign and a white stop line. 

 
Checklist Category #5 – Does your police department have the authority to 
enforce stop signs? 
As in Checklist Category #4, some of the following questions may be considered “long-shot” 
attempts to find defenses to your stop sign ticket.  I still think that they have some value and 
are worth including, because my son actually used one of them in his defense.  At the very 
least, they are worth looking into.  Open records requests will be needed for these, and you will 
need certified copies. 
 

A) Did your borough council properly establish your police department by ordinance? 

- Title 8, § 1121 (Council's powers concerning police) indicates that: 
“(a)  Establishment of police department.--Council may, by ordinance, 
establish a police department.” 
 

 
Discussion:  The wording of this section is confusing, because I don’t know how to interpret it.  

Does it mean that a Borough Council may establish a police department, but it has 
to be by ordinance?  Or, does it mean that a Borough Council may use an 
ordinance to establish a police department but they really don’t have to?  I would 
lean towards the first possibility, but I really can’t figure this one out. 

 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=08&div=0&chpt=11&sctn=21&subsctn=0
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B) If no ordinance was passed, did your borough council properly establish your police 
department by action of council? 

- Title 8, § 1121 (Council's powers concerning police) indicates that: 
“(c)  Ratification.--In any case in which a borough has previously 
appointed police officers or established a police department by action of 
council but not under an ordinance regularly enacted, the action shall be 
deemed to have been a valid exercise of the legislative power of the 
borough, and all police officers appointed shall occupy the same status and 
shall have the same rights and privileges as in the case of police officers 
appointed under authority of an ordinance.” 

 

Discussion: Again, I am a bit confused by this.  Common sense would indicate that a police 
department can’t just be set up at whim.  Therefore, you would think that it has to 
be established either by ordinance or some other action of council for it to be 
legitimate.  In either case, an open public records request will establish this.  When 
I asked my municipality about this, I was told that there was no ordinance or action 
of council.  Because I have numerous other ways to fight my son’s stop sign ticket, I 
don’t plan on using this information.  But if I got a ticket and had nothing else but 
this item to contest it, I would give it the old “college try.”  Worst case situation, 
you lose.  After doing all of this research on stop signs, I will use every possible 
technicality I find to fight every stop sign I ever receive from now on. 

 
C) Was the police officer who issued the ticket properly trained and certified to enforce 

traffic violations? 

 
- Title 53, § 2167 (Police training) indicates that: “(a)  General rule.--All 

municipalities of this Commonwealth or groups of municipalities acting in 
concert and all colleges and universities shall be required to train all 
members of their police departments pursuant to this subchapter prior to 
their enforcing criminal laws, enforcing moving traffic violations under 
Title 75 (relating to vehicles) or being authorized to carry a firearm.” 

Discussion: If the officer was properly trained, then Title 53, § 2162 (Definitions) indicates that 
so-trained police officers will be assigned a certification number: "Certification.  The 
assignment of a certification number to a police officer after successful 
completion of a mandatory basic training course or receipt of a waiver of basic 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=08&div=0&chpt=11&sctn=21&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=53&div=0&chpt=21&sctn=67&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=53&div=0&chpt=21&sctn=62&subsctn=0
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training from the commission and successful completion of mandatory in-service 
training. Certification is for a period of two years.” 

Updated Discussion:  My research never ends.  After I decide to include this question, I found a 
court case which indicates that a police officer who is not certified is still 
able to perform her duties, so this question doesn’t appear to be helpful 
after all.  Com. v. Finley, 860 A. 2d 132 - Pa: Superior Court 2004 says the 
following: 

“Although training is required prior to law enforcement under Section 
2167(a), certification is not required. Therefore, Officer Musial's lack of 
formal certification did not affect his law enforcement authority.” 

Final Note: After I discovered this court case, I could have just eliminated this police training 
question from my Checklist.  I specifically chose not to do so, however, because I 
wanted to make readers aware of the lengths I have gone to find every possible 
way to fight a ticket.  I didn’t just compose a checklist and then rest on my laurels 
(as the saying goes).  I kept probing and searching to make absolutely sure that the 
information I intended to provide was legitimate and trustworthy. 

D) Did the borough in which the stop sign was located authorize its police force to 
regulate traffic? 
This is the most powerful way to contest a ticket in Checklist Category #5, because there 
is strong case law to back it up. 

- Title 75, § 6109 (Specific powers of department and local authorities) 

“(a) Enumeration of police powers.--The provisions of this title shall not be 

deemed to prevent … local authorities on streets or highways within their 

physical boundaries from the reasonable exercise of their police powers. 

The following are presumed to be reasonable exercises of police power:  

(2)  Regulating traffic by means of police officers or official traffic-control 

devices.” 

- Title 75, § 6109 (Specific powers of department and local authorities) 

“(b)  Action by local authorities.--Action taken by local authorities under this 

section shall be: (1)  by ordinance of the local governing body; or(2)  by a 

commission or public official authorized to act on specified matters.” 

Discussion: Title 75, section 6109 is the statute that requires a local authority to pass an 
ordinance to install a stop sign.  Well, it also appears to require that very same local 
authority to pass an ordinance to actually enable the police to enforce traffic within 
the borough.  What makes me so sure about this?  Not only did I find case law to 
support this claim, I also found an example of borough code from Honesdale, PA. 
which specifically authorizes its police to enforce traffic.  Why would this Borough 
include the following chapter in its code if it wasn’t legally necessary? 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=7073798117318042438&q=%22title+53%22+2162&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.ecode360.com/12991723
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 § 195-5 Authority of police officers. 

 

QUOTE: “The police shall have authority to direct traffic on the streets in the Borough, at 
intersections in public and in other places where the Vehicle Code or this chapter 
applies.” 

Discussion: When I submitted an open public records request about this, the open records 
officer said that my municipality doesn’t have an ordinance for this.  When you 
read Hawley Borough Code Section 1121 below, you will notice that the police can 
only enforce borough ordinances.  My Borough has no general traffic enforcement 
authority. 

 

E) Did the police officer who issued the ticket have jurisdictional authority to enforce the 

law at that particular stop sign?  

https://www.ecode360.com/12991736#12991736
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If you grew up in the late 1970’s and early 1980’s, you might remember the TV show 

The Dukes of Hazzard.  I watched this show regularly, and always loved the scenes when 

Bo and Luke drove their car past the county line and the sheriff couldn’t touch them.  

 
In Pennsylvania, it doesn’t quite work this way, but you may be able to use the concept 

of jurisdiction to defend against your ticket. 

 

- Title 42, § 8953.  Statewide municipal police jurisdiction.  “(a)  General rule.--

Any duly employed municipal police officer who is within this Commonwealth, 

but beyond the territorial limits of his primary jurisdiction, shall have the 

power and authority to enforce the laws of this Commonwealth or otherwise 

perform the functions of that office as if enforcing those laws or performing 

those functions within the territorial limits of his primary jurisdiction in the 

following cases …” 

Discussion:  I am not going to get into the details of the statute related to police jurisdiction.  

There is no doubt that it is relevant, but I am going to address it more fully in a 

future document.  The main point here is that there are only a limited number of 

ways that police can act outside of their jurisdictions.  You can read the details of 

Section 8953 to see if it applies in your case. 

Discussion:  There are also a whole host of cases dealing with jurisdiction.  If you are so inclined 

(and have a lot of time on your hands), you can follow this link to peruse the case 

law dealing with this topic.  Or you can wait until I publish my jurisdiction 

document at a later date. 

 

F) Was the police officer given jurisdiction by way of an intergovernmental agreement? 

- Title 8, § 1122.  Police serving under cooperative agreement or contract. 

“(a)  General rule.--If a borough enters into a cooperative agreement or 

contract with any municipal corporation, regional police force or other 

governmental entity … for the furnishing or receiving of police protection as 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Dukes_of_Hazzard
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=42&div=0&chpt=89&sctn=53&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=42&div=0&chpt=89&sctn=53&subsctn=0
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=4%2C39&q=%22police+jurisdiction%22&btnG=
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=08&div=0&chpt=11&sctn=22&subsctn=0
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authorized by section 1202(35) (relating to specific powers), the police force of 

the municipal corporation, regional police force or other governmental entity 

furnishing the police protection shall be appointed and accepted as the police 

force of the borough receiving the police service by resolution of the council.” 

Discussion: Police are not allowed to enforce stop signs beyond their municipalities unless 

there is a governmental agreement authorized by resolution of council.  An open 

public records request could easily verify this agreement. 

See the court cases supporting my interpretation of governmental agreements. 
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Section Four 

Don’t just take my word for it.  There is serious case law to support the 

checklist. 

Judge to Pro Se Peon: “Why should I believe you?” 

 
One thing is for damn sure.  I quote a whole lot of Pennsylvania law in my Checklist.  I 

assembled that list of possible ways to challenge a stop sign ticket by combing through every 

single possible statute related to traffic-control devices.  After reading and re-reading them 

numerous times, I then decided which were legitimate items to consider for fighting traffic 

tickets. 

 

But, as I have indicated several times previously, I am not an attorney.  So why should you trust 

my interpretation of traffic law?  More importantly, you might wonder, what makes me think 

that a judge is going to even bother listening to my “non-attorney” interpretation of the law? 

This question bothered me to no end.  I had no doubt that I could build a strong case to fight a 

stop sign ticket based on statute, but what if after presenting all of the evidence and argument, 

the judge just said that I was mistaken. 

Guilty! Case Closed! 

In an effort to win my son’s case, and also prove that I had, indeed, discovered a way to beat a 

stop sign ticket in Pennsylvania, I then decided to research relevant case law.   

Talk about a “rabbit hole.”   

This turned out to be an even bigger task than finding, reading and interpreting the statutes.  

But it was necessary.  I figured that, even if the judge doubted my interpretation of the law 

because I was not an attorney, he simply could not ignore what other judges had said about 

traffic issues.  Judges don’t want to be embarrassed.  If they find you guilty and then, on appeal, 

another judge overrules them, they kind of look stupid. 
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So, the procedure I am recommending is straightforward.  You will use my Checklist to get ideas 

about how your stop sign is non-compliant.  Then, once you have this list, you will gather 

evidence based on the items you checked off.  After presenting this evidence in court, you will 

then cite the case law contained in this section of the Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense in 

your closing argument to prove why your evidence matters.  If the judge says that he doesn’t 

want you quoting cases, ask if you can at least submit a list to him for his consideration. 

If you are not sure exactly how to prepare your case, I actually wrote a script for my son so he 

would be clear about what was going to happen in the court room.  If you are interested in this 

blow-by-blow account in the Court of Common Pleas, it is called The Script, My Detailed Outline 

for Trial in a Pennsylvania Court. 

FINAL NOTE: I do not have a court case to correspond with each and every item on the 
Checklist.  However, as you will read in Part Three - Putting it all together - the 
legal reasoning behind my Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense, the rest of the 
checklist items rely on PA 75, Section 3111 and the court case Commonwealth v. 
Masters for their significance. 

