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Pursuant to Rule 8 520, subdivision (f) of the California Rules
of Court, proposed amicus curiae Redflex Traffic Svstems. Inc. ("Redflex")
respectfully submits the enclosed brief in support of Plaintiff and
Respondent People of the State of California ("The People"). This brief
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L INTEREST OF AMICUS

Redflex is the largest and longest-established photo
enforcement technology provider in the United States. Redflex has been
operating for over 20 years and has over 1,200 photo enforcemen; systems
in more than 240 communities in 22 states, including California. As the
industry leader, Redflex pioneered the expansion of fixed and mobile red
light cameras. Consistent with its mission to reduce the risk of tragedy on
the road by making an impact on dangerous driving behavior, Redflex has
innovated photo enforcement technology that provides unsurpassed

accuracy and reduces red light-related automobile collisions.



Redflex has an interest in the outcome of this case because it

manufactured and maintained the ATES that photographed Appellant

Goldsmith ("Appellant") failing 1o stop at the subject red light.
which led to Appellant's conviction and appeal. The lower courts affirmed
Appellant's conviction on the basis of the photographs and videos taken by
Redflex's ATES. Redflex can provide specific information regarding the
ATES evidence at issue in this casc.

Further, Redflex has a broader interest in the outcome of the
legal issues presented by this case because a ruling in favor of Appellant
would harm Redflex's business and impact public safety. Numerous studies
have shown that photo enforcement systems deter the running of red lights.
thereby improving safety on the road and reducing the social costs
associated with automobile collisions. To make red light photo
enforcement programs possible, California cities with limited resources
must operate photo enforcement systems in conjunction with private
companies like Redflex.

Redflex is uniquely positioned to assist this Court in deciding
the important legal issues involved in this case. As California's leading
provider of red light photo enforcement systems in California, Redflex can
explain in detail the technical aspects of the ATES, aiding this Court in its

decision as to whether the testimony in this case was required as a



prerequisite to admission of ATES evidence and whether ATES evidence
was hearsay .
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L INTRODUCTION

Ammicus curiae Redflex Traffic Systems Inc. ("Redflex") has
been operating for over 20 years and has over 1,200 photo enforcement
systems in more than 240 communities in 22 states, including California.
Redflex manufactured and maintained the automated traffic enforcement
system ("ATES") that photographed Appellant Goldsmith
("Appellant") failing to stop at the subject red light, which led to
Appellant's conviction and appeal. The lower courts affirmed Appellant's
conviction on the basis of the photographs and videos taken by Redflex's
ATES.

This Court granted review to decide: (1) What testimony, if
any regarding the accuracy and reliability of the automated traffic
enforcement system ("ATES") is required as a prerequisite to admission of
ATES-generated evidence; and (2) Is the ATES evidence hearsay and, if so,
do any exceptions apply?

The briefing on the merits by the parties herein presented
legal arguments in response to those issues. This brief by Redflex provides
a factual understanding of the ATES technology which clarifies that the
ATES 1s just like any other computer system and that the ATES evidence is
machine-generated without human manipulation. As such, the facts
support the position taken by Plaintiff and Respondent People of the State

of California ("The People") that because ATES evidence is machine-



generated, the presumptions of accuracy and reliability of Evidence Code
sections 1552 and 1553 apply, and ATES evidence is not a "statement"
under the hearsay rule.

The violation at issue occurred before January 1. 2013.
Thereforé; this brief does not address Senate Bill 1303, which became
effective on January 1, 2013. Senate Bill 1303 added subsections to
Evidence Code sections 1552 and 1553 to expressly state that the
evidentiary presumptions of accuracy apply to the photos and video
generated by an automated red light camera system, and added a subsection
to Vehicle Code section 21455.5 to expressly state that ATES evidence is

not hearsay.

II. STATEMENT OF ATES TECHNOLOGY

A. The Photographs and Video

The ATES at an intersection consists of a computer, digital
cameras, a video camera, and sensors in the ground of each lane. As
explained in greater detail below, when sensors detect a vehicle about to
enter the intersection in the red light phase, the ATES is programmed to
obtain four digital photographs and a 12-second video. The photos consist
of: (1) a pre-violation photo showing the vehicle behind the limit line: (2)ya -
post-violation photo showing the vehicle in the intersection: (3) a photo of

the vehicle's license plate; and (4) a photo of the driver's face. The 12-

[N
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second video shows the approach and progression of the vehicle through
the intersection.

When the light at the intersection turns red, the computer
monitors the two "loop" detectors in each lane of the intersection and starts
measuring the time that has lapsed since the light turned red. When the
front of a potentially violating vehicle triggers each of the two loops in its
lane of travel, the computer calculates the approximate speed of the vehicle
using time and distance. If the calculated speed of the vehicle is at or above
a programmed threshold, the computer immediately directs the camera and
strobe light to take a picture of the vehicle and the video buffer to save the
streaming video. The computer also stores how long the light was red
when the picture was taken. If the speed of the vehicle is under the
threshold, the computer stops processing the incident and returns to
monitoring the loop detectors in each lane of the approach. The threshold
is determined by the local agency and is based upon the speed that is likely
to allow a vehicle to safely stop before passing the limit line.

When the back of the vehicle triggers the detection loop, the
computer calculates how much time will pass before the back of the vehicle
is at the ideal spot to activate the license plate high resolution digital
camera and strobe light. The computer uses that calculation to determine

when to direct the camera and strobe light for the photo of the vehicle in the



intersection and the high resolution digital camera and strobe light to
capture the face of the driver.

The very fact that the ATES is able to capture face shots,
license plates, and other depictions demonstrates that the ATES is properly
functioning. The cameras are fixed. They do not rotate. Yet they manage
to obtain face shots of drivers who often-times are traveling over the speed
limit. If the timing was off by even a tenth of a second, the photos would
not be able to capture these high speed images. Instead, they would capture
photos depicting asphalt or, less frequently, other portions of vehicles (e.g.,
roofs, side panels, etc.). As the photos and videos the ATES captures
confirm that the system works, the functionality of the ATES is truly self-
corroborating.

