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SUMMARY DI SPOSI TI ON. ORDER
(By: Nakamura, Chief Judge, and Fujise and Leonard, JJ.)

Def endant - Appel | ant Ti not hy Davi d Rei nke (Rei nke)
appeal s pro se fromthe Judgnent entered agai nst himfor
commtting the traffic infraction of speeding, in violation of
Hawai i Revi sed Statutes (HRS) § 291C-102(a) (1) (2007).' The

' HRS § 291C-102(a)(1l) provides in relevant part:

(a) A person violates this section if the person
drives:

(1) A notor vehicle at a speed greater than
t he maxi num speed limt

where the maximum. . . speed limt is established by
county ordinance or by official signs placed by the
director of transportation on highways under the
director's jurisdiction.
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Judgnment was filed on March 10, 2009,%2 in the District Court of
the First Circuit (District Court).?

Rei nke was charged with driving a notor vehicle in
excess of the maxi mum speed limt by traveling 57 mles per hour
in a 35 mle-per-hour zone. Reinke did not challenge the
evi dence presented by Plaintiff-Appellee State of Hawai ‘i (State)
to prove the charge at trial. Instead, he noved "for a
dism ssal" of the charge on the basis that "the federa
government has mandated that federally-funded streets and
hi ghways in this country nust have traffic engineering studies
conducted on them before any officer of the | aw can conduct a
speed enforcenent on it." In support of this claim Reinke
introduced a letter fromthe Director of the State Departnent of
Transportation stating that the State had not conducted any speed
surveys in the area where Reinke was cited and portions of the
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MJTCD) published by
the United States Departnment of Transportation, Federal Hi ghway
Adm ni stration.

The District Court treated Reinke's argunents as a
nmotion for judgnent of acquittal and denied the notion. The
District Court found that the State had satisfied its burden of
proof and that Reinke had comnmtted the speeding infraction as
charged. The District Court inposed fines, fees, and assessnents
agai nst Reinke in the total anount of $167.

Rei nke's argunents on appeal are difficult to follow
It appears that he is arguing that pursuant to federal |aws,
whi ch he clainms include the MJTCD and preenpt Hawai ‘i's |aws, the
State's failure to conduct an engineering study in the area where
he was cited precludes the State fromenforcing the posted speed
limt. Reinke cites no persuasive authority to support his
argunents, and we conclude that his argunments are w thout nerit.

2 The bar code affixed to the Judgnent bears the date March
9, 2009, but the Judgnent is file-stanped March 10, 2009.

3 The Honorabl e Gerald Ki be presided.
2
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Accordingly, we affirmthe March 10, 2009, Judgnent of the
District Court.

DATED: Honol ul u, Hawai ‘i, February 24, 2011.
On the briefs:
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