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A c t  o f  1 3 9 1  r e q u i r e d  t h a t  e v e r y  s t a t e  h a v e  i n  p l a c e  a  m a n d a t o r y  
h e l m e t  u s e  l a w  b y  F F Y  3 5 .  F a i l u r e  t c  e n a c t  a  m a n d a t o r y  h e l m e t  
- s e  l a w  w o u l d  i n i t i a t e  a  t r a n s f e r  c f  f u n d s  f r o m  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  a n d  P u b l i c  F a c i l i t i e s  t o  t n e  A l a s k a  H i g h w a y  S a f e t y  
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S u r f a c e  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  P r o g r a m ,  t h e  : : a t i o r . a i  H i g h w a y  S y s t e m ,  a n d  
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I n  C c t c b e r  1 ,  1 3 9 4 ,  S D . 3  m i l l i o n  w a s  t r a n s f e r r e d  f o r  F F Y  5 5 .  T h e  
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ABATE OF ALASKA
M arch  15 , 1995

From; Scott D. Hamaxn 
ABATE OF ALASKA 
State Legislative Coordinator

To; Representative Toaa Brice 
ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

RE; HB 48

Due to recent changes in Washington D C , the position o f ABATE OF ALASKA 
concerning HB 48 has been modified Sections 1 and 2 o f HB 48 were originally included 
to bring the STATE OF ALASKA into compliance with the motorcycle helmet provisions 
in ISTFA, i f  a pending federal bill ( S 1842 ) was passed S 1842 a id  that stales with a 
stale funded motorcycle safety program would be exempted from penalties for not 
passing mandatory helmet laws. This year U.S. Senator Ben Nighthonc Campbell 
introduced his bill ( S 234 ) with an important change It now exempts state* that have a 
run: funded or authorized motorcycle saicty program. Because AIASKA already has 
several authorized motorcycle safety programs, the need for section I and 2 o f HB 48 has 
been removed We also believe that with the current budget shortfalls that the stale is 
facing, »t would be an unnecessary bcaden on the Department o f Public Safety to 
duplicate existing papa wort. Wc believe that we can trust the Department o f  Public 
Safety to maintain the status quo without their bemg mandated to. Therefore we 
respectfully request that section 1 and 2 o f HB 48 be amended out.

ABATE OF ALASKA o  still very strungly behind HB 48. Wc salute RUP. Rricc for his 
counge in introducing this legislation and urge that this amended b«ll r*m out o f 
committee

Scon D Hamarm
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Tanana Valley Chapter
P.O. Box 74773 M  

Fairbanks, Alaska 9 9 7 0 /

February 20, 1995

Representative Tom Brice 
:m tn e i3 0 .
‘Alaska State Legislature';/ 

Re: House Bill NO. 48

■ i^pcar M r. Brice, •

IX  t t e t t g a c n l r J r a E S
-»J995, HB 48 was discussed. A  vote for 
suppoi t of t lu ^ B l .  II Have anv qod 

tntnxlucmgr^afbill 5? ~ W

This letter is to con]
* i** i •\f>. Thank you for

Alaska * Bike ihingr*:Educaiion



119 N. Caiman. Ste. 205 
Fairbanks. AK 99701 

907-156-7423 Fax: 451 -9233
While in Juneau 
State Capitol 

Juneau. AK 99801 1182 
907-465-3466 Fax: 465-2294

REPRESEN TA T IVE  TO M  BRICE 
HB 48 S pon so r Statement

The fede ra l h ighw ay safety act, ISTEA, requires each state to adopt a 
m anda to ry  helm et law . The pena lty fo r noncom p liance  in the firs t yea r 
(FY 95 ) is 1.5 %  o f federa l transportation fund ing  which must be tran s fe rred  
from  DOT£tPF to the 402 fund fo r safety, tra in ing , and en forcem ent. In  
O ctober 1994 (FY 95 ) S2.6 m illion  was transfe rred  to the 402 fund . Each year 
therea fte r fo r  the rem ain ing fou r years o f the act 3%  w ill be m oved . 
D epend ing  on  w hether the act is fu lly  funded  by the US  Congress, $5.2 
m illio n  w ill be m oved  to 402 each year. O ve r the life  o f ISTEA the tota l 
w ou ld  be app rox im a te ly  $23.5 m illion .