The computer is also equipped with alarms that are triggered
if the authentication is invalid, the computer memory capacity is exceeded,
the software program malfunctions, or the internal time-clock is invalid. If
none of these alarms are triggered, the ATES was working properly at the
time of the incident. The photos, video, and alarm status data for each
incident are automatically embedded with a digital signature and saved on
the computer's hard drive in a folder that is assigned a unique incident
number. The creation of this evidence is completely automated by the

ATES equipment, without any human involvement. The equipment does



not require technical calibration because it would not be able to photograph
vehicles in an intersection on a red light if it were not functioning properly.

B. The Databar

Atthe time of capture, the computer at the intersection
automatically embeds each of the four photos with a data bar, which
contains the following information: (1) the location of the recorded
information by site name and description; (2) the site computer address and
revision of software being used; (3) the date and time each photo was
taken; (4) the posted speed limit for the area; (5) the lane of traffic in which
the violation took place; (6) the calculated speed of the vehicle

| photographed; (7) the length of time the light had been red when the photo
was taken; (8) the length of time the light was amber before turning red:
and (9) the total elapsed time between the start of the incident (i.e.., when
the first photo was taken) and when the subject photo was taken.

All of this information is automatically measured and
recorded by the ATES after it has been triggered by a vehicle passing over
the sensors. The speed of the vehicle as it passes over the sensors is used
by the computer to calculate whether the vehicle will stop before reaching
the limit line and to time the photos to capture the appropriate views.

C. Storage and Maintenance of Violation Data

The computer at the intersection gives the four photographs

and the buffered video files a unique file name that includes embedded



digital signature information that enables the ability to verify, in the future.
that the content of the file has not been altered in any way. The files are
stored on the computer's hard drive in a folder that is assigned a unique
incident number.

A master server at the Redflex facility in Arizona
automatically connects to the computer at the intersection periodically.
from 20 to 60 minute intervals on average, through a secure virtual private
network (VPN). The incident folders containing the photos, video, and
alarm status data are encrypted and uploaded from the local intersection
computer to the server through the VPN to ensure there is no unauthorized
access to the information. Upon receipt of the incident folders, the server
reads the digital signature to verifv that the contents are valid and have not
been tampered with in any way. Any attempt to change the contents would
result in an invalid digital signature. The folders and contents are then
stored on a protected "read only" drive on the server. The contents on the
"read only" drive cannot be altered or changed.

When the Redflex server in Arizona is in contact with the
local intersection computer, it also re-synchronizes the internal clock of the
computer at the intersection to maintain accuracy. The internal clock of the
server computer is verified to be accurate by comparison to secondary time

standards multiple times each day.



D. Issuance of Citations

Following specific mandatory guidelines established by the
police departments, authorized Redflex employees prepare an incident file
for a police officer to review and determine whether to issue a citation. The
incident folder with its contents, including the photos and video, that was
created by the ATES is copied into a private database. The alarm status
data is electronically imported onto a form called a Certificate of Correct
Functioning. A copy of the vehicle owner’s registration information and/or
owner's driver's license, clectronically obtained from the Department of
Motor Vehicles, is also copied into the record file reviewed by the officer.

The private database is accessed by a police officer certified
to operate the ATES program and assigned an exclusive password. The
officer then determines whether the elements of the infraction are present
and visible, and whether the photo of the driver's face taken by the ATES
matches the photo on the owner's driver's license. The officer either
approves the incident for issuance of a citation or rejects the incident and
then sends that decision to Redflex. The police department has exclusive
discretion and authority in determining whether a citation should be issued.

Upon the approval and direction of the police department,
Redflex processes the data of the incident and prints and mails a Notice of
Traffic Violation to the registered owner/driver of the vehicle, with copies

of the four photos and the vehicle registration and/or driver's license



information. A digital record of the Notice of Traffic Violation is also
transmitted to the Superior Court, where it becomes an active case.

E. ATES Maintenance

Even though the city operates and supervises the ATES, it is
owned and maintained by Redflex. Maintenance of the system is
monitored regularly by a three-step process by Redflex to ensure that it is
functioning reliably. The first step is the verification of operation, which
means that when the remote location is contacted by the server, the server
detects system power, incidents to be processed, and communication
between the vehicle detection system and the camera computer, confirming
that all systems are functioning.

The second step comes from the processing of the incident
photos and video and the quality of said items. Each incident is reviewed
for clarity, lighting, traffic signal phasing, vehicle location in the pictures,
camera orientation, etc. The last step of the maintenance program is a
monthly data analysis that is used to identify any trends that would indicate
a problem. Onsite maintenance is performed by a Redflex technician,
which includes routine proactive checks of physical condition, camera glass
cleaning. verification that loop grounding is secure and within
specification, and voltage level checks, etc. This activity is recorded in a

maintenance log and can be obtained through discovery.



F. Officer Training

Once a city contracts with Redflex to provide photo
enforcement systems and services, the city's police officers receive
extensive training from Redflex. California officers typically receive 16
hours of on-site training at the Redflex facility in Arizona, where the server
computer, incident processing employees, and security checks are located,
as well as an additional eight hours of field training back in their local area.
Officers are trained on the methods, function, and operations of the ATES
and citation processing. They are taught how the computer system works,
how the ATES evidence is generated and how to understand its contents,
how to access the secure database to view incidents for approval or
rejection, how to monitor and report proper functioning and maintenance of
the ATES, and other details.

Cities oversee maintenance of the ATES through routine
audits of maintenance logs and regular observations of maintenance work
being done. Officers are also instructed to personally take action to verify
that the system is working properly on a regular basis. Officers can do this
by visiting ATES approaches with the Redflex maintenance technician or
watch maintenance occur remotely, and compare their observations to the
maintenance log entries to ensure accuracy. Officers can also conduct
independent audits of the ATES by observing the triggering of the cameras,

the images and video associated with the triggers. and the automatic,



computer-generated creation of the data bar information via a secure
connection to the ATES computer via a program called "SuperScreen.”