 

Checklist Category #1 - Ordinance Requirement & Local Authorities 

 
Checklist Item A - Was an ordinance passed by the local municipality before it installed that 

stop sign?   

Discussion: The first item on the Checklist dealt with the need of a local authority to pass an 

ordinance before installing a stop sign. 

http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-script--the-brief.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-script--the-brief.html
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://caselaw.findlaw.com/pa-superior-court/1438092.html
https://caselaw.findlaw.com/pa-superior-court/1438092.html
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- PA Title 75 6109(b) states: “Action taken by local authorities … shall be by 

ordinance of the local governing body…” 

Discussion: There is an abundance of case law supporting my contention that the local 

authority must pass an ordinance in order to install a stop sign.  But before I 

provide the details, you need to be aware of one case, Commonwealth v. Hostetter, 

29 Pa. D. & C. 3d 562 - Pa: Court of Common Pleas 1984, which suggests that, just 

maybe, you don’t need an ordinance.  Fortunately for our sake, this opinion 

concludes in the following way: 

QUOTE: “We are not called upon to determine if ordinances and signs are required …” 

Discussion: In other words, this court passed on the ordinance issue entirely.  That is excellent, 

because the rest of the cases say that an ordinance is absolutely necessary.  You 

will notice that I put these cases in chronological order.  If you actually have to cite 

these in court, the judge will probably appreciate this since it shows the flow of 

judicial reasoning over time.  It also protects against a claim that an earlier decision 

was overruled by a more recent decision.  In regards to thieordinance requirement, 

this didn’t happen.  You can see that each successive decision re-confirms the 

requirement. 

 

ORDINANCE CASE LAW #1 – Commonwealth v. Leta (1984) 

Commonwealth v. Leta, 39 Pa. D. & C. 3d 331 - Pa: Court of Common Pleas 1984 

 
Quote: “First, it is clear that if local officials exercise any of the specific powers enumerated in 

section 6109(a), they must pass an ordinance. Section 6109(b) is not ambiguous in this 

regard.” 

Quote: “It is the imposition of speed restrictions [or stop signs], not the method of their 

enforcement, which must be authorized by ordinance or other act as set forth in 

section 6109(b).” 

Discussion: This particular case is obviously not about stop signs, but if you put the words “or 

stop signs” in brackets like I did in the 2nd quote, you see that Section 6109(a) and 

6109(b) apply to all traffic-control devices.  Section 6109(a) lists the police powers 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=3246184078675942747&q=related:PSXISvIeAxoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&scioq=Commonwealth+v.+Hurrell,+27+Pa.+D.+%26+C.+3d+296+-+Pa:+Court+of+Common+Pleas+1982
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=3246184078675942747&q=related:PSXISvIeAxoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&scioq=Commonwealth+v.+Hurrell,+27+Pa.+D.+%26+C.+3d+296+-+Pa:+Court+of+Common+Pleas+1982
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2215479992221320644&q=%22traffic+control+device%22+ordinance&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.009.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.009.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.009.000..HTM
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of the local authority and the 2nd power on that enumerated list is the ability to 

install stop signs.  Section 6109(b) indicates that a local authority must pass an 

ordinance if it wants to install a stop sign as permitted in 6109(a). 

 

ORDINANCE CASE LAW #2 – Commonwealth v. DePasquale (1984) 

Com. v. DePasquale, 476 A. 2d 419 - Pa: Supreme Court 1984 is the strongest proof that an 

ordinance is required, because it is a decision by the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania. 

 
 

QUOTE: “The provisions of the Vehicle Code, at 75 Pa.C.S. § 6109(a)(14), do not prevent local 

authorities from exercising their police powers by establishing minimum speed limits 

[or stop signs] on streets and highways within their physical boundaries. 584*584 The 

establishment of such minimum speed limits [or stop signs], however, must be by 

ordinance. 75 Pa.C.S. § 6109(b)(1). After such limits have been set by ordinance, there 

is no requirement that an additional ordinance be enacted to authorize the means for 

enforcing established limits.” 

Discussion: Although you have yet another case that is not directly about stop signs, it still 

applies to all of the police powers established in Title 75, 6109(a).  The Supreme 

Court specifically refers to the 14th police power in this section (speed limits), but 

the logic would also apply to the 2nd police power in this section (stop signs).  Just 

as speed limits have to be set by ordinance, so do stop signs.  Once again, I put the 

words “stop signs” in brackets within the quote so you can see its applicability. 

 

ORDINANCE CASE LAW #3 – Commonwealth v. Barud (1994) 

Commonwealth v. Barud, No. CC9402512, Common Pleas Court of Allegheny County 1994  

 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.009.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.009.000..HTM
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2342789910039621861&q=related:PSXISvIeAxoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&scioq=Commonwealth+v.+Hurrell,+27+Pa.+D.+%26+C.+3d+296+-+Pa:+Court+of+Common+Pleas+1982
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2342789910039621861&q=related:PSXISvIeAxoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&scioq=Commonwealth+v.+Hurrell,+27+Pa.+D.+%26+C.+3d+296+-+Pa:+Court+of+Common+Pleas+1982#p584
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2342789910039621861&q=related:PSXISvIeAxoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&scioq=Commonwealth+v.+Hurrell,+27+Pa.+D.+%26+C.+3d+296+-+Pa:+Court+of+Common+Pleas+1982#p584
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.009.000..HTM
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=13708874671977356715&q=commonwealth+v.+barud&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
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QUOTE: “The defendant contends that the stop sign at the intersection of Spring Garden 

Avenue and Mount Troy Road was erected without a duly enacted ordinance in 

violation of the Pennsylvania Motor Vehicle Code. The facts reveal that the two roads 

in question were Allegheny County maintained roads and not the responsibility of 

Reserve Township. There was no evidence presented at the hearing to indicate that 

Allegheny County had not complied with all of the provisions of Pennsylvania Motor 

Vehicle Code in erecting the subject stop sign.  Thus, due to the fact that there is no 

evidence the subject stop sign was illegally and unlawfully erected the summary 

offense is not required to be dismissed.” 

Discussion: Finally, you have a decision that is specifically about stop signs.  The way I read this 

opinion, if a you can show that a stop sign was illegally and unlawfully erected, the 

offense is “required to be dismissed.”  The defendant in this particular case 

screwed up because he didn’t produce evidence that the stop sign was improperly 

erected.  Fortunately, my Checklist lets you find all of the evidence you need to 

show that it was “illegally and unlawfully erected.”  That way, you won’t make the 

same mistake as Mr. Barud. 

 

ORDINANCE CASE LAW #4 -   Commonwealth v. Mescolotto (2014) 

Commonwealth v. MESCOLOTTO, Pa: Superior Court 2014 

I like the fact that this final ordinance case is so recent.  As I indicated earlier, the last thing you 

want a judge to tell you after all the work you put in, is that all the case law you quoted has 

been superseded by more recent decisions. 

 
The only problem (sort of) with this court case is that it is considered “non-precedential.” 

When I was doing my case research, I kept coming across recent cases that included the term 
“Non-Precedential Decision,” which you can see in the illustration above.  At first, this was 
disheartening, because so many of them supported my interpretation of the law surrounding 
stop signs.  But then I found out that “non-precedential” is not as bad as I had first imagined.  
All it means is that you can’t quote them as precedent to support your own case when you go 
to court.  You can, however, cite them for their persuasive value. 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=4185168050666480250&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39


Alt + Left Arrow: Back to a previous place - Alt + Right Arrow: Return to where you just were in document.              Return to TOC 
 

71 
 

 
- 210 PA Code Section 69.414 says “The Commonwealth Court permits 

citation to its unpublished opinions issued after January 15, 2008 “for 
[their] persuasive value, but not as binding precedent.” 

QUOTE: “Mescolotto contends that the Agreement is an intergovernmental cooperation 
agreement as defined in Section 2304 of the General Local Government Code[2] and, as 
such, the Agreement was required to be implemented by ordinance in order to be 
enforceable. See 53 Pa.C.S. § 2305;[3] see also 75 Pa.C.S. § 6109(b) … We agree with 
Mescolotto that intergovernmental cooperation agreements [or stop signs] are 
effected upon each municipality's adoption of an ordinance. See 53 Pa.C.S. §§ 2305, 
2315. Failure to do so renders an intergovernmental agreement [or stop sign] 
void. Commonwealth v. Bable,385 A.2d 530 (Pa. Super. 1978).” 

Discussion: As I have written several times before, Title 75, Section 6109(b) requires a local 
authority to pass an ordinance for stop signs in order for them to be enforceable.  
The same is true if a local authority wants to implement an intergovernmental 
agreement.  This case argues that, if a municipality fails to pass an ordinance to 
support an intergovernmental agreement, it is void.  Applying this logic to stop 
signs, common sense would suggest that failure to pass an ordinance for a stop sign 
makes that sign void or non-enforceable also. 

 

The Pennsylvania Department of Transportation Says an Ordinance is Required 

The Pennsylvania Department of Transportation weighed in on ordinances when it issued a 

Local Technical Assistance Program Information Sheet #137 for the summer of 2014.  

 

 
 

 

https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/210/chapter69/s69.414.html
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=4185168050666480250&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39#[3]
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=4185168050666480250&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39#[4]
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=15721574476659445235&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.009.000..HTM
http://www.dot7.state.pa.us/BPR_pdf_files/Documents/LTAP/TechSheets/TS_137.pdf
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Discussion: This document specifically states that: “A STOP sign needs an ordinance to make it 

‘legal’ and enforceable.”  Does what this department says matter?  According to the 

Pennsylvania Supreme Court in Com. v. DePasquale, 476 A. 2d 419 - Pa: Supreme 

Court 1984, absolutely: 

 

QUOTE: “PennDOT has been charged with administering the Vehicle Code, 75 Pa. C.S. § 6102(a). 

Its construction of the statute, therefore, is entitled to great weight and will not be 

disregarded unless it is clear that its interpretation is incorrect.” 

Discussion: If you assume that PennDOT’s Information Sheets are examples of how this 

Department constructs the statute on stop signs, then the PennDOT LTAP #137 

should be “entitled to great weight.”  Now, if you are going to use this document as 

evidence in court, you need to submit an open public records request to PennDOT 

and ask them for a certified copy of it.  Only a certified copy is will be considered 

evidence that is self-authenticating (Rule 902. Evidence That is Self-Authenticating).  

I actually did this for my son’s case, and PennDOT provided it. 