D u ring  the sum m er and fa ll o f  1993, the state s A tto rney  G ene ra l’s o ffic e , in 
an attempt to b ring  A laska into com pliance w ith  ISTEA  mandates, issued an 
op in ion  suppo rting  the state's ab ility to m andate the use o f a he lm et fo r  
m oto rcyc le  ope ra to rs . The op in ion 's a rgum ent re v o lv ed  a round  the use o f 
"s in gu la r ly  licensed to d rive  a m otorcyc le ." A lth ough  the op in ion  has been 
w ithd raw n , this is a new interpretation o f  a statute that has been on  the books 
since 1976, and is con tra ry  to leg is lative intent and  cu rren t en fo rcem ent 
policy-

~  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  T o m  B r i c e
■ ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

------------------------------------------- D is tric t 30
n  — 0



M E M O R A N D U M o t a t e  o f  A l a s k a
Department of Law

^  T h o  H o n o r a b l e  B r u c e  Campbell 
C o a m i a a i o n n r
D e p a r t m e n t  of T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  
and P u b l i c  Fac i l i t i e s

‘ t£ ho

zmr Septe m b e r  28, 1993

fttNQ. 465-3603

r S’j«jcc M o t o r c y c l o  H e l m e t  Law

« oms D e b o r a h  V c g t ] /
A s s i s t a n t  A t t o r n e y  General 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  S e c t i o n - J u n e a u

'iou h a v e  asked for an interpretation of the s t a t u t o r y  and 
r e g u l a t o r y  r e q u i r e m e n t s  for motorcycle ho in a to in A l a s k a .

A3 28.3S.2S0 provides:

(b) A p e r s o n  who has r e a ched th«e age of 
m a j o r i t y  as d e f i n e d  by AS 25.20.010 m a y  not be 
r e q u i r e d  to w e a r  a helmet while o p e r a t i n g  a 
m o t o r c y c l e  if tho person is the h o l d e r  of a l i c ense 
that, u n d e r  regulations adopted u nder AS 2 8 . 1 5 . 0 4 1 ,  
is c l a s s i f i e d  singly as a license to o p e r a t e  a 
m o t o r c y c l e .

T h e  clas s e s  of licenses are oat out in 13 A A C  08.150,
w h i c h  is " a d e p t o d  under a s  2 8 . 1 5 . 0 4 l.* W hile many c l a s s e s  license 
the d r i v e r  fcr any motor vehicle, class K1 licenses t h o  d r i v e r  only 
for " a o t o r c y c l e a , a c t o r-driven c y c l e s , and m o t o r i s e d  bicycles, 
s i n g l y  or in c o m b i n a t i o n  w i t h  trailers or s i d e c a r s  d e s i g n e d * t o  bo 
u s e d  with t h e s e  vehicles." 13 AAC 0 8 . 150(b) (2) (3) . Thus, it is ay 
o p i n i o n  t h a t  o n l y  a Class Ml license is " c l a s s i f i e d  si n g l y  as a 
l i c e n s e  to o p e r a t e  a a o t o r c v c l e . "

(a) Except as otherwise provided by statute, 
a p e r s o n  o p e r a t i n g  or riding upon a a o t o r c y c l o  or 
m o t o r - d r i v e n  cycle upon a public r o a d w a y  a u s t  woar 
p r o t e c t i v e  h e a d g e a r  . . . .

Thus, this regulation oaken helm» tr a a n d a t o r y  unless
" o t h e r w i s e  p r o v i d e d  by statute . . . "  The o n l y  s t a t u t e  that 
q u a l i f i e s  t h e  h e l m e t  r a quireccnt is AS 28.35.250(b), s e t  out above, 
p r o h i b i t i n g  the requirement cf a hclact when an a d u l t  holds a 
l i c e n s e  c l a s s i f i e d  singly for aotorcyclea.