Officers are also instructed to physically check each location.
observing that the signal timing and signage meet or exceed regulations and
that the equipment is functioning. Officers can do this by using a
stopwatch to time the amber phase and checking the traffic approach from
all directions to ensure that signs notifying drivers of the ATES are clearly
visible. Officers can also personally test the system by triggering a red
light incident in their vehicles while noting the time (shutting down the
intersection to ensure safety), and comparing their actions to the photos,
data bar, and video evidence generated by the ATES of their incident for
accuracy.

IIl. APPELLANT MISCONSTRUES THE EVIDENCE

A. The Evidence is Machine-Generated and Cannot be
Manipulated.

Appellant fails to understand how the ATES functions and,
consequently, misconstrues its reliability and accuracy to this Court.
Appellant attempts to distinguish the digital photographs generated by the
ATES from traditional photographs in an inference that digital photographs
are less reliable and accurate than traditional photographs. [Opening Brief
on the Merits ("OBM"), pp. 13-15.] However, the manner in which the

ATES photographs are generated. stored, and processed ensures that there
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is no manipulation of the digital evidence, so the authentication
requirements for ATES-generated photographs should be no difterent than
the authentication requirements for traditional photographs.

As described in detail above, the entire process of taking the
photographs and video, recording the incident information and embedding
the data on the photographs, transferring the evidence from the local
intersection computer to the server computer, and storing the evidence is
completely automated and machine-generated without any human
involvement. The connection between the local and server computers is a
secure VPN, the evidence is embedded with a digital signature that would
cause the server computer to reject the evidence if it had been tampered
with, and if there had been any malfunction of the equipment, systematic
alarms would identify them and a Certificate of Proper Functioning would
not be issued. Further, access to the copies of the files is password-
restricted.

The processes and security measures described above require
the rejection of Appellant's unsupported argument that the ATES evidence
1s untrustworthy because unidentified computer hackers can somehow
access and manipulate the evidence. [See OBM, p. 32.]

Further, the data bar is not "superimposed” on the photos by
Redflex technicians who have to adjust the images "to fit the reduced space

on the photo" "to create enough space to imprint the data bar." [See OBM.



p. 32; Reply Brief on the Merits ("RBM"), p. 17.] Rather, the incident
information is electronically imbedded on the digital photos automatically
by the ATES computer at the intersection before it ever even reaches a
human being. The computer is programmed to format the photos with the
data bar.

Contrary to Appellant's assumption, there is no compression
of the digital image. [See OBM, pp. 14-15.] Rather than store a great
number of images and discard data contained in the original image, the
local intersection computer runs continuously but only stores data when
triggered by ared light incident, and then that data is transferred every 20-
60 minutes to the server computer, where the contents are stored in their
original, unaltered form. Citing a journal. not a case, Appellant states that,
"[blecause digital images are highly susceptible to undetectable
manipulation, evidence that the image has not been manipulated is crucial
to a showing that the image is authentic." [OBM, p. 15.] Even if
Appellant's statement of the law was accurate and properly supported (it is
not), it is beyond fair debate that Redflax has appropriate safeguards to
prevent the manipulation of ATES evidence and ensure the authenticity of
the digital images.

Appellant also makes much of Officer Young's testimony that
the ATES was not "calibrated." [See OBM, pp. 5, 31-32.] This is merely

an issue over word choice. To "calibrate" in this context means to

-12-



determine the correct range for the camera by observing where the
photograph is taken when triggered. Sec Webster's College Dict. (2nd ed.
1999), p. 188 [a copy is attached hereto]. The ATES-generated evidence
itself shows that the equipment was properly calibrated because it would
not be able to photograph vehicles in an intersection on a red light if it were
not functioning properly.

Appellant mistakenly implies that Officer Young's testimony
means that the equipment was not maintained to ensure proper functioning.
As described in detail above, the ATES equipment receives regular
maintenance and monitoring by Redflex technicians, which is overseen by
police officers, and officers can run their own tests to ensure the equipment
is functioning properly.

Finally, Appellant's unexplained assertion that the ATES
evidence is here is somehow untrustworthy because a Redflex notary
supposedly failed to comply with the requirements of notary statutes in
another state is not only baseless, but also irrelevant. [See OBM, p. 30;
Appellant's Motion for Judicial Notice; RBM, p. 6.] Put simply,
Appellant's allegation has absolutely nothing to do with the accurate and
reliable functioning of the computer systems that generated the evidence of

Appellant's red light violation.



B. The Description of Technology in People v. Gray is Taken Qut of
Context.

Appellant purports to describe the ATES-generated images
based on the court's summary of the testimony in People v. Gray (2012)
204 Cal.App.4th 1041. [See RBM, p. 16.] First of all, this Court granted
review of Gray on June 20, 2012 (S202483); therefore, Gray is unciteable.
Cal. Rules of Court, Rules 8.1105(e)(1), 8.1115(a).

Second, Appellant quotes a portion of the opinion where the
issue is whether the term "system" in California Vehicle Code section
21455.5, subdivision (b), means only the ATES computer at the local
intersection or both the local computer and the server computer at the
Redflex facility in Arizona. [See RBM, p. 16.] See Gray, supra, 204
Cal.App.4th at p. 1049. In that context, the court soughf to explain that the
term "system" referred to both the local and server computer because the
ATES equipment at the intersection creates the digital photographs, video,
and data, but the server computer is necessary to create physical output of
that evidence. Gray. supra, 204 Cal.App.4th at p. 1049.

Likewise, the Answer Brief on the Merits filed in Gray
merely explains that computers communicate with each other through
digital codes. 2012 WL 6569404 at *14. As embodied in Evidence Code
sections 1552 and 1553, all information and images existing on a computer

consist of digital codes representing that information or image, and it is not

-14-



until it is printed that it becomes a physical representation of that
information or image. Thus, Gray's reference to the conversion of ATES
evidence does not suggest that the original digital images taken by the
ATES equipment at the intersection are altered, but only that they exist in a
digital form on the computer.

