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ABSTRACT: A century ago, a social revolution in metropolitan America was initiated by business captains and their government 

allies: the abandonment of mass transit in favour of a new personal technology, the private car. A car-centric ecosystem with 

Dickensian implications has been created by decades of investment in this change. Motor vehicles are also the leading killer of 

children in the United States and the top greenhouse gas maker. They run up trillions of dollars in direct and indirect expenses per 

year, costing about many lives by accidents and emissions, paying a disproportionate price to the most disadvantaged. A public 

health catastrophe has been created by the attractiveness of the car's comfort and the inability to handle it effectively. Many of the 

societal costs of the car arise from consumer desires, however by regulation, an underestimated sum is encouraged, even imposed. 

Yeah, by choice, the United States is car-dependent. But, by statute, it is also car-dependent. This essay conceptualizes this topic 

and presents a way out. It starts with the discovery of a submerged, isolated set of rules offering indirect and lavish driving subsidies. 

These subsidies minimize the price of driving by reassigning the costs to non-drivers and society at large in a holistic way. The 

reason this paper is based mostly on USA is the fact that America is car centric and an apt country for research  
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INTRODUCTION 

“Undoubtedly, the right of locomotion, the right to remove from one place to another according to inclination, 

is an attribute of personal liberty.”  

—Chief Justice Melville Fuller 

“The paradox of transportation in the late twentieth century is that while it became possible to travel to the moon, 

it also became impossible, in many cases, to walk across the street.” 

 —Joell Vanderwagen 

Although the car-centrism of America arose upstream from the rule in a Law has played an unlikely combination 

of regulation and public preferences, and an unforeseen role in cementing it, in some situations. There is a vast 

one, A system of legal rules providing indirect and lavish subsidies to moving, reducing its price artificially by 

offloading its costs to nondrivers and society at large. Embedded rules in virtually every sector. The motorist is 

privileged by statute and, together, creates a discriminatory. With no titles, the legal system. "Automobile 

supremacy" is the system. 

It is constructed by numerous bodies of legislation, including traffic control, land use law, criminal law, tort, 

insurance law, environmental law, regulations on vehicle safety and also tax law, both of which include 

incentives to comply with for those who defect, dominant transport mode and retribution. The benefits and 

disincentives are given in the form of legal grants. Cumulatively, these subsidies do more than transfer costs; 

they legitimize the deprivation and inequity of a state of choice, serving as a pretext for the many curable 

shortcomings and injustices of the status quo[1]. 

Vehicle and traffic law defines the limits of permissible legislation action in the most commonly used public 

space in America, the highway.  

In order to maximize the volume and risk of driving, the substance and implementation of these laws work 

routinely. They decrease the cost of commuting, increase the rate of injuries in general and of fatal accidents in 

particular, increase the cost of other modes of travel, and amplify car-dependent public policies that unload 

myriad negative social externalities. 

Although the law on vehicles and traffic is not unitary in nature, the available evidence shows that it aims, as a 

formal matter, to minimize threats to human life, especially to vulnerable road users such as people walking, 

cycling or using wheelchairs. This target is swamped by other variables in reality[2]. 
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DISCUSSION 

Motor vehicles produce more greenhouse emissions in the U.S.Emissions which destroy more kids than any 

other reason. They're racking up from hours spent in traffic to reduced brain activity in urban children to tumors 

and other crippling problems caused by exhaust pollution, tyre and brake pad wear, and road building, trillions 

of dollars in direct and indirect costs annually. 

This system is "automobile supremacy." It is constructed by numerous legislative authorities, including traffic 

control, land use law, criminal law, tort, insurance law, environmental law, regulations on car safety, and even 

tax law, all of which include incentives to comply with the prevailing mode of transport and tax law[3]. 

The benefits and disincentives are given in the form of legal grants. Cumulatively, these subsidies do more than 

transfer costs; they legitimize the deprivation and inequity of a state of choice, serving as a pretext for many 

curable shortcomings and injustices of the status quo. 

There's no doubt that the automobile is now fundamental to living in the United States. But the legal system's 

position is absent from our common comprehension of this sticky truism. America is car-centered by statute, 

indeed car dependent. 

Although in a combination of politics and common desires, the car-centrism of America originated upstream 

from legislation, law has played an unexpected and, in some ways, unintentional role in cementing it[4]. 

The legislation is one method for defining subsidizing laws. In addition, these laws do not indicate a direct tax 

transfer from the economy, but simply minimize the expense of an operation compared to the counterfactual 

baseline by adjusting the legal conditions under which it takes place. Thus, by empowering shareholders to 

restrict their legal liabilities by incorporation, corporate law subsidizes commercial enterprise relative to the 

system it essentially supplanted. Similarly, damage limits for medical malpractice subsidize the practice of 

medicine due to a world where such damage is not restricted. 

A subsidy is beneficial if it lifts the level of an operation above a counterfactual baseline, but is only acceptable 

if it boosts social welfare on a net basis. Subsidies, in other words, are not necessarily positive or evil. Will the 

statute subsidize driving? In the United States, federal, state, and municipal legislation comprehensively 

promotes the purchase and use of private motor vehicles, i.e. driving. In debates about transportation reform, this 

crucial fact is routinely ignored. Surprisingly, even though driving has been recognized as a virtual requirement, 

should driving be subsidized through legislation? Vehicular versatility has many perks, including socially 

valuable ones. 

Established regulations and legal scholarship do not accept a subsidy or in deference to this reality or to the 

supposed inevitability of driving (much less attempt to create a model or theory that would quantify or justify it 

at current levels). I actually claim in this essay that our regulatory regime, which does not conceive of driving as 

an operation whose ultimate degree it can or would like to influence, is likely to encourage more driving than 

would be socially desirable. 

I also contend that automotive dominance almost definitely causes a higher degree of irresponsible, reckless, and 

wasteful driving, particularly not only driving in general, but also careless, reckless, and wasteful driving, in part 

because error rates grow super linearly as humans carry on tasks requiring sustained vigilance. 

This regime would not have to opt out. In certain cases, a person who does not own a vehicle is already 

conscripted into underwriting driving, overpaying for anything from shopping to commuting. Non-motorists pay 

motorists to drive, and passengers pay for more travel by regular and dangerous drivers. The statute conceals the 

full expense of driving from passengers and externalizes it to all users of the road and culture as a whole. 
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CONCLUDING 

Everyone, including one hundred million persons in the United States who do not even have a driver's license, 

is vulnerable to the economic and public health costs of what could be considered secondhand driving. 

We fail to intelligibly speak about this paradigm. In our rhetoric and our rules, instead of reflecting on the 

mechanism that creates such actions, we blame people for bad deeds, and we believe the rule is meaningless, 

impartial, or beneficial when it is in fact a systemic disruptive power. Yet modifying the statute, however 

enlightened and inspired, is beyond the control of any single legislature. Car dominance in the United States is 

enshrined in statute by every branch of government and at every level. 

There is a large set of legislative laws that provide indirect and extravagant driving discounts, artificially reducing 

their rates by discharging their expenses to non-drivers and society as a whole. Laws embedded in virtually every 

area of law privilege the motorist and, together, establish without a name a discriminatory legal framework. 
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