T h e  r e q u i r e m e n t  for a helmet is set out in 13 A A C  04.350. 
T h a t  r e g u l a t i o n  provides:

/DV : a o

t w a l l  C .
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I N T R O D U C T I O N

T he debale over mandatory helrnol use lor motorcyclists will 
soon enter its third decade and the temperament ol the discus 
sion remains as heated now as it was when such laws were first 
mandated by the I tighway Salely Act o l I960  thistorically, tho 
debate has centered around a rider's freedom to make decisions 
allecting Ins or her personal salely versus the government's, or 
society’s, power to mandate such protection I tow ever, in recent 
years the debate lias swung awav from this philosophical 
argument to encompass a more difficult, but more easily quanli 
lied element lire claim that motorcycle accident victims repre 
sent a disproportionate burden to society Tins issue has now 
sel the tone o l the debate

I he I lighway Salely Act o l 1966 incorporated language that 
required slates to pass mandatory helmet use laws or lose a 
portion o l their highway construction money F ow stales could 
allord to lose constmction dollars As a result, by 1975 all but 
three stales had passed helmet use laws In that year, largely 
as a result ot pressure applied by cili/cns wlro objected 1 0 such 
legislation, this blackmail power was removed Irom the lederal 
government by the passage ol the l ederal Aid I tighway Act ot 
1975 Subsequently. 31 stales moved to permit adult riders to 
make their own decisions on helmet use

The blackmail" element was reintroduced into the debate with 
the passage ot the Intermodal Surface Iransporialion Llliciency 
Act o l 1991 Section 153 o l this bill requires states to enact 
mandatory seal bell and helmet use laws or lose control ot a 
portion o l their highway construction dollars

The restoration ot this heavy handed lederal coercion, combined 
with the "social burden" argument, has radically changed the 
nature o l the legislative debate on helmet use legislation No 
longer are such laws presented as merely issues ol "individual 
cho ice" T lie threat ol lederal sanctions lias reduced the 
decision to one ol simple dollars and cents for beleaguered state 
legislators looking <1 million dollar delicils This has caused a 
renewed interest m helmet legislation alluding adult motor 
cyclists



Nol since Iho passage ol the original 1966 acl have so many 
stales contemplated helmet use laws lor all riders Currently, 25  
stales maintain freedom o l choice lor adult motorcyclists, three 
have no requirements I iowever, during the 1992 legislative 
session, iwelve ol these slates considered legislation lo require 
helmet use lor all riders

I egislahon has already been introduced in both houses o l Ihe
II S Congress lo remove Ihe lederal "blackmail' sanctions II 
cither ol those repeal bills. Senate Bill 220*1 and I louse Hesolu 
lion <1207, are lo have a chance o l passing, riders must bo 
familiar with Ihe new elements surrounding Ihe mandatory 
helmet law debate

Ihe interest o l Ihe American Motorcyclist Association in these 
coniemporary issues is heightened because Iho rationale lhal 
supports mandatory holme! laws lor adults is also frequently 
cited in support o l oilier public policy issues wind* are potentially 
delrirneril.il to motorcycling Proponents o l catastrophic hcallh 
insurance, legislative bans on cedain classes o l motorcycles and 
other forms o l discrimination rely on similar arguments to jushly 
their position

Regardless o l one's beliefs with respect to mandatory helmet 
use laws, lamiliauty with Ihe information tn Hus booklet will be 
helptul m responding lo other loans o l legislation that threaten 
motorcycling Many o l the arguments pul torih by our detractors 
are simply wrong, but only by being informed can you protect 
your right to ride and moiorcycling's luture

i



THE AMA POSITION IN FAVOR OF 
VOLUNTARY USE OF HELMETS

POSITION

I he American Motorcyclist Association (AMA) has always err 
cooraqed Iho uso ol holmels, gloves, sturdy loolwonr. and 
protective garments in qeneral. as part ol a comprehensive 
motorcycle salely program to help reduce injuries and fatalities 
in Iho event o l a rnolorcyrle accident