IV.  PUBLIC POLICY SUPPORTS ADMISSIBILITY

A. California Has a Compelling Public Policy Interest in Improving
Traffic Safety.

The California Legislature authorized the implementation of
red light camera programs "to improve enforcement and safety at high
crash or other high-risk locations where on-site traffic enforcement
personnel cannot be utilized." Assem. Com. on Transportation, Analysis of
Assem. Bill No. 1022 (2003-2004 Reg. Sess.) Apr. 21, 2003, p. 3.
Moreover, the Legislature has recognized that various studies have found
that red light camera programs improve public safety. Id. at pp. 3-4. For
instance, the Legislature cited a 2001 Insurance Institute for Highway
Safety ("IIHS") study finding significant crash reductions after the City of
Oxnard, California implemented red light cameras. /d. at p. 3. That study
found that red light cameras in Oxnard resulted in a 29% reduction in
crashes at intersections equipped with red light cameras, with front-into-
side crashes decreased by 32% overall and front-into-side crashes resulting

in mnjurles decreased by 68%. 7bid.



California courts have firmly established that the State of
California has a substantial public policy interest in maximizing safety on
California roadways. Due to this important public policy consideration,
California courts have validated the use of streamlined regulatory and
Judicial procedures in various settings in order to improve traffic safety.
See. e.g., Ingersoll v. Palmer (1987) 43 Cal.3d 1321. 1335 (holding that
sobriety checkpoints are constitutional even though they are not based on
reasonable suspicion because the primary purpose of the checkpoints is to
"promote public safety"); People v. Wells (2006) 38 Cal.4th 1078, 1083-84
(finding that an anonymous and uncorroborated tip may itself create
reasonable suspicion that a driver is operating a vehicle under the influence
of alcohol in part because of the grave public safety threats caused by drunk
drivers); Lowry v. Gutierrez (2005) 129 Cal.App.4th 926, 942-43 (same).
For the reasons detailed below, red light camera systems and the procedures
used in adjudicating traffic offenses based on evidence generated by such
systems constitute a vital component in the State of California's effort to

improve traffic safety.

1. Red Light Camera Systems Have Been Proven to Improve
Public Safety.

Various studies have proven that red light camera systems
improve safety on the road and thereby reduce the social costs associated

with automobile collisions.
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a. 2011 Insurance Institute for Highway Safety Study

Most recently, in February 2011, the Insurance Institute for
Highway Safety ("IIHS") published its findings from an intensive studv
ultimately finding that red light camera systems have reduced fatalities
from red light running crashes. See Hu, et al., Effects of Red Light Camera
Enforcement on Fatal Crashes in Large U.S. Cities (2011) Insurance
Institute for Highway Safety o
<http://www.trafficsafetycoalition.com/public_fip/Full%20I1THS%20Study.
pdf> [as of Apr. 12, 2013]. The IIHS identified 14 cities with red light
camera programs during 2004-2008 but not during 1992-1996, and 48 cities
without such programs during either period, and compared the per capita
rate of fatal red light running crashes during the two periods. Id. at p. 1.

Not surprisingly. the study found that red light cameras save

lives. All but two of the 14 cities with red light camera programs during

2004-2008 experienced reductions in the rate of fatal red light running

crashes, and all but three experienced reductions in the rate of all fatal
crashes at signalized intersections. /d. at p. 6. Across the 14 cities, the
average annual rate of all red light running crashes declined by about 35%.
and the average annual rate of all fatal crashes at signalized intersections
decreased by about 14%. /d. at pp. 6. 13. Of those cities that experienced

reductions in both fatal crash rates, all but one had percentage reductions
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for fatal red light running crashes that were larger than those for all fatal
crashes at signalized intersections. 1d. at p. 6.

The study found that the implementation of red light camera
programs improved roadway safety even in those cities without such
programs. About half of the 48 cities without red light camera programs
during either period experienced reductions in fatal red light running
crashes during the period of 2004-2008, and about one-third of such cities
experienced reductions in the rate of all fatal crashes at signalized
intersections. /d. at p. 6. The average annual rate of all red light running
crashes declined by about 14% across the 48 cities. Id. at pp. 6. 13.

The ITHS study also utilized a Poisson regression model
taking into account the effects of other predictors on the per capita rate of
fatal crashes. Id. at pp. 7, 13. The Poisson model concluded that the rate

of fatal red light running crashes during 2004-2008 in cities with cameras

was 24% lower than would have been expected without cameras. Ibid.
The Poisson model also concluded that the annual per capita rate of all fatal
crashes at signalized intersections in 2004-2008 was 17% lower than what

would have been expected without the cameras. Ihid.

b. 2005 U.S. Federal Highway Administration Study

In April 2005, the U.S. Federal Highway Administration

published the results of a study assessing the safety benefits of red light
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cameras. See Council et al,, Safety Evaluation of Red-Light Cameras
(2005) Federal Highway Administration
<http://blog.chron.com/cityhall/files/legacv/archives/Federal%20Hi ghway
%20 Administration%20study.pdf>> [as of Apr. 12, 2013]. The objective of
this study was to identify the effect of red light cameras on the frequency of
right-angle side impact crashes, lefi-turn crashes, rear end crashes and other
types of crashes. /d. at p. 29. The study analyzed many intersections with
an average pre-camera period of six years and average post-camera period
of 2.76 years. Id. atp. 41.

The study found that right-angle crashes decreased by an
average of about 25% (but rear-end crashes increased by about 15%) in the
post-camera period at intersections equipped with red light cameras. /d. at
p- 63. Atnearby intersections not equipped with cameras, the study found
that right-angle crashes decreased by an average of about 9% in the post-
camera period, and rear-end crashes increased nominally by about 1.8%.
Ibid. Because right-angle crashes are generally more severe and costly than
rear-end collisions, the study concluded that each red light camera system
results in an economic benefit of between $39,000 and $50,000 per year.