 

Checklist Category #1 (continued) – PennDOT Doesn’t Need an Ordinance 

 
Checklist Item B - Was the stop sign installed by the Pennsylvania Department of 

Transportation (PennDOT) rather than the municipality? 
- PA Title 75 6109(a) states: “The provisions of this title shall not be deemed to 

prevent the department on State-designated highways … from the reasonable 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2342789910039621861&q=related:PSXISvIeAxoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&scioq=Commonwealth+v.+Hurrell,+27+Pa.+D.+%26+C.+3d+296+-+Pa:+Court+of+Common+Pleas+1982
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2342789910039621861&q=related:PSXISvIeAxoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&scioq=Commonwealth+v.+Hurrell,+27+Pa.+D.+%26+C.+3d+296+-+Pa:+Court+of+Common+Pleas+1982
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=2&subsctn=0
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/225/chapter9/s902.html
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
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exercise of their police powers … (6) … designating any intersection or junction of 
roadways as a stop or yield intersection or junction.” 

Discussion: I am including this information to reinforce the fact that PennDOT does not need an 

ordinance to install a stop sign.  This is a good example of evidence that you can’t 

use in court to challenge a stop sign ticket.  A court case discussed earlier, 

Commonwealth v. Leta, 39 Pa. D. & C. 3d 331 - Pa: Court of Common Pleas 1984, 

makes this very clear: 

Quote: “The question is whether, in enforcing the speed restrictions, the local police are taking 
action under section 6109(a).  We do not believe that they are. In this case the Borough 
of Montoursville was not imposing a speed restriction as it is permitted to do under 
Vehicle Code §3362(a) (3); it was simply enforcing a 55-mile-per-hour restriction 
imposed by the state. No ordinance is necessary for this purpose.” 

Discussion: Although this case is about a speed restriction, the same logic would apply to stop 
signs.  If PennDOT installs a stop sign, then the local authorities don’t have to pass 
an ordinance in order to enforce it.  However, as I discuss in Category #5 later on, 
the local authority does have to pass a general ordinance to permit its police 
department to actually enforce traffic. 

 
 

Checklist Category #1 (continued) - State Highways & Local Authorities 

 
Checklist Item C - Is the stop sign in question on a state highway within the local 

municipality?  
- PA Chapter 212.5(b)(iii) says: “Traffic-control devices on State-designated 

highways … Local authorities … shall obtain written Department approval before 
installing any new … traffic-control device…” 

- PA Title 75 6122(a)(1) says: “Local authorities shall obtain approval of the 
department prior to erecting an official traffic-control device on a State-
designated highway except where department regulations provide otherwise.” 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2215479992221320644&q=%22traffic+control+device%22+ordinance&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/chap212toc.html#212.5.
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.061.022.000..HTM
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Discussion: The Pennsylvania Supreme Court supports the requirement that local authorities 

need approval to install stop signs on state highways in Mindala v. American 

Motors Corp., 543 A. 2d 520 - Pa: Supreme Court 1988.  Notice that reference is 

made to 67 Pa Code 211 in this decision.  Although this section of the code is no 

longer in force, Chapter 212 (which replaced it) says the same thing.  This means 

that this court decision is still relevant. 

QUOTE: “Under § 6122 of the Motor Vehicle Code, Act of June 17, 1976, P.L. 162, No. 81, § 1, 75 

Pa.C.S. § 6122, the Commonwealth is given exclusive jurisdiction for the placement 

of traffic control devices on state-designated highways … By authority of this 

provision, PennDot has adopted regulations regarding the installation of traffic 

control devices. (See 67 Pa.Code 211.1 et seq.). Specifically, under § 211.6 of the 

Pa.Code, a township is prohibited from erecting traffic control devices except by 

agreement, or, in a limited capacity without prior approval not here relevant. (See 67 

Pa.Code 211.6(3)(i)-(x)). It is clear from the foregoing that without prior approval 

from PennDot, this township had no authority to replace or install a new stop sign.” 

Miseo v. Ross Tp. Police Department supports this also: 

 
 

QUOTE: “Under sections 6109 and 6122 of the Vehicle Code, 75 Pa.C.S. §§ 6109 and 6122, a 
township is authorized to regulate traffic on state-designated highways within its 
physical boundaries by means of official traffic-control devices or police officers ... 
Moreover, section 6122 of the Vehicle Code states that, generally, a township must 
obtain approval from PennDOT before erecting an official traffic-control device on a 
state-designated highway …” 

 
Discussion: Yet again, this is proof that local authorities must get approval before they install 

stop signs on state highways. 
 
Category #1/Checklist Item D – Is the stop sign on a local road that intersects with a state 

road? 
- PA 212.5(d)(1) says that: “The Department is responsible for approving the traffic 

control at intersections of local highways and State-designated highways, 

including the local highway approaches.”  

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=9075517607656592861&q=Title+75+6122&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=9075517607656592861&q=Title+75+6122&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=22&subsctn=0
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=4003050971886747514&q=Title+75+6122&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.5.html
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Category #1/Checklist Item E – Is the stop sign at an intersection with an expressway or 

freeway? 

- PA 212.5(b)2 says: “Local authorities may not install … traffic-control devices on 

an expressway or freeway or at an intersection with an expressway or freeway 

without written Department approval …” 

 

Discussion: Underkoffler v. Showers, 34 Pa. D. & C. 3d 558 - Pa: Court of Common Pleas 1984 

indicates that local authorities need approval if they want to install stop signs in 

both Checklist Item D and Item E: 

 

QUOTE: "(b) In accordance with sections 6122 and 6124 of the Vehicle Code (75 Pa. C.S. §§6122 
and 6124) (relating to authority to erect traffic control devices and erection of traffic 
control devices at intersections), local authorities shall obtain department 
approval 561*561 prior to installing, revising, or removing any official traffic control 
device on a state designated highway or at the intersection of a local highway and a 
state designated highway, except as indicated in paragraphs (1) through (3) of this 
subsection” 

Discussion: If you are concerned that any of previous decisions concerning the need for 
approval by PennDOT are too old and may have been replaced, rest assured.  I 
found two recent cases which reiterate the requirement that local authorities must 
get approval to install stop signs on state highways. 

 

Tate v. Com., 84 A. 3d 762 - Pa: Commonwealth Court 2014 

 
 

QUOTE: “However, a municipality must obtain approval from PennDOT before it installs a 

traffic control device on a state highway. 75 Pa.C.S. § 6122(a)(1). By contrast, 

https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.5.html
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=7817556102618148462&q=Title+75+6122&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=22&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=24&subsctn=0
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=7817556102618148462&q=Title+75+6122&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39#p561
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=7817556102618148462&q=Title+75+6122&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39#p561
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=4677984238977846762&q=Title+75+6122&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=22&subsctn=0
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PennDOT does not need authorization from a municipality to install "stop signs, yield 

signs or other official traffic-control devices." 75 Pa.C.S. § 6124.” 
 

Hoover v. Stine, 153 A. 3d 1145 - Pa: Commonwealth Court 2016 

 
 

QUOTE: “The Vehicle Code[4] grants PennDOT and local municipalities the authority to install 

traffic signals and other traffic control devices on state roads. 75 Pa.C.S. § 6122(a). 

Before installing a traffic control device on a state highway, however, a municipality 

must first obtain approval from PennDOT. 75 Pa.C.S. § 6122(a)(1).” 

 
Checklist Categories #2, #3 & #4 - Proper Placement & Proper Device 
I couldn’t find any really useful court cases which specifically mention any of the Checklist items 
in categories 2, 3 or 4 (except see the MUTCD section which follows).  However, there are court 
cases which support the concept that an improperly placed stop sign is not enforceable.  This is 
why it is important to go through each and every item in these three Checklist categories in 
order to build support for your claim that the stop sign was not properly placed.  The more 
Checklist items you have, the stronger will be the case you present in court.   

When you have a nice list of ways that your stop sign was not properly placed or is not a proper 
device, you will use them as evidence to argue that Title 75, Section 3111 was violated.  If 3111 
was violated in enough ways, your stop sign cannot be enforced.  This strategy is discussed in 
Part Three, Putting it all together - the legal reasoning behind my Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket 
Defense, so I will leave the details for that section. 

 

Checklist Categories #2, #3 & #4 (continued) - Conformity with the Manual on 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) 
I could only find one court case which specifically referred to the MUTCD: Commonwealth v. 
PILIC, Pa: Superior Court 2015. 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=24&subsctn=0
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=13509651308709408692&q=Title+75+6122&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=13509651308709408692&q=Title+75+6122&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39#[4]
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=22&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=7533719991320096560&q=mutcd+requirements&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=7533719991320096560&q=mutcd+requirements&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
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This is another one of those non-precedential cases, but the decision is helpful if you are going 
to defend your stop sign ticket based on the MUTCD. 
 
QUOTE: “With regard to standards for traffic control devices, Pennsylvania has adopted the 

MUTCD, as published by the Federal Highway Administration. See 67 Pa. Code §§ 
212.2, 212.1. …. Pilic offered no evidence that the sign was positioned improperly, 
other than reference to the MUTCD, which does not conclusively support his position 
that placement on the left is in any way problematic or illegal. Therefore, Pilic has not 
overcome sections 3111's presumption.” 

 
Discussion: The implication here is that if you do provide evidence that the MUTCD was not 

complied with, you will overcome the presumption of 3111 and so potentially win 
your case.  Remember that I discuss Title 75, Section 3111 in detail in Part Three. 

 
This next case only indirectly mentions the MUTCD, but it may be of some use: 
 
Hoover v. Stine, 153 A. 3d 1145 - Pa: Commonwealth Court 2016 

 

QUOTE: “PennDOT's regulations must comply with the standards endorsed by the United 

States Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and by 

the FHWA's Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD).” 

 

Checklist Category #5 - Police Departments 
Question A, Question B and Question C in Checklist Category #5 are straightforward open 

records request items.  Either your local borough properly followed the required statutes or it 

didn’t.  Checklist Question D, however, has some serious case law behind it. 

https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.2.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.2.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/s212.1.html
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=13509651308709408692&q=Title+75+6122&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
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Police Authorization 

Checklist Item D - Did the borough in which the stop sign was located authorize its police 

force to regulate traffic? 

I am going to start by referring to another one of those non-precedential court cases.  As I 
indicated earlier, you can’t use this as precedent but you can use it for its persuasive value.  
Commonwealth v. MESCOLOTTO, Pa: Superior Court 2014 points out that local borough code 
must authorized a police department to enforce maximum speed limits.  Applying this 
reasoning to stop signs, they also need authorization to enforce these as well. 

QUOTE: “What is required by § 6109(b) is that the "action taken by local authorities" — in this 
case, speed enforcement [or stop signs] — be authorized by ordinance. The Upper 
Macungie [Township] Code does in fact authorize the police department to enforce 
maximum speed limits and to use approved speed timing devices.” 

Discussion: If you go to the Upper Macungie Code website, you will see that it not only 

authorizes its police to enforce speed, it also gives them the authority to direct 

traffic (i.e. stop signs, etc.): 

QUOTE: “The police officers of the Township of Upper Macungie are hereby given authority to 

direct traffic on the highways of the Township and at intersections thereof.” 