Tho Association will not oppose laws requiring helmets lor riders 
and passengers who are minors It believes that many young 
motorcyclists and passengers who are minors may lack Ihe 
maturity to make an informed decision regarding the use ol 
motorcycle helmets It is, Iheroloro. appropriate lo require Ihe 
use o l safely helmets lor minors

Although the Association strongly encourages helmet use by all 
motorcyclists, it maintains a long standing fundamental belief 
that adults sliould continue lo have Ihe right to voluntarily decide 
when lo wear a helmet

The Association further believes that helmet use alone is insufti 
ciont to ensure a motorcyclist's salely T here is a broad range ol 
other measures lhal can be implemented lo improve the skill o l 
motorcycle operators as well as reduce the frequency o l situ 
ahons where other vehicle operators are Ihe cause o l accidents 
involving motorcycles

DISCUSSION

I he AMA lias traditionally supported the right o l adults to choose 
whetner to wear a helmet Our position has remained un 
changed since Ihe 1966 inception ol mandatory helmet laws 
across Ihe nation f ven 11 tough our members are strongly 
ertcouraged to wear helmets we believe the clwice dearly 
should remain with the individual



I o better understand Ihe Association's position on helmet laws, 
it is lirst necessary to make a distinction between the use ol 
helmets and mandatory helmet laws Some members o l society 
tend lo view ihe helmet only as a mechanical salely device in 
the same category as seatbelts What they tail lo realize is that 
it is viewed by motorcyclists as an accessory ol personal apparel 
connected with their chosen lileslyle and their right as adults lo  
make their own decisions Unlike seatbelts, helmets do not 
come "standard" with motorcycles and represent a separate 
purchase Helmet laws, on the oilier hand, are a manifestation o l 
society's belief that its members lack the wisdom to make 
decisions about personal sa le ly and must Ihetelorr- tie subjected 
lo  arbitrary laws I his is a concept we must re|t*ci

I lie injuries Irom winch a helmet may protect a rider do not 
occur until alter a rider is involved in an accident A mandatory 
helmet law does nothing to prevent an accident Irom occurring 
I ho AMA has been a strong advocate o l motorcycle rider 
education, improved licensing and testing and increased jiublic 
awareness, all proven preventive measures that actually reduce 
accidents and improve safe operation I It so statistically viable 
programs did not oust twenty yeais ago I here is evidence that 
these programs, and the comprehensive approach to motorcycle 
salely they represent, have contributed significantly to Iho 
improved salely record o l motorcycles

It is suggested by some that permitting mature adults lo  make 
their own decisions on helmet use creates an excessive burden 
lor society as a result o l health care costs incurred by helmet less 
riders I towever. when the costs o l motorcycle related injuries 
are examined in the context o l the total social health care 
picture. Ihe ligures are not unusually slanting

According lo Ihe U S Department ol I lealtli and I toman Serv 
ices Americans spent $75 billion on all motor vehicle accident 
related medical expenses in 19IW I his compnies with $4>0*1 1 
billon lor total II S  health care costs (reported by I leallh and 
Human Services Secretary I outs W Sullivan) indicating that



motor vehicle accidents account lor 12 4%  ol our nation's annual 
health care cor.ls I lie National I lighway I rallie Safety Admim 
slration reports lhal there were 11.522.000 crashes involving 
motor vehicles in 1909. 101.000 ol which were* motorcycles 
Simply translated, motorcycles represented loss than 9'IOths ol 
one percent ol all crashes involving vehicles or approximately 
001%  ot out nation's total annual health care expenses when 

compared proportionately this liguro would be further reduced it 
it were possible lo determine wlial percentage ol Itiose ex 
penses woie incurred by helrneted vs non helmcled riders