Id. atpp. 67, 76.
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c. 2002 California Bureau of State Audits Study

In July 2002, the California Bureau of State Audits ("BSA")
1ssued the results of its study on red light camera programs. See Howle,
Red Light Camera Programs. Although They Have Contributed to a
Reduction in Accidents, Operational Weaknesses Exist at the Local Level
(2002) Cal. Bureau of State Audits
<http://www .bsa.ca.gov/pdfs/reports/2001-125.pdf> [as of Apr. 12, 2013].
The BSA analyzed accident data from January 1995 through September
2001, and found that the average number of accidents caused by red light
running declined by 10% statewide in cities with red light cameras
compared to no change in the number of such accidents in cities without
cameras. /d. atp. 47. The number of red light accidents decreased between
3% and 21% after installation of red light cameras in five of the
jurisdictions sampled, and increased by 5% in one. /bid. Accident rates at
individual intersections actually equipped with red light cameras decreased
by as much as 55%. Ibid. Moreover, the study found that after San Diego
suspended its red light camera program in June 2001, accidents caused by
red light violations increased city-wide by 14% and by 30% at intersections
where red light cameras had previously been in place. /bid.

The California Legislature has relied on the results of the
BSA study in amending the CVC section authorizing the use of red light

cameras. See Analysis of Assem. Bill No. 1022, supra, at p. 3. The
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Legislature noted that the BSA study found that the number of accidents
reduced by as much as 21% after implementation of red light cameras.

Ihid.

The statistics set forth above demonstrate the success that red
light cameras have had in furthering California's public policy interest in
enhancing public safety on California roads. Indeed, the studies show that
red light cameras have dramatically decreased the number of fatal crashes
caused by red light running. The presence of red light cameras thus
functions as a successful deterrent to drivers who would ordinarily run red
lights.

V. CONCLUSION

For the aforementioned reasons. Redflex respectfully requests that
the Court affirm the Court of Appeal's decision in this case.

DATED: April 15,2013
SHEPPARD MULLIN RICHTER &

HAMPTON L1p
t

By W N
MICHAEL D. STEWART .

GREGORY P. BARBEFE
JESSICA A. JOHNSON
Attorneys for Amicus Curiae
Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc.



CERTIFICATION OF WORD COUNT

Amici Curiae Redflex Traffic Systems, Inc. hereby certifies that the
text of its brief, to be filed on April 15, 2013, contains 4,604 words as
counted by Microsoft Word, the word processing program utilized to
generate the brief.

DATED: April 15,2013

SHEPPARD MULLIN RICHTER &
HAMPTON LLpP

.,
oy

MICHAEL D. STEWART
GREGORY P. BARBEE
JESSICA A. JOHNSON

Attorneys for Amicus Curiae
Redflex Traffic Systems. Inc.



|  HOUSE
. WEBSTER’S

OOOOOOOOOOO



Kandom House Webster's College Dictionary
Copyright © 1999 by Randoms House, e

All rights reserved under Internanonal and Pan-American Copyright Conventions. Mo
part of this book may he reproduced in any form or by any weans, elecironic or
mechanical, incleding photocopying, without the written permission of the publishe;.
All Inquiries should be addressed to Reference & Information Publishing, Random
House, Inc., 201 East 50th Street, New York, NY 10022-7703. Published in the United
States by Randoni House, Inc., New York and simultaneously in Canada by Random
House of Canada Limited.

The Random House Living Dictionary Database™, Random House and colephon are reg-
istered trademarks of Randomn House, 1c.

The first Random House college dicuonary, the American College Dictionary, was pub-
lished in 1947 to critical acclaim. The first edition of the Random House Webster's Col-
lege Dictionary was published in 1991, Subseguent revisions were published in 1992,
1995, and 1996. A second, completely redesigned, revised, and updated edition was
published in 1997, with updates published annually thereafter. Copyright © 1998, 1996,
1995, 1992, 1991 by Random House, Inc.

Trademarks

A number of entered words which we have reason to believe constitute trademarks
have been designated as such. However, no attempt has been made to designate as
trademarks or service marks all words or terms in which proprietary rights might exist.
The inclusion, exclusion, or definition of a word or term is not intended to affect, or to
express a judgment on, the validity or legal status of the word or term as a trademark,
service mark, or other proprietary term.

This book is available for special purchases in bulk by organizations and institutions,
not for resale, ai special discounts. Please direct your inquiries to the Random House
Special Sales Department, toll-free 888-591-1200 or fax 212-572-4961.

Please address inquiries about electronic licensing of this division’s products, for use on
a network or in software or on CD-ROM, to the Subsidiary Rights Department, Random
House Reference & Information Publishing, fax 212-940-7370.

Library of Congress Cataloging-in-Publication Data

Random House Webster’s college dictionary -- 2nd. ed.
p.  cm.
ISBN 0-375-40741-3 (hardcover),
1. English language--Dictionaries. 1. Random House (Firmj
PE1628.R28 1999
423-DC2i 99-12620
CIP

Visit the Random House Web site at www.randomhouse.com

Typeset and Printed in the United States of America
Typeset by the Random House Reference & Information Publishing Group

1999 Second Random House Edition
987654321
April 199¢

ISBN: 0-375-40741-3

New York Toronte London Sydney  Auckland

S g e

ot v e

T

R .