Discussion: As it turns out, this line of thinking goes back quite a ways.  Commonwealth v. 

Hurrell, 27 Pa. D. & C. 3d 296 - Pa: Court of Common Pleas 1982 also supports my 

contention that local authorities must pass an ordinance if they want their police 

officers to enforce stop signs.  In this particular case, the judge pointed out that 

Harrisburg did have an ordinance allowing its police officers to enforce speed.  If an 

ordinance is needed to enforce speed, it is only reasonable to conclude that one is 

also needed for stop sign enforcement: 

QUOTE: “Language enabling local officials to enforce speed restrictions [stop signs] as 

authorized under the Vehicle Code is sufficient to empower local police to use 

methods of enforcement provided by Chapter 33, including speed timing devices. 

Therefore, the ordinance requirements of 75 Pa.C.S.A. § 6109 are satisfied by 

Harrisburg Ordinance 138-59, Harrisburg Codified Ordinances, Art. 503.02: ‘It shall be 

the duty of the Traffic Division [of the Bureau of Police] . . . to enforce the highway 

traffic regulations of this City and all of the State vehicle laws applicable to highway 

traffic in this City....’” 

 

Police Jurisdiction 

Checklist Item E - Did the police officer who issued the ticket have jurisdictional authority to 

enforce the law at that particular stop sign?  

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=4185168050666480250&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.ecode360.com/14510828
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=1874375895901807933&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=1874375895901807933&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
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Regarding police jurisdiction, the Pennsylvania Supreme Court had the following to say in Com. 

v. Merchant, 560 A. 2d 795 - Pa: Supreme Court 1989: 

QUOTE: “The trial court evidently believes that any time an officer, while on duty in his or her 
own jurisdiction, enters another jurisdiction he would be "on official business." 
However, we cannot agree that an on-duty officer in a jurisdiction foreign to his 
own automatically obtains this status. Rather, when subsections (4) and (5) are read 
simultaneously, the import of those terms, we believe, becomes much clearer.  The 
general purpose of the statute is to restrict the jurisdiction of police to their own 
municipalities, on the one hand, while allowing certain practical and policy exceptions 
to the general rule on the other hand.” 

Discussion: You can find all of the case law regarding police jurisdiction here.  The important 

line here is that the statute was meant “to restrict the jurisdiction of police to their 

own municipalities.”  Allowing the operation outside of a jurisdiction is the 

exception to the rule, and so is restricted.  I don’t go into the details of this type of 

evidence to fight your ticket in my Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense, but I 

intend to research it at a later point because I think that it may be important when 

fighting other types of tickets. 

 

Intergovernmental Agreements for Police 

Checklist Item F - Was the police officer given jurisdiction by way of an intergovernmental 

agreement? 

If the officer who issued your ticket is from a police department in a different town, his 

enforcement authority must have been granted by a formal agreement approved by an 

ordinance.  If you can show that there was no ordinance, the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania in 

Com. v. Shenkin, 487 A. 2d 380 - Pa: Supreme Court 1985 acknowledges that this is an 

affirmative defense: 

 

QUOTE: “Finally, appellee contends that the evidence of speed must be excluded because the 

Commonwealth failed to prove the existence of an agreement between the Newtown 

Township police and the Pennsylvania State Police pursuant to 75 Pa.C.S. § 6109(a)(11) 

authorizing the Newtown Township police to enforce speed limits on West Chester 

Pike, a divided highway … The non-existence of an agreement allowing local police to 

enforce speed limits on divided highways does not negate any element of the 

offense of speeding. Since appellee failed to present any 526*526 evidence of this 

affirmative defense at trial, we decline to consider it at this level.” 

Discussion: Basically, the court is saying that you need to have proof of the lack of ordinance if 

you want to use it as a defense.  An open public records request would provide this 

information, as long as it is certified. 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=5157999598931829070&q=related:eiJKCSu0FDoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=6,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=5157999598931829070&q=related:eiJKCSu0FDoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=6,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=related:eiJKCSu0FDoJ:scholar.google.com/&scioq=&hl=en&as_sdt=6,39
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=9595566114270142504&q=related:eiJKCSu0FDoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&scioq=Commonwealth+v.+MESCOLOTTO,+Pa:+Superior+Court+2014
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=9595566114270142504&q=related:eiJKCSu0FDoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&scioq=Commonwealth+v.+MESCOLOTTO,+Pa:+Superior+Court+2014#p526
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=9595566114270142504&q=related:eiJKCSu0FDoJ:scholar.google.com/&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&scioq=Commonwealth+v.+MESCOLOTTO,+Pa:+Superior+Court+2014#p526
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Commonwealth v. MESCOLOTTO, Pa: Superior Court 2014, which I mentioned earlier, also 

provides support for this idea: 

QUOTE: “Mescolotto contends that the Agreement is an intergovernmental cooperation 
agreement as defined in Section 2304 of the General Local Government Code[2] and, 
as such, the Agreement was required to be implemented by ordinance in order to be 
enforceable. See 53 Pa.C.S. § 2305;[3] see also 75 Pa.C.S. § 6109(b) … We agree with 
Mescolotto that intergovernmental cooperation agreements are effected upon each 
municipality's adoption of an ordinance. See 53 Pa.C.S. §§ 2305, 2315. Failure to do 
so renders an intergovernmental agreement void. Commonwealth v. Bable,385 A.2d 
530 (Pa. Super. 1978).” 

Discussion: If the intergovernmental agreement is void, then the police officer doesn’t have 

jurisdiction to issue that ticket. 

  

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=4185168050666480250&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=4185168050666480250&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39#[3]
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=4185168050666480250&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39#[4]
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=15721574476659445235&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=15721574476659445235&q=Title+75+6109&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
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PART THREE 
Putting it all together - the legal reasoning behind my 

Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense. 
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Section One 

Checklist? Check … But Now What? 
As you progressed through the Checklist, you (hopefully) compiled a nice long list of all the 

things wrong with your stop sign.  But once you have this list, how do you present a solid 

argument that the judge will understand and accept as proof that the stop sign which you were 

cited for violating is not enforceable? 

 

Its All Comes Down to Title 75, Section 3111 

 

If you want to see how I used Section 3111 in my son’s final argument, you can find it in The 

Script.  This is a document that I wrote to show how to apply the Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket 

Defense in a real-world situation. 

 

Title 75, Section 3111 and Stop Sign Authorization 
Before I get into the details of Title 75 Section 3111, it is important to realize that this section of 

the motor vehicle code is specifically about “official traffic-control devices.”  I underline and 

bold the word “official” because this term is clearly defined: 

- Title 75, Section 102 says: "Official traffic-control devices."  Signs, signals, 

markings and devices not inconsistent with this title placed or erected by 

authority of a public body or official having jurisdiction, for the purpose of 

regulating, warning or guiding traffic.” 

Notice that an “official” device has to be “placed or erected by authority of a public body.”  If 

there is no local ordinance and PennDOT did not install it, then it was not “placed or erected by 

authority of a public body.”  This means that it is not an official traffic-control device. 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-script--the-brief.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-script--the-brief.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=1&sctn=2&subsctn=0
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In addition, an “official traffic-control device” cannot be “inconsistent with this title.”  Well, if 

you have compiled a list of problems with your stop sign by using my Checklist, then it is quite 

possible that your stop sign is not “official” because it is very inconsistent with Title 75. 

Further, local police are only allowed to regulate traffic “by means of … official traffic-control 

devices.” 

- Title 75, Section 6109(a) states: “Enumeration of police powers.--The provisions of 

this title shall not be deemed to prevent the department on State-designated 

highways and local authorities on streets or highways within their physical 

boundaries from the reasonable exercise of their police powers. The following 

are presumed to be reasonable exercises of police power: (2)  Regulating traffic 

by means of police officers or official traffic-control devices.” 

Are you starting to see how important and powerful Section 3111 actually is?   
 
If your stop sign was not properly authorized and/or has issues that make it inconsistent with 
Title 75, then it is not enforceable by police officers, because they can only regulate traffic by 
means of “official traffic-control devices.” 
 
In any case, keep reading, because there is a whole lot more.  Over the next couple of pages, I 
will take each subsection of 3111 and show how you can use it, in combination with your 
evidence, to fight your stop sign ticket. 
 
Again, if you want to see how I actually applied Section 3111 in my son’s case, you can find it in 
The Script which is available at my website. 
 
 

Title 75, Section 3111(a) 
Consider the language of the first subsection of 3111: 

- Title 75 Section 3111(a) says: “the driver of any vehicle shall obey the 

instructions of any applicable official traffic-control device placed or held in 

accordance with the provision of this title” 

As I indicated above, your stop sign may not actually be an official traffic-control device.  So, do 

you have to “obey the instructions” of it?  Remember that an “official traffic-control device” is 

specifically defined by statute.  This subsection says that drivers only have to “obey the 

instructions of official traffic-control devices.” 

 

Furthermore, you are only required to obey stop signs if they are “placed or held in accordance 

with the provisions of this title.”  Well, what does your checklist indicate?  Was the stop sign 

actually “placed … in accordance” as required by 3111(a)? 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-script--the-brief.html
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM


Alt + Left Arrow: Back to a previous place - Alt + Right Arrow: Return to where you just were in document.              Return to TOC 
 

84 
 

Not if it wasn’t authorized by ordinance or authority, and not if you have accumulated a 

number of Checklist items which show that it doesn’t conform with Title 75. 

It is also important to realize that all of the Checklist items which reference Chapter 212 are 

part of Title 75, so they all count when racking up more proof that your stop sign is 

unenforceable: 

- PA Title 67, Chapter 212, Authority: “The provisions of this Chapter 212 

issued under the Vehicle Code, 75 Pa.C.S. § §  3353, 3354, 6103, 6105, 

6121, 6122, 6123 and 6123.1, unless otherwise noted.” 

In addition, all of the checklist items which reference the Federal MUTCD are also part of Title 

75: 

- PA Title 67, Chapter 212.2(a). Adoption of Federal standards: “Consistent 
with the authority contained in 75 Pa.C.S. … the Department hereby 
adopts the MUTCD, as published by the Federal Highway Administration. 
The MUTCD is adopted in its totality …” 

The Bottom Line - The more items you have accumulated on your checklist, the better chance 

you have of forcibly proving that your stop sign was not “placed or held in accordance” with 

Title 75. 

 

Title 75, Section 3111(b) 
Moving on: 

- Title 75, Section 3111(b) states: “No provision of this title [like 3323 Duties 

at Stop Signs] … shall be enforced against an alleged violator if … an official 

device is not in proper position and sufficiently legible …” 

This one is as clear as day – the sign has to be both in proper position and sufficiently legible (it 

has to be both).  The Commonwealth cannot enforce a stop sign if it doesn’t fulfill these two 

requirements.  Again, the more examples from The Checklist that you have which show that the 

sign wasn’t in proper position and/or sufficiently legible, the stronger will be your case. 