Realistically, motorcyclists are certainly not the only group o l 
people wtio might create a social buiden as a result o l individual 
decisions We are a society o l risk inkers and even by avoiding 
Ihe "extremes." mountain climbers, bicyclists, skiers, equestri­
ans. and icgqers could be placed in a sirmliar category Despite 
these "burdens," we don't see aggressive legislative action 
designed lo  limit society's exposure to these costs nor would 
such legislation be appropriate We have long ago decided as a 
civili/ed society lo balance individual fror?doms with necessary 
social costs

I tie value o l a helmet is neither enhanced nor diminished by the 
presence or absence ol a mandatory helmet law We believe 
lhal Iho same principle applies lo  mandating personal salely. 
whether it be tor motorcycling skiing or some oilier risk related 
activity We must rely on individuals and society to provide the 
education and the experience lo aid us in making decisions lhal 
are right lor us Ultimately, society cinnot he expected to make 
individual decisions wc must be tree to make ourselves



RESPONSES TO CLAIMS 
MADE BY HELMET LAW ADVOCATES

CLAIM

"In ju red m otorcyc lists do not pay their hospita l b ills , they 
arc usua lly  un insured and rely on  tho public lo  pay fo r their 
in ju ries!"

R E S P O N S E S

* A s tudy  conduc ted  at H arbo rv iow  M ed ica l C en te r in S e a tt le , 
W ash ing ton , rep o rted  that f>3 4 %  o l the in ju red m o to rcyc lis ts  in 
the traum a cen te r re lied  on  public lu n d s in o id e r to  pay their 
lio sp i la l b ills  I low e v e r . acco rd in g  to testim ony by the d irec to r 
o l the traum a cen te r. D av id  G ilch . 6 7 %  o l Ih e  g en e ra l patien t 
p opu la tion  a ls o  re lied  on  taxpaye r d o lla rs  to pay  their ho sp ita l 
bills in the s a m e  tune pe riod

* In a  m o re  recen t s tudy  conduc ted  by Ih o  Un iversity o l N orth  
C a ro lin a 's  H ighw ay S a le ly  R e s e a rc h  C en te r, re s e a rc h e rs  re  
p o rted  that 4 9  4 %  o l  in ju red  m oto rcyc lis ts had  their m ed ica l 
c o s ts  c o v e re d  by in su ran ce  while 6 0  4 %  o l the o th e r ro a d  
traum a victim s w ere  sim ila rly  in su red  Motorcyclists ore ju s t a s  
likely to t v  privately insured us an /  other m inted rood user

* S j)ira lm g  hea lth  c a re  c o s ts  and  the  difficu lties m an y  A m erican s 
h ave  in ob ta in ing  ad eq u a te  hea lth  in su ran ce  a re  ve ry  re a l 
p ro b lem s  Mr C h a r le s  R row she r. the  C o rn jifro lle r G e n e ra l ot 
the U n ited  S ta le s , testified  b e lo re  Ih e  H ou se  W a y s  and M ean s  
C om m ittee  lh a l it cu rren t trends in hea lth  c a re  spendm q c on  
tmue. Ih e  nation  will e xp end  nea rly  15%  o l its G ro s s  N a tion a l 
P roduc t on  h ea llh  c a re  by Ih o  yea r 2 0 0 0  tins is a n  am oun t 
equ iva len t to ou r current d e fe n se  budge t Additionally , th e re  
a re  a n  es tim a ted  3 2 m illion Am ericans lackm q any  fo rm  o l 
h e a llh  in su ran ce  w ha tsoeve r' I low eve r . Ih e  j)io b lem s  ev iden t 
m ou r nation 's hea lth  c a re  sy s tem  a re  m n o  way the fau lt o l 
Am erica s m oto rcyc lis ts



CLAIM

"Many in juries and deaths occur as Ihe resu lt o f m otorcycle 
accidents and society must lake steps lo  minimize the 
costs  associated with these acc idents.”