T

Staff wvi
Preface

Sample P
Using Th
Defining
Abbreviat
Pronunci,

Dictiona
Ready R

Guide for
Avoiding

Forms of |
From Sou
Words Mc
Words Co
Signs & Sy
Presidents
Chief Amc
Continent:
Nations of
Largest Is]
Great Oce:
Largest La
Notable M
Notable D
World Maj
Index to U




calculator n caliper

ing: conpui; ). 2. 1he resul of caleiioting. 3. a5 estinale based on  Calshoun (kal héty/, ka'-;, n. John Caldwell, 1782
the known tacts; forecast. 4. forethought; prio or carefuj plamming. 5. dein of (e U8 1825-32

scliemning selfistines.. 1Y350-1400, ML < L1} —cal/cua’tive 1i'izv,  Caeli (ka/ley, n. @ eity 11{ SW Colowina. 1,718,681

i 4 20-1400; ME (o
-3 tiv}, cal/cuela‘tionayl, ad; Caleisban (kal’s baw/}, n. the ughv. beastlike slave of Prospers ssor fof Muhar,;,
calscuslastor (kal’kys 1d%tarj. 1. 1. a sinall, hand-operated elecironi, Shakespeare's The Tempes: (153 = k. Ipheal; (kai/a 18], ka’la-j, ad;
or mechanical device tijat perfonns calculations. 2. 3 ses ol tables thal  calsisher (kal’a barj, n. 1. the diameter of a circular sections, esp 'te (kal’y far, i, kasi,
facilitate calculativn. 3. 2 person whi calcvlals, [1375-3523) inside of a tube. 2. the diaeter of the Loye ol a gun taker asa ot of a calipy, (1225351
calecuslous ikal’kyz 103}, ady. characiorized by 1lie presence of catew

of measurement. 3, degree of capacily or culpelenice; abiliy
lue. o stone. [1400-50; late ME « L esp. Briv, cal’isbre. [1560-70, var. of calibre < MF «: Acj b
calecuslus (kaVkys las), re, pi -li iy, -lusees. 1. 2 method of calcy- caleisbrate {kal/g brat’;, v, -brateed, -brateing, 1. a 10
Loz, esp. onc of severa; highily systeinaar merivads of treating prot check 1te graduation of ta guantitative Meisuring instrumeny), i

*then.ics cal-lis-th)en-
apl oy} BYNIIASlC exercige

i Bor. 2. (useq wik g Slreg
Such exercises (184050, oy

X - .
lems by a specia) system of algebiaic netations. ae diflerentia) or e mark (7 theromneter or other msironiein) with indexes of de - ics) j*Ci’lVis-then/ic, ca!rflis.'ﬂ::}
grai calcalus 2, a Slotie, or concretion, farmied ) (e gallbladder quintity. 2. to deterinine e correc) raage for {a gur, morlar, e, Caslix {(ka‘liks, kal’iksy, ., plocale,
kidney, o: other pan of the body. 3. a hard, vellowizl (o browiish; observig where the fired prajectle hits. 1i8o6t-n5] —cal/lebra/tisg) B 1705-10; < L) see CHALICE)
black depesit o teetis formed largeiy through the calcificanon, ob den- . —cal/isbra‘tor, cal/ishrat/er, . 4§ A ‘h"",;ﬂ‘m\‘). 7. {chiefly in technica!
13l plague; tartar. 4, calcotaton: 14 calculus of palincal appeci caleieces (kal’a séz), 1o pl. of caux. £ calk® (kok), n, 1, 4 Projection on
1610-20; « L pebble, small sione used in reckoiing}) caslische (ka le/clié), n. 1. a surface deposi of sodium nirate ice, Pavement, ec. 1 2. 10 pfo'l'
Calscuteta (kal kut/a}, n. the capital of West Bengai stae, in E lndia,  in South American desent areas: formerly a mijor source of pealk. 13580—901
on the Hooghly River: former capital of Bravsl) India. 9,166,000, fertilizey. 2, a zone of calciun: carbonale or ctie) carbonates iy u e N RPN CIy oul in a Juyg
Caleder (kol/dari, n. Alexander, 18961670, U.S. sculplor. of semiarid regions Compare Harpra, [1855-60; < Sp: flake of | Slon or invite o come: m‘w
caledesra (kal der/s, koj-j, 5, PhLoras. a large, basinlite depression  caleisco (kal’i ké7), n, pl. -coes, -cas, adi. ——i. 1. a ptain-wo 3. 10 communicaie or try (o
resultiug from the explosion or collapse of the center of a volcana.  ton doth printed with 5 figured patiern, usu. or: one side. 2 £ P. as by a caji.
{1860-65; « Sp Caldera lit, cauldron < LL caldarig} plain white cotton cloth. 3. an animal having & spoited or part 2 loud voice 6, to conybj/:
Calede«rén de la Bar.ca (kal’da ron/ del’s bar/ka), n. Pedro, 1600~  coal. ~—ad]. 4. made of calico. 5, moulf:d ar variegated in color, & nce authorualively, proclairy.- ;
81, Spanish playwright and poet. a domestit cat] having a variegated white, black, red, and cream a rehsarsal 9, sunimon 13‘\; ¢
Calderon Sol n. Armando, bors 194y, presiden: of El Salvador since  [1495-1505; shor for Calico cloth] A0 the mimstry, 19, 0 sumne
1994, cal/ico bass/ (bas), n. the black crappie. Sec under crappiz, the army. 11, 1o cause to cq
caledron (kél/dranj, n. caunron. 85, Amer:] g ; - 10 bring unde:
Caldewell (kdld/wel, -wal), n. Erskine, 1903-87, U.S. novelist, cal/ico bug’, n. warrouin suc. (1885-90, Amer | 3 € 13. 10 attract o
Ca.leb (ki/lab}, n. a Hebrew leader, sent as a spy into the land of Ca- cal’ico b“""/:' L MOUNTAIN LAUREL. [1805-15, Amer.] s Hlracteristic sounds, 14, to di
naan. Num. 13:6, Caleiscut (kal/i kut’). n. a seaport in W Kerala, in SW India, 544 address (someonej a5 16. {
casléche (ks lesh/}, 1. carasn {def. 1. [1660~70: « F; see CALASH) Formerly, Kozhlkode. 1 oalled me q jigr, 17. to thint
Caleeedoenlea (kal/i do/na aJ, 1. Chiefly Liverary. Scotland, —Calre. caslif (kaslif, kal/if], n. cavirn. Call thay a meqp remark, 1g.
do/niean, 1., ad;. Callf., Call@rma- . 5 ) ! of & promise, evidence for 5 stat
Caledo’nian Canal’, n a canal in N Scotland, extending NE {rom Calsisfor.nia (kal’a fom’ys, -for/mé a), n. 1. a state in the W S 19. 10 criticize Censure: She
the Atlantic to the Morth Sea. 60° nii. (97 k) long. States, on the Pacific coast. 32,268,301; 158,693 sq. mi (4110