 

Guilty Until Proven Innocent? - Title 75, Section 3111(c) 
In a court of law, the Commonwealth gets the benefit of the doubt when it comes to the 

placement of official traffic control devices: 

- Title 75, Section 3111(c) states that an official traffic-control device is 

presumed to be: “… so placed by the official act or direction of lawful 

authority, unless the contrary shall be established by competent evidence.” 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/75.HTM
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/chap212toc.html
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/75.HTM
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/chap212toc.html
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/kno_2009r1r2.htm
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/75.HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/75.HTM
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/chap212toc.html#212.2.
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
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I can kind of see why the law is written this way, but it still strikes me as a slap in the face to 

defendants who are supposed to be “innocent until proven guilty.”  On a practical level, it just 

means that the prosecutor doesn’t have to prove that the stop sign was placed by lawful 

authority.  Instead, you have to prove that it wasn’t placed that way.  Fortunately, this is not 

hard to do. 

There is another important point to be made here.  The wording of 3111(c) reinforces my 

contention that an ordinance is required to place a stop sign (unless PennDOT installs it).  Why 

else would lawmakers have included the phrase “official act of direction of lawful authority” 

when describing the placement of a stop sign?  Clearly, signs cannot just be placed at will – they 

have to be authorized by lawful authority, usually by ordinance. 

If your open records request to the municipality indicated no ordinance was passed, and your 

request to PennDOT showed they didn’t install the stop sign, then this section hasn’t been 

complied with.  Your competent evidence is that no “official act” was committed to place the 

stop sign. 

Incidentally, subsection 3111(c) was the inspiration for the first category of my Checklist: 

 Checklist Category #1 – Was the stop sign properly authorized?  

 

All of the court cases I cited in Checklist Category #1 - Ordinance Requirement & Local 

Authorities which mention Title 75, Section 6109, reinforce my interpretation of Title 75, 

Section 3111(c). 

 

But there are actually other cases that I didn’t cite before which are also helpful in supporting 

my interpretation of 3111(c).  I chose to include them here (rather than earlier) because they 

specifically reference this subsection.  There are three of them: 

 

1) Com. v. Gernsheimer, 419 A. 2d 528 - Pa: Superior Court 1980  

2) Commonwealth v. Heenan, No. 1595-1981, Common Pleas Court of Schuylkill County 

3) Commonwealth v. Babb, Pa: Superior Court 2015 (Non-Precedential) 

 

 
Commonwealth v. Gernsheimer says: 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=13734968003814551239&q=1)%09Com.+v.+Gernsheimer,+419+A.+2d+528+-+Pa:+Superior+Court+1980&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=14448126119033988132&q=commonwealth+v+heenan&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=4967427506360435962&q=MUTCD&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
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QUOTE: “[Section 3111(c)] ... applies to the instant case. That subsection provides for the 

presumption that official traffic-control devices, such as a sign establishing a 45 mile 

per hour speed limit [or a stop sign], are validly placed by an official act or direction 

or lawful authority. It is uncontested that the speed limit signs were official signs and 

that they were posted so as to have been readily observable by the motoring public. 

The Commonwealth was, therefore, entitled to the presumption that they were 

lawfully authorized.” 

 

Discussion: Yes, the Commonwealth has the presumption that an official act/lawful authority 

placed the speed limit sign (or stop sign), but if you can prove otherwise, you 

overcome that presumption. 

 

 
Commonwealth v. Heenan says: 

 

Quote: “When placed, such devices are presumed to have been placed by the official act or 

direction of lawful authority, 75 Pa.C.S.A. §3111(c), and are presumed to comply with 

the requirements of the Vehicle Code: 75 Pa.C.S.A. §3111(d).  It is clear, therefore, that 

a traffic-control device is an instrument approved and erected … Absence of such 

approval and placement renders the Commonwealth unable to enforce those sections 

of the code mandating the posting of such devices.” 

Discussion: This case is concerned with a speed limit sign installed by the state.  As I discussed 

earlier, no ordinance is needed when PennDOT installs a sign.  An ordinance is only 

required when a sign is installed by the local authorities.  The judge in this case 

clearly concludes that the Commonwealth cannot enforce a speed limit sign if it 

hasn’t been properly approved and placed.  Applying this logic to another traffic-

control device, a stop sign, the Commonwealth cannot enforce it if it has not been 

properly “placed by the official act or direction of lawful authority.” 
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The last case, Commonwealth v. Babb, is a non-precedential decision, so you can only cite it for 

its persuasive value: 

 

Quote: “The Commonwealth was entitled to the presumption that the placement of the stop 

sign at issue was reasonable and authorized. [Appellant] offered no evidence that the 

stop sign was non-conforming or was not placed by the official act or direction of 

lawful authority and therefore his argument must fail. 

 

Discussion:  I really feel bad for the appellant in this case, because he made several mistakes 

when he was in the Court of Common Pleas.  For one thing, he had subpoenaed the 

open public records officer of his town, but never asked the court to enforce this 

subpoena when the officer failed to show up.  But more important as far as this 

discussion of Section 3111(c) is concerned, he failed to offer any evidence that the 

sign was faulty.  The quote from the judge included above makes this quite clear. 

You, on the other hand, won’t have that problem if you have used my Checklist and 

have gathered your evidence.  First of all, if the subpoenaed open public records 

officer doesn’t show up, you will ask for the court to enforce your subpoena and 

then request a continuance (delay).  Secondly, you have evidence galore. 

 

Title 75, Section 3111(d) 
The Commonwealth also gets the benefit of the doubt that stop signs conform with all aspects 

of Title 75 unless you prove otherwise: 

- Title 75, Section 3111(d): “Any official traffic-control device … shall be 

presumed to comply with the requirements of this title, unless the 

contrary shall be established by competent evidence. 

Subsection 3111(d)’s specification that a stop sign has to abide by all of the requirements of 

Title 75 opened up so many more ways to challenge a ticket.  As a result, I was able to add 

three entire categories to my checklist: 

 Checklist Category #2 – Was the stop sign properly placed/positioned?  

 Checklist Category #3 – Is the stop sign a proper device?  

 Checklist Category #4 – Are stop line markings proper?  

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/75.HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/75.HTM
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Commonwealth v. Heenan (which I quoted in the last section) also mentions 3111(d): 

QUOTE: “… and are presumed to comply with the requirements of the Vehicle Code: 75 

Pa.C.S.A. §3111(d).  It is clear, therefore, that a traffic-control device is an instrument 

approved and erected … Absence of such approval and placement renders the 

Commonwealth unable to enforce those sections of the code mandating the posting of 

such devices.” 

Discussion: Assuming that you have a decent list of items on your checklist, you have the 

“competent evidence” referred to in 3111(d), that that the stop sign doesn’t 

“comply with the requirements of” Title 75. 

The final case, Commonwealth v. Babb, Pa: Superior Court 2015 (Non-Precedential), was 

discussed under Section 3111(c), but it also clearly references Section 3111(d) because the 

judge indicates that Mr. Babb: 

QUOTE: “… offered no evidence that the stop sign was non-conforming.” 

Discussion: I am probably sounding like a broken record here, but my Checklist will help you 

identify all of the evidence you need to prove that the sign is “non-conforming.”  

That way you won’t suffer the same fate as Mr. Babb. 

 

 

The Coup de Grace? 

 
Let me end by citing a court case which, I believe, provides the coup de grace when it comes to 

fighting stop signs.  One of the best things about it is that it is super recent – 2018. 

 

Now, it does happen to be non-precedential, but it is important to keep in mind what 210 Pa. 

Code § 69.414 says about these decisions: 

“The Commonwealth Court permits citation to its unpublished opinions issued after January 15, 
2008 “for [their] persuasive value, but not as binding precedent.” 
 
Well, consider the persuasive value of what is written in Commonwealth v. Kingsley, Pa: 
Superior Court 2018 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=14448126119033988132&q=commonwealth+v+heenan&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/75.HTM
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=4967427506360435962&q=MUTCD&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/210/chapter69/s69.414.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/210/chapter69/s69.414.html
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=8237489977934994346&q=commonwealth+v.+kingsley&hl=en&as_sdt=6,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=8237489977934994346&q=commonwealth+v.+kingsley&hl=en&as_sdt=6,39
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QUOTE: “Accordingly, Section 3111 provides a defense to Section 3323 if the stop sign, a 
"traffic control device," is "not in proper position and sufficiently legible to be seen by 
an ordinarily observant person." It, however, also establishes two presumptions, 
including a presumption that the traffic control devices comply with the Vehicle Code, 
unless the defendant establishes otherwise … Kingsley presented insufficient evidence 
to overcome the presumption that the placement of the stop signs was proper.” 

Discussion: Again, although non-precedential, this case shows that you do have a potential stop 

sign defense against 3323 (your stop sign charge) when you use 3111 to show that 

the sign is not in proper position or possibly doesn’t comply with the Vehicle Code 

in some other way.  Kinglsey didn’t provide sufficient evidence, but your Checklist 

items will enable you to “overcome the presumption” that your stop sign complied 

with the vehicle code. 

 

Tying it All Together – The rules of statutory construction 

 
 

I know, I know, there I go again with that lame reference to a statue.  I just couldn’t resist. 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=31&sctn=11&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=33&sctn=23&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=33&sctn=23&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
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So far, the legal case I have put together includes a somewhat motley assortment of sections 

from various statutes.  Here is what I have discussed so far: 

 Title 75, Section 3111 

 Title 75, Section 3323 

 Title 75, Section 6109 

 Title 67, Chapter 212 

 The Federal MUTCD 

Does it appear that I am all over the place, just randomly gathering laws to desperately prove 

my case?  Don’t be alarmed – there is a legal rule and a court case which tie them all together. 

The legal rule can be summarized as follows:  

Statutes which relate to the same subject matter must be construed consistently.   

As I point out on the next page, all five of my “motley assortment” of statutes are related, so 

they must be considered together as one (construed consistently). 

Commonwealth v. Masters, Superior Court of Pennsylvania, 737 A.2d 1229 (1999). 

 

This particular case was not about stop signs, it was about speed limit signs.  When analyzing 

Masters, it is important to realize that both stop signs and speed limit signs are traffic-control 

devices.  This means that the findings of that court apply, in general, to all traffic-control 

devices. 

To help you understand what the court is saying in the quote which follows, I have included 

information on two sections of Title 75 that are referenced there: 

- Section 3362(b): Speed limit signs 

- Section 3368: Use of speed timing devices 

 

I have also put in parentheses the statutes that apply to stop signs, so that you can see how this 

case is relevant for you. 