RESPONSES
* M o to rcyc le s  account lo r on ly  9 /IO ih s  o l 1%  o l a ll Ihe c ra sh e s  

invo lv ing veh ic le s  in llu s  country , Ih e  sm a lle s t re co rd ed  cate 
g o ry

’ R e c en t stud ies indicate lh a l in ju red m oto rcyc lis ts constitute 
Ih e  sm a lle s t identifiab le ca tego ry  o l traum a victims, rep re sen t­
ing b e tw een  2  8 %  6 4%  o f the in ju red patient p op u la tio nZ 34

' The cost o l treating an  a v e ra g e  m o to rcyc le  re la ted  injury is 
s im ila r to th e  cost o l treating o the r ro ad  traum a victims One 
recen t study re|>orfed lh a l hosp ita l c h a rg e s  lo r 7G5 identified 
m oto rcyc lis ts , w ere "not significantly d iffe ren t Irom  patien ts 
in ju red  in o th e r transpo rta tion  re la ted  acc iden ts* ." Addition 
a lly , hosp ita l c h a rg e s  w e re  not d iffe ren t in hc lm eted  and  
u n h e lm e le d  p a t ie n ts " M otorcyc lists com p rise  a  very sm a ll 
traction  o l traum a patient popu la tions an d  the c o s ts  a sso c ia ted  
wiiti their treatm ent a re  sim ila r to  o ilie r ro a d  traum a victims

CLAIM
"  Mandatory helmet laws are Ihe most effective way to 
reduce Ihe in ju ries and fatalities that resu lt from  m otorcycle 
accidents."

RESPONSES
’  H e lm e ts  d o  not preven t accidents

* W h ile  the AMA strong ly e n c ou rag e s  m oto rcyc lis ts  lo  u se  a ll 
the a p jjro p n a le  protective g e a r , we re cogn ize  that m oto rcyc le  
s a le ly  requ ire s  a com p rehen s ive  a p p ro a c h  lh a l m any he lm et 
law p rop on en ts  ignore A dvoca tes o l m anda to ry  he lm et law s 
c la im  that I aw s requ iring he lm et u s e  b y « II m oto rcyc lis ts 
h ave  b e en  show n hy a v an e ly  o l s tud ies to  redu ce  m otorcyc le  
d e a th s  hy abou t 1)0 jx iicen t r  It tins c la im  w e io  d u e . p re  
sum ah ly  it w ou ld he  re flec ted  in d ras tica lly  low er la l.t lily  ra te s 
m s la te s  lh a l h ave  m anda to ry  he lm et law s I low eve r. when



Ih e  ligu res lo r fa ta lities p e r 100  acc iden ts are  com pa red  
betw een s ta tes , th e re  is n o  ev iden ce  to support tho c la im s o l 
he lm et law  ad voca te s  In short, g iven 100 acc iden ts , m o re  o l 
* s e  accident victim s w ou ld  b e  e xpec ted  lo  survive in s ta le s  

i m andato ry  he lm et law s I I  IIS  IS  N O I H IE  C A S I In 
.c l. the a v e rag e  figu re lo r la ta lilie s  pe r 100 acc iden ts in 

s ta le s  without he lm et law s  is identica l lo  the nationa l a v e ra g e  '

* A recent Un iversity o l Nortti C a ro lin a  study exam ined  the  
re la tionsh ip  be tw een  he lm et u s e  and  injury severity a n d  lound  
that, "H e lm et u se  w as not lound  to  be  a ssoc ia ted  with o v e ra ll 
iri|ury severity  ( IS S ) , d isch a rg e  facility (h om e , rehab , etc  ), o r 
in su rance  status "

RESPONSES TO CLAIMS 
MADE CONCERNING THE 

FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION BILL

Recen tly  p a s se d  le d e ra l leg is la tion , know n a s  the Inter m od a l 
S u rfa c e  tran spo rta tion  E ffic iency Act o l 1 9 0 1 , inc ludes la n g u ag e  
in tended  lo  c o e rc e  s ta te s  into p ass in g  m andato ry  he lm et law s 
I  his bill d e fin e s  both g ran ts  and  sanc tion s app licab le  to  s ta te s  
that h a v e  o r h a v e  not p a s s e d  m andato ry  he lm et an d  se a t belt 
law s W hile the grant la ngu age  m ay  s e em  initially attractive , the  
requ irem en ts that must be  m et in o rd e r to obta in  a  gran t a re  
prohibitive an d  will u ltim ate ly cost th e  s ta le  m oney

CLAIM

"If the state passes a mandatory helmet law lo r adu lts, the 
state will receive ledera l grant money in accordance with 
the new federal transportation b ill."