; : X ). - Abbr.: CA, Cal., Calif. 2..Gulf of, a1 am

caleenedar (kal’an dar), n. 1. 3 table or register with the days of each K1) Cap.: Sacramento. Ab e £ :
month and week in a year. 2. any of various systems of reckoning :}}:s P:ﬁliiiu?ace;fnbg?:egglﬁgrzy :slv;?(')nx;)}i]e(clg‘?)s’} grfng’vlc')'n"'
time, esp. with reference o the beginning, length, and divisions of the s pi (162,100 )kn A —-CaI/‘i-fo./nian i ! 8 ;-
year, as the Gregorian calendar or the Julian calendar. 3. a list oy reg- CaC}‘/i{fnobr/nia‘ conS/(ijor Uﬁ See undei COND‘O}‘Z (}aéf '1) [1825-351
ister, esp. one arranged chronologically, as of appointmerits, cases to Cal/ifor/nia laurel ‘n ‘a tree, Umbellularia Ca[l:fON:LfCa of ”_;-
be tried in court, or bills to be considered by a legislature, 4. Obs. 2 s : ! ’

Sports official)

. 1€'s partn.
guide or example. ~=v.1. 5. 10 enter in a calendar; register. [1175-  [amily, native to the W coast of the U-S., having aromatic leaves; i &9 Spearl)( louedrl;naznrt
1225; ME calender < AF < L calendarivm accoum book, der. of cg?llsifc:)fr);ﬂ;gw;:pg/r;n filowersp'oirg hgih?&?klélggg;;im‘;,f L CHATen. 26. 10 make 4 short visit
—caslensdrle » g s Loa 8 a. to !
dcﬁli(];%{acei_f:;%?fc (\ggen debts were due)] —caslen drlecal (ka len’ feathery bluish foliage and orange-yellow flowers. [1890-95, 4 qual a be

hE.
8..10 fequest or demand 1o r
i etur:
BRE cail of. 31, call down, a 10 requ
e wrath of God. g, to reprimay,

elefor.nis s /mé i
cal’endar year’, n. See under veax (def. 1). [1900~10] C?:If,Imfo;;on,';‘sm‘[lgﬁasl_‘;g@;;::r acnz)LingN?fsransuramc elemen
caleen.der (kal’an dar}, n., v., -dered, -dersing. —=n. 1. & machie in casli ;i-naus’(ka lii’a ni)s‘ adj ArCh(liC‘ niisty; dim: dark

which cloth, paper, or the like is snioothed, glazed, etc., by pressing 9 ) L : o ! '

betwee rotating cylinders. 2. a machie for impregnating fabric with c;-llf C_‘i‘hﬁgmaf; lrim;“g la)carflgl('é;“ijoé;:ifr‘j n:b[: I;ﬁfi“e_m- : q:ﬁagjﬂ'%m IUP.' fetch. b, to e,
rubber, as in the manufacture of automobile tires, ——u.1. 3, 1o press in R g 37-41 8’y s T =8 ¥y “ Pt call forth, to summo
a calender. {1505-15; < MI calandre] ~cal’/enederser, ., ome ; o M. 8. 1o request paymen,
caleends or kal.ends (kaVandz), n. (ofren; cap.j (usu. with a ploui for consuhatim
the first day of the mouth in the ancient Roman calendar. [1325-75; T € away: Plegy-
ME kalendes < 1. kalendae (pt.), perh. akin to calare to proclain! / ‘\ call on of upo
caslen«dusla (ko len/js la), 1., Pl -las. a composite plant, Calonduic / call out, a. ¢
officinalis, with many-rayed orange or yellow flowers. [1870-75; = @\ ; € or act}On Cas
ML, = L calend(ar) Carenns + -ula -uLg] . ake availaple fe
caleensture (kal’sn char, -clicgor’), n a violem fever witl deliriui, . o evoke. ¢ o maj
atfecting persons in the tropics. [1585-95; earlier caleniurg « Sp: fe- for outside for inside military serviee
ver! diameters diameters or other apimy
calf' (kaf, kif}, n., pl_calves (kavz, kivz). 1. the young of the domes- . & an animal. 4
tic cow or other bovine animal. 2. the young of certain other mam- calipers 44. 3 summon

mals, as the elephant, seal, and whale. 3. calfskin leather. 4. Nufor-

mal, an awkward, silly boy or man. 5. a mass of ice detachied from a calsieper or calslisper {kal’a par), n. 1. Usu., calipers. an in

glacter, iceberg, or floe. [bef. 900; OF ceal calf] for measuring thicknesses and diameters, consisting usu. of & paf} ;Img(:étcto ta vocation or servi,
calf? (kaf, kif}, n., pl. calves (kavz, kivz). the fleshy part of the back  adiustable pivoted legs. 2. a calibrated instrumen for meas io call fofp a Job as Pasior, p
of the human leg below the knee. [1275-1325; < ON kalfi} thickness or distances between surfaces, usu. having a se . an equ L{?anlc, 312 deman,
calf's/-foot’ jel’ly, n jelly from the stock of boiled calves® feet, slidiug adjustable piece, 3. thickness or depth, as of paper or a ridge 53q aa ng of the brecedin,
calfeskin (kaf/skin’, kif/-}, n. 1. the skin or hide of 4 calf. 2. leather  the part of a disc-brake assembly that presses the brake pa Official of 3 )Ltl 8nient or decisig,
Inade from this skin. {1550-901 the disc. ~v.t 5. to meas ontest. 54. a5 g

ure with calipers. [1580-90; prn-'.m-..a_

0Ee b curtay ti :
Calegaery (kal’ga 1), n a city in § Alberta, in SW Canada. 710,677, ter. of caLiper] iy AN CALL. 55 2 figyre or ¢