 

QUOTE: “The rules of statutory construction compel us to find that the requirements of section 

3368 [6109, Chapter 212 and the MUTCD] must be met before a violation of section 

3111 may be sustained.   If two sections of a statute relate to the same subject 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=33&sctn=23&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/067_0212.pdf
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=6841622228326903250&q=Commonwealth+v.+Masters,+Superior+Court+of+Pennsylvania,+737+A.2d+1229+&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.033.062.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.033.068.000..HTM


Alt + Left Arrow: Back to a previous place - Alt + Right Arrow: Return to where you just were in document.              Return to TOC 
 

91 
 

matter, those sections must be construed consistently …To establish a violation of 

section 3362 [3323], evidence of the use of a speed timing device as specified in section 

3368 [evidence of an ordinance, etc. as specified in section 6109, Chapter 2121 and the 

MUTCD] must be presented.” 

The subject matter of all five of the statutes which support my checklist is clearly the same – 

traffic-control devices. 

- Title 75 Section 3111: Obedience to traffic-control devices 

- Title 75 Section 3323: Duties at a stop sign (which is a traffic-control device). 

- Title 75 Section 6109: Ordinance needed for a traffic-control device 

- Title 67, Chapter 212: Official traffic-control devices 

- Federal MUTCD: Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices 

 

Here is my point: In order to establish a violation of section 3323 (your stop sign ticket), 

evidence that all of the other statues were complied with “must be 

presented.”  If you have a long list of items collected from my Checklist, then 

you can prove that there is no evidence which the Commonwealth can 

present to establish a violation of 3323. 

 

Important Final Note 
The judge should already know the rules of statutory construction discussed in Commonwealth 

v. Masters.  Don’t insult him by lecturing about what I have written in this section.  I have 

included it to show my readers how, in the end, everything fits together.  Now, if you lose on 

appeal and you get to the Superior Court, you should mention this at that time as an argument 

why the Common Pleas Court judge was mistaken in his judgement. 

 

Using the Law to Beat the Law - Bonus Court Case 

 

The decision in Commonwealth v. Karash, 175 A. 3d 306 - Pa: Superior Court 2017 provides a 

wild-card court defense that you may be able to use in a very specific circumstance.  In order 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=33&sctn=23&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/067/chapter212/067_0212.pdf
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=33&sctn=23&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=33&sctn=23&subsctn=0
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=6841622228326903250&q=Commonwealth+v.+Masters,+Superior+Court+of+Pennsylvania,+737+A.2d+1229+&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=6841622228326903250&q=Commonwealth+v.+Masters,+Superior+Court+of+Pennsylvania,+737+A.2d+1229+&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=962378180745867124&q=commonwealth+v.+karash&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&safe=active&surl=1
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for the Commonwealth to show that you violated Title 75, Section 3323, it must prove all 

elements of that offense.  One of the elements is stated in the opening line of that Section: 

QUOTE: “Duties at stop signs.--Except when directed to proceed by a police officer or 
appropriately attired persons authorized to direct, control or regulate traffic …” 

 
Believe it or not, the police officer has to testify that there was no other “officer or 

appropriately attired person” directing traffic at the time of the offense.  Why?  Because if 

there were, this might account for your going through the stop sign without coming to a 

complete stop. 

Sounds crazy, I know, but the opinion in Commonwealth v. Karash requires this testimony: 

QUOTE: “The dispute in this case is whether the Commonwealth was obligated to present, in its 

case-in-chief, evidence as to whether a police officer directed Appellant to proceed 

through the stop sign … Consistent with its constitutional obligations, all the 

Commonwealth had to do in this case was ask the officer whether there was a police 

officer directing Appellant through the stop sign. It failed to do so, and we therefore 

reverse …” 

It is important to understand that this defense is only usable on appeal from the Court of 

Common Pleas.  If you try to use it in Magisterial Court, the judge is just going to ask the officer 

if there was anyone else directing traffic.  If you use it at your de novo trial in the Court of 

Common Pleas, the judge or prosecutor could just call the officer back to the stand to testify 

that there was no one else directing traffic.   

You have to keep this in your “back pocket” as a final way to win on appeal to the Superior 

Court – that is the only place this is useful.  

One of the slogans I used earlier to describe the Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense was 

“using the law to beat the law.”  The point was that my defense depends on using technicalities 

in the stop sign law to win in court.  I can’t think of a better example than Commonwealth v. 

Karash to hammer this point home. 

  

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=33&sctn=23&subsctn=0
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=962378180745867124&q=commonwealth+v.+karash&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&safe=active&surl=1
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=962378180745867124&q=commonwealth+v.+karash&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&safe=active&surl=1
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=962378180745867124&q=commonwealth+v.+karash&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39&safe=active&surl=1
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APPENDIX 
My son’s stop sign case. 
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Section One 

Details about the alleged violation. 

Original Summons 

 



Alt + Left Arrow: Back to a previous place - Alt + Right Arrow: Return to where you just were in document.              Return to TOC 
 

95 
 

Pictures of the Intersection 
To help you visualize the location of the alleged stop sign violation, I have included some 

pictures.  The first two are from Google Maps, while the others are actual photographs of the 

intersection. 

 

 

 

This is a Google Satellite Map which also shows the direction my son was traveling.  You can’t 

see the stop sign in this picture, but I have marked it with a circle and an X to show where it was 

located. 
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Here is an actual picture of that intersection which I found in a local newspaper called The 

News Eagle in October 2018.  This represents the condition of the intersection at the time of 

the alleged offense. 

 

 

Here is a picture of the intersection that I took back in November, 2018.  Note that the stop sign 

has been moved from its original location.  The importance of this shift in placement was 

discussed back in Checklist Category #2, Question B.   

 

http://www.neagle.com/news/20181001/local-history-jonathan-brink-opened-hawleys-first-store
http://www.neagle.com/news/20181001/local-history-jonathan-brink-opened-hawleys-first-store
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Final Court Date Set (After Rescheduling it Twice) 
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Section Two 

My Basic Defense – the ONE, TWO, THREE Strategy. 

Introduction 
I started preparing this basic defense way back in October 2018.  What you will find in this 

section is my original idea for fighting my son’s unfair stop sign ticket in Magisterial Court.  This 

is the information that I make available for free on my website Stop-Sign-Ticket.com.   

But, as I explain in my full Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense, after I formulated this initial 

defense against an unfair stop sign ticket, I didn’t just leave it at that.  I continued to research 

the topic, and my strategy evolved and expanded.  I discovered many other ways to defend 

against stop sign tickets. 

 

Original Plan Outline - KISS 
My original plan was to Keep It Simple Stupid (the old KISS approach).  All I planned to do was 

reference ONE open public records request, TWO laws, and THREE court cases to support the 

contention that the stop sign at the intersection of Wellwood Avenue and Church Street was 

not properly authorized as required by law.  This would prove that it could not be enforced. 

 

- One open public records request. 

- Two references to important laws. 

- Three quotes from court cases. 
 

 

ONE Open Public Records Request 
I needed to get some information from the town where the stop sign was located before I could 
figure out if I even had a case.  I got it through an open public records request. 
 
What kind of information? 
 
I needed to find out if the stop sign that my son allegedly failed to stop at was authorized by an 
official ordinance, commission or public official.  As you will see below, this is what the law 
requires. 
 
If you find yourself in a similar situation, you will also need to send an open public records 

request to the municipality or town that issued the stop sign citation.  If you are not sure who 

to send your open public records request to, you can find a list of all Pennsylvania Open Record 

Officers at OOR. 

 

http://www.stop-sign-ticket.com/
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
https://www.openrecords.pa.gov/RTKL/AOROSearch.cfm
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Here is the exact language I used in my request to Hawley Borough:  
 

 
And here is the response I received from Hawley Borough: 

 
Yes, you read that correctly:  
 
“Hawley Borough does not pass ordinances to authorize stop signs.” 
 
Worse (for them at least), they don’t even have a Commission authorized to handle stop signs.  
As you will see below when you read the laws, this means they are not enforceable. 
 
It also means case closed, I win? 
 

Not so fast … 
 

This response to my open public record request came in the form of an email.  Not content with 
this seemingly unofficial response, I then appealed to the Pennsylvania Office of Open Public 
Records in order to obtain something that would be more acceptable in court.  I didn’t want the 
judge to tell me that she couldn’t accept an email because it was unverifiable. 
 
Eventually, Hawley Borough responded to my appeal and provided the following affidavit: 

https://www.openrecords.pa.gov/Appeals/HowToFile.cfm
https://www.openrecords.pa.gov/Appeals/HowToFile.cfm
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As I found out later, this affidavit is also not acceptable as evidence in court.  The Pennsylvania 
Rules of Evidence (specifically Rule 902) contain certain requirements for documents to be 
considered “self-authenticating.”  A document has to be signed by another individual from the 
Borough Council and it also must contain a raised seal.   

 
I was eventually able to get this certification, which was fortunate.  Otherwise I would have 
been forced to subpoena the open public records officer so that she could appear in court and 
attest to the authenticity of her affidavit. 
 
 

TWO References to Important Laws 

How do I know that a stop sign has to be authorized by ordinance to make it legal and 
enforceable?  Because there are two laws which say so: 
 
Law #1: Pennsylvania Title 75 Section 6109 – Specific powers of department and local 
authorities. 
 

https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/225/chapter9/s902.html
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
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Title 75 Section 6109(b) – Action by local authorities 
-  “Action taken by authorities under this section shall be … by ordinance … or commission 

or public official …” 
 

Section 6109 lists a whole bunch of “actions” that authorities can take, one of which is to install 

stop signs to regulate traffic.  The catch here is that they can only take this action by passing an 

ordinance – it is a requirement.  The word “shall” is music to the ears of a citizen trying to 

contest a traffic citation, because it means that if a municipality doesn’t follow the law, the 

judge must hold them to account.  He doesn’t have any leeway here - there is no room for 

interpretation.   

Law #2: Pennsylvania Title 75, Section 3111 – Obedience to traffic-control devices. 

Title 75 Section 3111(a) – General rule 

- “… the driver of any vehicle shall obey the instructions of any applicable official traffic-

control device placed or held in accordance with the provisions of this title …” 

 

When you consider Section 3111 in light of Section 6109, you realize that a stop sign which has 

been installed without an ordinance has not been “placed or held in accordance with the 

provisions of” Title 75. 

 

The only thing a judge could possibly say at this point its that no ordinance was required 

because the Department (PennDOT) installed the stop sign.  She would be correct in saying this, 

because PennDOT doesn’t need an ordinance.  But all that this means is that you have to send 

an open public records request to the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation to see if it 

installed the sign. 

 

THREE Quotes from Court Cases 

While the ONE open public records request and the TWO laws are fairly strong pieces of 

evidence to fight a stop sign ticket, there is a possibility that the judge will still find you guilty, 

because she will claim that you have simply interpreted the law incorrectly.  After all, you are 

not an attorney, right?  In the mind of the judge, you are just some lowly citizen who thinks he 

knows it all.   