R E S P O N S E S

' In o rd e r lo  s e cu re  a le d e ra l g ran t, the  s ta te  is requ ired to 
m atch a  portion  o l Ih e  le d e ra l a llo tm en t to ta l. 2 5 %  o l Ih e  first 
y ea r s  grant would b e  tx>rne by tho  s ta le , increasing to 5 0 %
•and 75% in Iho succeeding two years I tiese grants cannot 
be used to ollsoi what the slate had previously been spending 
on highway salely programs Grants will be issued only to 
stales lhal maintain ttieir previous levels o l spending un state 
and community sa le ly ptojecls (*102 funds!



’  f o d c ra l g ran ts under Itus p rov is ion  c an  on ly be  spe ril on  a 
very lim ited num ber o l h ighway s a le ly  p rog ram s and cannot 
be used to o llso t any hscal short/alls m tho state's general 
tund th e s e  le d e ra l s a fe ly  g ran ts  will p rov ide ab so lu te l. n o  
re lie f lo  the s la te ’s g e n e ra l lund

* I h e re  is no gu a ran te e  lh a l a  s ta le  w ou ld rece ive  any  grant 
m oney  e ven  it an  adult h e lm et law w as p a s se d  Ih e  s ta le  
m ay rece ive  a grant m the first yea r, but the le d e ra l govern  
merit is not requ ired  to is su e  a  grant lo  s ta le s  that h ave  both  
he lm e! and  s e a l be ll law s F ed e ra l requ irem ents d ictate that 
in o rd e r lo r s ta te s  to re c e iv e  g ran ts  a lte r the first yea r, they 
must m eet stringent c om p lian c e  ra te s  lor both he lm et and sea t 
b e ll u s e  E ffo rts to b o o s t com p lian ce  will resu lt in lu r lh o r s la te  
expend itu res .

CLAIM

"The sta le  must pass a helmet law; otherw ise, a portion o l 
its federal highway construction do lla rs  will be diverled 
into highway sa fe ly  p rog ram s."

RESPONSES

’  In no  c a s e  will a  s la le  lo s e  a  s ing le  d o lla r il they ch o o se  not lo  
p a s s  a he lm et o r  seat be lt law  A portion o l their highway 
construction  d o lla rs  w ou ld  b e  rechan rie fed  into highway s a le ly  
p rog ram s , but a ll Ihe m on ey  a llo c a ted  lo  Ih e  s ta le  would 
rem a in  within the  state

* t tie sanc tions will not la k e  o i le d  until fiscal y ea r 1 9 9 5  and 
th e re  a re  p resen tly  two b ills in Ih e  U S  C ong re ss . 11 R  4 2 0 7  
and  S  B  2 2 0 4 . which w ou ld  re p e a l the  sanction  p rov is ions in 
Ih e  le d e ra l he lm et law S ta le  gove rnm en ts  d o  not like  their 
po lic ies arb itrarily set lo r them  by Ihe le d e ra l governm ent and  
th e re  is tim e a va ilab le  lo  re p e a l the le d e ra l p ena lt ie s  1 h o se  
re p e a l b ills  will bring Ih e  s la te s  rights issu e  to  the lo re lron t 
un like  the  le d e ra l Ira n sp o ria lio n  bill which buried the  issue 
inside a v e ry  big and im portant p iece o l leg is lation