Dted 1o the dancers by the caller, s

B o 1 T of Block at 5 specified price by 3

MONTHS OF PRINCIPAL CALENDARS ‘ uhe rér‘xce Wil rise. Compare PUT (n

————— 3 P18 Shots o the tune, (p hav

GREGORIAN JEWISH ISLAMIC : oo oo 0 have the autnory;
TN e EWISH I e

ayable or subject to

. . . TEWIT witheyy,

Number Number Number Number Number “HImoning upon shop nNotice. 59, y

Month of Days Month of Days Month of bays Month of Days Month of Days Month 10 or suminoned. {1200,50; ME

lanuvary 3t July 3t Tishrit 30 Adat? 29 Moharram 30 Shaban = i Nlkai, L n "

February 28 August 3t Heshvan 29 (in teap years:  30) Safar 25 Ramadarn ¢ ging 3 n épéén’;ss‘ Zﬁf;g;‘alle}?falflra

(in leap years: 29) September 30 (in some years: 30} Nisan: 30 Rabi | 30 Shawwal o - mg arrow-sha edeisc 12, o: 1

March 31 Octobe) 31 Kistev 29 Jyar 29 Rabi ji 29 Dhu "LQa'da - Gaing 5 pike. [1800?107 €aves and

April 3c Novembe: 39 On some year: 30} Sivar: 30 Jumada 1 35 Dhu “L-hifjah X6/ bal} adi. 1 ' <bi\7L (Lip

Moy 3t December 3t Teve( 28 Tamrmuz 23 Jumada il 29 (in leap years, demand. '[182(}»3(“@13‘3 e of
June 30 Sheva! 30 Ay 36 Rajat: 30 Kal’a 1067‘ ' )

Bt 29 o i a thick .

il year, corresponding to SeptemberooRe o :
year, corresponding to September—0October.

T o e .
'The beginning of the civil
2In leap years Adar is followed by the intercalary month of Veadar or Adar Sheni, having 29 days.
TThe beginning of the ecclesiastica! yeas, corresponding to March—April.

I1695—1700; cf. Jarnaica,
erSp calaly, Pg carurg, said I(;I i

Wl you’y . a S€aport in W per
(kal/ssy, n. Maria Meneghin;, 193‘351;



PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE

At the time of service, I was over 18 years of age and not a party to this
action. | am employed in the County of Orange, State of California. My business
-address is 650 Town Center Drive, 4th Floor, Costa Mesa, CA 92626-1993.

On April 15, 2013, I served true copies of the following document(s)
described as APPLICATION FOR PERMISSION TO FILE AMICUS
CURIAE BRIEF; BRIEF OF AMICUS CURIAE REDFLEX TRAFFIC
SYSTEMS, INC. IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF AND RESPONDENT
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA on the interested parties in this
action as follows:

See Attached Service List

BY FEDEX: I enclosed said document(s) in an envelope or package
provided by FedEx and addressed to CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT at the
address listed in the Service List. I placed the envelope or package for collection
and overnight delivery at an office or a regularly utilized drop box of FedEx or
delivered such document(s) to a courier or driver authorized by FedEXx to receive
documents. ‘

BY MAIL: I enclosed the document(s) in a sealed envelope or package
addressed to the persons at the addresses listed in the Service List and placed the
envelope for collection and mailing, following our ordinary business practices. |
am readily familiar with the firm's practice for collecting and processing
correspondence for mailing. On the same day that the correspondence is placed
for collection and mailing, it is deposited in the ordinary course of business with
the United States Postal Service, in a sealed envelope with postage fully prepaid.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California
that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on April 15,2013, at Costa Mesa.
California.

e '///’%// 7

Ami Marston



SERVICE LIST

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA v.

GOLDSMITH

California Supreme Court Case No. $201443

Court of Appeal Case No. B231678

Office of the Clerk

California Supreme Court

350 McAllister Street, Room 1295
San Francisco, CA 94102
Telephone: (415) 865-7000

Cal P. Saunders, Esq.

City of Inglewood

Office of the City Attorney

I W. Manchester Blvd., Suite 860
Inglewood, CA 90301

Telephone: (310)412-6372

Facsimile: (310)412-8865

Email: csaunders@cityofinglewood.org

Kira L. Klatchko, Esgq.

Best Best & Krieger LLP

74-760 Highway 111, Suite 200
Indian Wells, CA 92210
Telephone: (760) 568-2611
Facsimile: (760) 340-6697

Email: kira.klatchko@bbklaw.com

Robert Cooper, Esq.

Wilson Elser Moskowitz, Edelman & Dicker LLP
555 S. Flower Street, 29th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90071

Telephone: (213) 443-5100

Facsimile: (213)443-5101

Email: Robert.Cooper@wilsonelser.com

Via Federal Express
(Original & 13 Copies)

Counsel for Plaintiff &
Respondent

Via U.S. Mail
(1 copy)

Counsel for Plaintiff &
Respondenst

Via U.S. Mail
(1 copy)

Counsel for Defendant &
Appellant

Via U.S. Mail
(1 copy)



John J. Jackman, Esq.

Law Offices of John J. Jackman

11949 Jefferson Blvd., Suite 104

Culver City, CA 90230

Telephone: (818)268-8243

Facsimile: (661)288-1729

Email: johnjay@jackmanlawgroup.com

Karian
ive
Ventura, CA 90230

Hon. John R. Johnson, Comm.

Superior Court of California

County of Los Angeles

Southwest District-Inglewood Courthouse
One Regent Place

Inglewood, CA 90301

Hon. Sanjay Kumar
Superior Court of California
County of Los Angeles
Appellate Division

111 N. Hill St., Dept. 70
Los Angeles, CA 90012

California Court of Appeal

Second Appellate District, Division Three
Ronald Reagan State Building

300 South Spring Street, Second Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Co-Counsel for Defendant &
Appellant

Via U.S. Mail
(1 copy)

Intervener

Via U.S. Mail
(1 copy)

Via U.S. Mail
(1 copy)

Via U.S. Mail
(1 copy)

Via U.S. Mail
(1 copy)