 

As she presides over the court room from her perch behind that stately wooden desk, she will 

open her Pennsylvania statue reference manual each and every time you quote the titles, 

chapters and sections which I have provided.  She may very well pronounce you in error, that 

you have improperly interpreted the law.  After all, this judge went to law school, passed the 

bar, and has been deciding traffic cases for years.   

Who are you to tell her what is right and wrong? 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.031.011.000..HTM
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75
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This is precisely why you need more than ONE open public records request and TWO references 

to important laws. 

So I found THREE court decisions to back up my interpretation of the law.  Judges don’t want to 

look stupid saying something when another judge has previously said the opposite.  This is why 

judges usually follow precedent – they rule based on what other judges have already decided.  

If they don’t, they will be embarrassed later when their decisions are overturned. 

Well, here are the THREE court decisions: 

- QUOTE #1: Commonwealth v. Leta, 39 Pa. D. & C. 3d 331 - Pa: Court of Common 

Pleas 1984  “First, it is clear that if local officials exercise any of the specific powers 

enumerated in section 6109(a), they must pass an ordinance. Section 6109(b) is not 

ambiguous in this regard.” 

- QUOTE #2: Commonwealth v. Heenan, No. 1595-1981, Common Pleas Court of 

Schuylkill County.  “It is clear, therefore, that a traffic-control device is an instrument 

approved and erected … Absence of such approval and placement renders the 

Commonwealth unable to enforce those sections of the code mandating the posting 

of such devices.” 

- QUOTE #3: Commonwealth v. Barud, No. CC9402512, Common Pleas Court of 

Allegheny County  “There was no evidence presented at the hearing to indicate that 

Allegheny County had not complied with all of the provisions of Pennsylvania Motor 

Vehicle Code in erecting the subject stop sign.  Thus, due to the fact that there is no 

evidence the subject stop sign was illegally and unlawfully erected the summary 

offense is not required to be dismissed.” 

This last case, Commonwealth v. Barud, implies that if you can prove that a stop sign was 

“illegally and unlawfully erected,” the charges would be “required to be dismissed.”   

 

Word Gets Around? 
After numerous open public records requests directed to the Hawley Borough open records 

officer, as well as an appeal related to one of those requests, my inquiries apparently became 

the “talk of the town.”   

Why do I say this? 

Because one of the individuals working for the Hawley Borough Council approached someone 

very close to me and made a derogatory comment about what I was doing.  She wanted to 

know why I was causing “problems” within the Borough. 

I might get a slight bit “conspiratorial” in what follows, but just bear with me.  I promise that my 

explanation won’t be too complicated or far-fetched. 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2215479992221320644&q=%22traffic+control+device%22+ordinance&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2215479992221320644&q=%22traffic+control+device%22+ordinance&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://www.leagle.com/decision/198241822padampc3d3961351
https://www.leagle.com/decision/198241822padampc3d3961351
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=13708874671977356715&q=commonwealth+v.+barud&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=13708874671977356715&q=commonwealth+v.+barud&hl=en&as_sdt=4,39
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The Borough Office (which I contacted for my open public records requests) just happens to be 

in the same building as the Hawley Police Department - 94 Main Avenue, Hawley, PA.  In my 

open public records appeal, the officer stated in her affidavit that she spoke to the Chief of 

Police about my request: 

 
 

This wouldn’t be hard to do either because, as I indicated, both offices are in the same building 

– 94 Main Avenue, Hawley. 

But I also contend that the Magisterial Judge who would eventually try my son’s case knew 

about my records requests, and so had advanced knowledge of my intended court strategy.  

How is this possible?  It turns out that her Magisterial Court office is in the exact same building 

as the Borough Council and the Police Department. 

 

These pictures make this quite clear. 
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Denied Justice? – The Magisterial Court Judge Refuses to Allow Me to Speak 
When my son and I showed up in Pennsylvania Magisterial Court on December 6, 2018, we had 

high hopes for an easy victory. 

 

I probably would have attended the proceedings no matter what, but the judge sent me 

an Order for Parent/Legal Guardian to Attend Juvenile Summary Proceedings, so I had to be 

there by force of law: 

 

 
Notice that that this order indicates the following: 

 

“You, the parent, legal guardian or other person with whom the juvenile defendant named 

above resides, are required to appear in this Court and be prepared to participate in the 

proceedings in the above named summary case.” 

 

By the way, do you see the part about being able to "participate in the proceedings?"  Well, I 

guess that part didn't have any "force of law" because I was not allowed to “participate in the 

proceedings.”  As soon as my son and I sat down, the ”Honorable” Judge Bonnie L. 

Carney looked directly at me and said that I was not allowed to speak because I was not an 

attorney. 

  

My son made a valiant effort to present the defense that we had prepared.  He questioned the 

police officer and got her to admit that she had no basis for her claim that the stop sign was 

http://www.hawleyborough.org/index.php/public-safety-services/19-magistrates-office
http://www.hawleyborough.org/index.php/public-safety-services/19-magistrates-office
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actually in proper position.  Then he offered evidence that Hawley Borough had not passed an 

ordinance to install that stop sign as required by law.  

  

At this point, the judge stopped him and said that the Borough didn’t need to pass an 

ordinance, because the police officer who issued the citation was exercising her legitimate 

powers under Title 75, Section 6109. 

 

Here is the section she referenced: 

 

QUOTE: “The provisions of this title shall not be deemed to prevent the department on State-

designated highways and local authorities on streets or highways within their physical 

boundaries from the reasonable exercise of their police powers.” 

  

My son wanted to protest that she was interpreting the Vehicle Code incorrectly, but I could tell 

that further argument was hopeless at this point.  I was sitting next to him, and I wrote him a 

note that he might as well just rest his case.  I reassured him that we would appeal the 

decision.  

 

As you can, he was pronounced guilty and sentence was imposed: 

 

 
 

If I had actually been allowed to "participate in the proceedings," I would have tried to get the 

judge to review the three court cases which supported our interpretation of Section 6109 and 

contradicted hers, but it probably would have been a waste of time.  She was the almighty 

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/consCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&ttl=75&div=0&chpt=61&sctn=9&subsctn=0
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judge who knew better than mere peons like us. 

  

On to the Court of Common Pleas 
So, we walked out of the court room that day with our tails between our legs, shaken to the 

very core of our beings … in awe of the power and might of that superhuman perched upon 

that shiny wooden bench … 

Eh … not so much … 

My son appealed the verdict. 

 

This set him back $45.00: 
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The district attorney was kind enough to hook him up with a new trial date. 

 

 

 

Victory at Last 
On March 7, 2019 he presented the Pennsylvania Stop Sign Ticket Defense strategy before a 

new judge (de novo, as the legal expression goes) in the Court of Common Pleas.  If you are 

interested in all of the details about this trial, you can find it in one of my other publications 

called The Script: My Detailed Outline for Trial in a Pennsylvania Court. 

By the end of the trial the judge acknowledged that the stop sign in question was, indeed, 

illegal.  The only problem was that she didn’t know what this meant as far as the charge was 

concerned.  “Can an illegal stop sign be enforced,” she asked the Commonwealth?  Needless to 

say, the prosecutor said yes. 

To her credit, the judge was not convinced. 

http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
https://www.pacode.com/secure/data/234/chapter4/s462.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-script--the-brief.html
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She then asked my son his opinion.  He said that the stop sign in question did not actually meet 

the definition of an official traffic-control device as specified in Title 75, Section 102 and so 

could not be enforced: 

"Official traffic-control devices."  Signs, signals, markings and devices not inconsistent with this 

title placed or erected by authority of a public body or official having jurisdiction, for the 

purpose of regulating, warning or guiding traffic. 

My son then offered to quote all of the case law that contradicted the Commonwealth’s 

assertion.  The judge stated that this would be a waste of the court’s time, but she did accept a 

printed copy of these cases which she promised to look over. 

The trial “ended” with the judge requiring both sides to submit a brief concerning the ability to 

enforce an illegal stop sign.  I wrote that brief, but before I even submitted it, a letter came in 

the mail pronouncing him not guilty. 

Victory at last. 

 

My months of hard work clearly paid off for my son and it can help you also.  If you are still not 

convinced that what I have to offer is worth the price, I encourage you to check out my other 

free documents first.  They will affirm the legitimacy of what I have discovered.  And when you 

are ready for the full defense, you will know where to get it. 

  

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/CT/HTM/75/00.001.002.000..HTM
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-script--the-brief.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/blog-link--free-resources.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/blog-link--free-resources.html
http://stop-sign-ticket.com/the-pa-stop-sign-ticket-defense.html
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PICTURE CITATIONS 
Giving credit where credit is due. 
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Links to the websites where I obtained all of the pictures used in the Pennsylvania Stop Sign 

Ticket defense are listed below.  Any picture that does not have a corresponding citation was 

taken personally by me. 

Page 1 

Stop Sign on page 1 - 

https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Stop_hand_nuvola_alternate_text.svg 

Page 2 

Slow Proceed with Caution Sign - http://loveliverun.blogspot.com/2013/08/6-days-till-

disney.html 

Page 3 

Sharks in Tank - https://es.wikipedia.org/wiki/Espectador 

Page 4 

Nutshell - https://ell.stackexchange.com/questions/33942/what-does-in-a-nut-shell-mean-in-

this-context 

Page 9 

Person Writing a Book - https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Quill 

Page 10 

Statue of Liberty - By Elcobbola - Own work, Public Domain, 

https://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?curid=11136558 

Case Law - http://www.picserver.org/c/case-law.html 

Page 11 

Blind Justice - https://fabiusmaximus.com/2012/12/23/justice-european-human-rights-47169/ 

Laughing Emoji - https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Carita_riendo.jpg 

Tilted Scales of Justice - http://carlitoz.com/free-vectors/151/ 

Page 15 

Shark Lawyer - https://www.deviantart.com/4and4/art/Shark-Lawyer-570472569 

Page 16 

Angry Face - https://openclipart.org/detail/215785/yellow-angry-head 

 

https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Stop_hand_nuvola_alternate_text.svg
http://loveliverun.blogspot.com/2013/08/6-days-till-disney.html
http://loveliverun.blogspot.com/2013/08/6-days-till-disney.html
https://es.wikipedia.org/wiki/Espectador
https://ell.stackexchange.com/questions/33942/what-does-in-a-nut-shell-mean-in-this-context
https://ell.stackexchange.com/questions/33942/what-does-in-a-nut-shell-mean-in-this-context
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Quill
https://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?curid=11136558
http://www.picserver.org/c/case-law.html
https://fabiusmaximus.com/2012/12/23/justice-european-human-rights-47169/
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Carita_riendo.jpg
http://carlitoz.com/free-vectors/151/
https://www.deviantart.com/4and4/art/Shark-Lawyer-570472569
https://openclipart.org/detail/215785/yellow-angry-head
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Page 17 