COMPREHENSIVE PROGRAMS THAT 
PROMOTE MOTORCYCLE SAFETY

In Ih e  past d ecad e , m o lo rc y c le  fa ta lities h a v e  d e c re a s e d  3 8  
percen t w h ile  acc iden ts t ia v e  p lum m eted  4 1 percen t I h o se  
figu res a re  particu la rly  im p re ss iv e  in light o l Ih o  fact that tho 
I e d e ra l I tighway Adm inistration e s tim a te s  lh a l the  a v e ra g e  
veh ic le  m ile s  tra ve led  by m oto rcyc lis ts h as  in c reased  8 5  pe rcen t 
sm co 1 9 7 5  I tiese  sta tistics a re  unm atched  by any o i lie r  
c a tego ry  o l ro ad  u se r but th e re  rem a in s  ro om  lo r im p rovem ent 
T he re  a re  s e v e ra l le s s  p e rs o n a lly  in trusive m easu re s  lh a l c an  b e  
taken  to m ake  m oto rcyc ling  s a le r

* A pp rox im ate ly  4 0  pe rcen t o! a ll fata lly in ju red m oto rcyc lis ts a re  
un licen sed  "C re a tiv e  m o to rc yc le  s a le ly  p rog ram s that p io v id e  
incen tives to p rom o te  licensing  and  training c an  reduce 
accident a n d  fata lity statistics further I tiese  nder edu ca tion  
p rog ram s a re  funded s o le ly  with su rch a rg es  upon  m o to rcyc le  
licenser, a n d  reg is tra tions and a re  no d ram  w hatsoeve r o n  
s ta le  re s o u rc e s  T tie O h io  M otorcyc list 0 nnchm en l P ro g ram  
recen tly  com p le ted  a  study which show ed  lh a l their c o u rs e  
g rad u a te s  under 18  y e a rs  o l a g e  a re  1 /7 lh  a s  likely . j  b e  in 
vo lved  in an  accident a s  un tra ined  rid e rs  in the  sam e  a g e  
g roup

* A pp rox im ate ly  5 0  pe rcen t o l a ll fa ta l m o to rcyc le  c ra sh e s  
invo lve a lc oh o l '‘ A lcoho l aw a re n e s s  p rog ram s and  D ia l a  
R k . i "  cam pa ign s c an  d ras tica lly  reduce a lc oh o l re la ted  
acc iden ts and fa ta lrtie s

* I w o thirds o l  a ll m o to rcyc le  re la ted  multi v eh ic le  c ra sh e s  a re  
c au sed  by Ih e  driver o l an o th e r veh ic le  101 tie m ost c om m on  
accident in vo lv e s  a n  au tom ob ile  tailing to  y ie ld  the right o l way 
to th e  m otorcyc list M otorist aw a re n e s s  cam pa igns and  con  
sp icu ily  p rog ram s  c a n  redu ce  the  frequency  o l th e se  so rts  o l 
accidents



C O N C L U S I O N

M otorcyc lists h a v e  a  v e s ted  interest in their ow n s a le ly  U lli 
m ate ly , Ih e  is su e  is not Ih e  e lticacy  o l he lm et u s e  but a  question  
o l w hether adu lts sh ou ld  b e  a b le  lo  m ake  p e rson a l d ec is ion s  
regard ing  their ow n  s a le ly , Ire e  liom  s ta le  in te rfe rence  A recent 
M otorcyc le  Industry C ounc il su rvey  identified Ih e  a v e ra g e  
motorcyclist as being 32'/.' y ea rs  o l age . m arried  and co llege - 
educated  with a n  incom e slightly in e x c e s s  o l $ 3 3 ,0 0 0  a  year 
th e re  a re  risks inherent in any fo rm  o l transporta tion , but th e se  
d em og raph ics d esc rib e  Ih e  type o l individuals w ho c a n  eva lu a te  
s a le ly  is su e s  lo r th em se lv e s

I tunk abou t the fac ts  p ro s em ed  in this b ook le t II you h a v e  any 
qu estion s , contact tho AMA G ove rnm en t R e la tio n s  D epartm en t 
at 6 1 4  8 91  2 4 2 5  lo r  m o re  in form ation
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