Ice - https://pixabay.com/en/ice-cube-melting-ice-frozen-295036/ 

Page 18 

Judge Cartoon - http://thecollaboratory.wikidot.com/state-and-local-government-2012-13 

Page 19 

Female Police Officer - https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Policewoman.svg 

Page 20 

Pay Here - https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:UK_traffic_sign_661.3A.svg 

PBA Card - https://www.sagaciousnewsnetwork.com/nypd-cops-allowed-20-get-out-of-jail-

free-cards-for-friends-and-family-per-year/ 

Page 21 

Let’s Make a Deal - https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Let's_Make_a_Deal 

Useless Website - http://www.wowkeyword.com/take-me-to-a-useless-website/ 

Page 24 

Uber Logo - https://www.malaysianwireless.com/2014/01/uber-now-malaysia-luxury-car-

service-smartphone/ 

Page 25 

Robot Lawyer - https://kategalloway.net/tag/law-society-of-new-south-wales/ 

MUTCD - https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/html_index.htm 

Page 26 

Man Studying - https://www.publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-

image.php?image=204500&picture=wise-old-man 

Page 27 

Needle - https://pixabay.com/en/needle-syringe-hypodermic-shot-31827/ 

Pill Pack - https://www.publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-image.php?image=4854 

Money - https://www.goodfreephotos.com/other-photos/bandages-pile.jpg.php 

Sarcasm - https://pixabay.com/en/smiley-emoticon-funny-cheeky-822306/ 

 

https://pixabay.com/en/ice-cube-melting-ice-frozen-295036/
http://thecollaboratory.wikidot.com/state-and-local-government-2012-13
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Policewoman.svg
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:UK_traffic_sign_661.3A.svg
https://www.sagaciousnewsnetwork.com/nypd-cops-allowed-20-get-out-of-jail-free-cards-for-friends-and-family-per-year/
https://www.sagaciousnewsnetwork.com/nypd-cops-allowed-20-get-out-of-jail-free-cards-for-friends-and-family-per-year/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Let's_Make_a_Deal
http://www.wowkeyword.com/take-me-to-a-useless-website/
https://www.malaysianwireless.com/2014/01/uber-now-malaysia-luxury-car-service-smartphone/
https://www.malaysianwireless.com/2014/01/uber-now-malaysia-luxury-car-service-smartphone/
https://kategalloway.net/tag/law-society-of-new-south-wales/
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009r1r2/html_index.htm
https://www.publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-image.php?image=204500&picture=wise-old-man
https://www.publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-image.php?image=204500&picture=wise-old-man
https://pixabay.com/en/needle-syringe-hypodermic-shot-31827/
https://www.publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-image.php?image=4854
https://www.goodfreephotos.com/other-photos/bandages-pile.jpg.php
https://pixabay.com/en/smiley-emoticon-funny-cheeky-822306/
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Page 28 

Black Car - https://pixabay.com/en/car-automobile-sedan-four-door-car-35502/ 

Gray Car - https://openclipart.org/detail/275131/car 

Silver Car - https://pixabay.com/en/car-grey-silver-automobile-303897/ 

White Car - https://pixabay.com/en/suv-vehicle-suburban-drive-29064/ 

Page 29 

Hope - https://www.publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-

image.php?image=205328&picture=hope-stamp 

Page 31 

Alice - https://openclipart.org/detail/946/alice-in-wonderland-3-alice-with-a-key 

Vortex - https://openclipart.org/detail/247725/abstract-vortex 

Rabbit - https://openclipart.org/detail/227410/the-white-rabbit-black 

Analysis - https://pixabay.com/en/problem-analysis-mark-marker-hand-663333/ 

Page 32 

Jumping Man - https://openclipart.org/detail/276593/man-jumping-silhouette 

Jumping Group - https://openclipart.org/detail/276015/another-four-jumping-for-joy 

Page 32 

Drill - https://pixabay.com/en/drill-tool-electric-workshop-30331/ 

Page 36  

Police Lights - http://publicdomainpictures.net/view-image.php?image=31020 

Easy Button - https://www.publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-

image.php?image=877&picture=easy-to&large=1 

Page 37 

Approximate Symbol - https://openclipart.org/detail/198721/mono-togglefuzzy 

Page 40 

The Law - https://pixabay.com/en/law-justice-attorney-studio-legale-753482/ 

Page 41 

Certificate - http://pluspng.com/certificate-template-png-324.html 

https://pixabay.com/en/car-automobile-sedan-four-door-car-35502/
https://openclipart.org/detail/275131/car
https://pixabay.com/en/car-grey-silver-automobile-303897/
https://pixabay.com/en/suv-vehicle-suburban-drive-29064/
https://www.publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-image.php?image=205328&picture=hope-stamp
https://www.publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-image.php?image=205328&picture=hope-stamp
https://openclipart.org/detail/946/alice-in-wonderland-3-alice-with-a-key
https://openclipart.org/detail/247725/abstract-vortex
https://openclipart.org/detail/227410/the-white-rabbit-black
https://pixabay.com/en/problem-analysis-mark-marker-hand-663333/
https://openclipart.org/detail/276593/man-jumping-silhouette
https://openclipart.org/detail/276015/another-four-jumping-for-joy
https://pixabay.com/en/drill-tool-electric-workshop-30331/
http://publicdomainpictures.net/view-image.php?image=31020
https://www.publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-image.php?image=877&picture=easy-to&large=1
https://www.publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-image.php?image=877&picture=easy-to&large=1
https://openclipart.org/detail/198721/mono-togglefuzzy
https://pixabay.com/en/law-justice-attorney-studio-legale-753482/
http://pluspng.com/certificate-template-png-324.html
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Page 43 

Checklist - https://pixabay.com/en/clipboard-green-check-list-311168/ 

Ordnance - https://picryl.com/media/iraqi-rpg-7-portable-rocket-launcher-are-among-the-

piles-of-unexploded-ordnance-a22eb8 

Page 44 

PennDOT Logo - 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Pennsylvania_Department_of_Transportation_Logo.svg 

Page 45 

State Highway - https://pxhere.com/en/photo/122183 

Page 46 

Engineer - https://pixabay.com/en/engineer-caricature-cartoon-worker-23810/ 

Page 49 

Stop Sign on Left - 

https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Stop_sign_and_road_markings.JPG 

Page 50 

Stop Sign Obscured by Leaves - https://www.flickr.com/photos/29236088@N07/ 

Stop Ahead - 

https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Christmas_decoration_and_stop_ahead_sign_on_GA

135_in_Alston.JPG 

Page 54 

Stop Sign Sizes - https://www.safetysign.com/help/h49/mutcd-reflectivity 

Except Right Turn - https://www.flickr.com/photos/functoruser/56168189/ 

Page 55 

Four Way Stop Sign - https://www.flickr.com/photos/cincooldesigns/3356769419 

Double Stop Sign - https://www.flickr.com/photos/dirkdarkroom/2540520291/ 

Page 56 

Retroreflectometer - http://www.roadvista.com/retroreflectivity/sign-sheeting/ 

Page 59 

https://pixabay.com/en/clipboard-green-check-list-311168/
https://picryl.com/media/iraqi-rpg-7-portable-rocket-launcher-are-among-the-piles-of-unexploded-ordnance-a22eb8
https://picryl.com/media/iraqi-rpg-7-portable-rocket-launcher-are-among-the-piles-of-unexploded-ordnance-a22eb8
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Pennsylvania_Department_of_Transportation_Logo.svg
https://pxhere.com/en/photo/122183
https://pixabay.com/en/engineer-caricature-cartoon-worker-23810/
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Stop_sign_and_road_markings.JPG
https://www.flickr.com/photos/29236088@N07/
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Christmas_decoration_and_stop_ahead_sign_on_GA135_in_Alston.JPG
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Christmas_decoration_and_stop_ahead_sign_on_GA135_in_Alston.JPG
https://www.safetysign.com/help/h49/mutcd-reflectivity
https://www.flickr.com/photos/functoruser/56168189/
https://www.flickr.com/photos/cincooldesigns/3356769419
https://www.flickr.com/photos/dirkdarkroom/2540520291/
http://www.roadvista.com/retroreflectivity/sign-sheeting/
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White Stop Line - https://publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-

image.php?image=133429&picture=stop-painted-on-street 

Yellow Stop Line - https://www.dreamstime.com/stock-photo-yellow-stop-line-painted-asphalt-

image99580796 

Page 60 

Yellow Stop Line - https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Stop_sign_and_road_markings.JPG 

Police Station - http://colbycriminaljustice.wikidot.com/agency-administration 

Page 61 

Police Officer Oath - https://www.flickr.com/photos/myfwcmedia/11209239283 

Page 64 

Dukes of Hazzard - https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Dukes_of_Hazzard 

Page 66 

Mean Judge - http://colbycriminaljustice.wikidot.com/intro-to-criminal-justice-2015-16 

Page 67  

Overruled - https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Overruled! 

Supervisors Meeting - https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:FEMA_-_41022_-

_FEMA_at_Jackson_County_School_Board_Meeting.jpg 

Page 81 

Puzzle - https://pxhere.com/en/photo/1453635 

Page 88 

Coup de Grace - http://www.rapperitaliani.com/kaos-one-gela-la-scena-italiana-con-il-nuovo-

album-coup-de-grace/ 

Page 89 

Statue of Liberty - https://www.new-york-city-travel-tips.com/14-pictures-the-statue-of-

liberty/ 

 

https://publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-image.php?image=133429&picture=stop-painted-on-street
https://publicdomainpictures.net/en/view-image.php?image=133429&picture=stop-painted-on-street
https://www.dreamstime.com/stock-photo-yellow-stop-line-painted-asphalt-image99580796
https://www.dreamstime.com/stock-photo-yellow-stop-line-painted-asphalt-image99580796
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Stop_sign_and_road_markings.JPG
http://colbycriminaljustice.wikidot.com/agency-administration
https://www.flickr.com/photos/myfwcmedia/11209239283
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Dukes_of_Hazzard
http://colbycriminaljustice.wikidot.com/intro-to-criminal-justice-2015-16
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Overruled
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:FEMA_-_41022_-_FEMA_at_Jackson_County_School_Board_Meeting.jpg
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:FEMA_-_41022_-_FEMA_at_Jackson_County_School_Board_Meeting.jpg
https://pxhere.com/en/photo/1453635
http://www.rapperitaliani.com/kaos-one-gela-la-scena-italiana-con-il-nuovo-album-coup-de-grace/
http://www.rapperitaliani.com/kaos-one-gela-la-scena-italiana-con-il-nuovo-album-coup-de-grace/
https://www.new-york-city-travel-tips.com/14-pictures-the-statue-of-liberty/
https://www.new-york-city-travel-tips.com/14-pictures-the-statue-of-liberty/

