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Two decades adgo motorcycles were little more than a curiosity in
the United States; not half a million were in operation, compared to an
auto population approaching 100 million vehicles. The motorcycle's attrac-
tions were unknown or uninteresting to most Americans, as were its potentials
for introducing a great deal of death and disabling injury onto our roads.

Also two decades ago a small but growing band of physicians, engineers
and related e#perts was attempting with slight success to warn the nation of
another problem of death and injury -- one that had crept up on the public
unheralded -- associated with the uses and crashes of automobiles.

"It is characteristic of most public health problems that they arise
so naturally out of the environment that the population affected usually accepts
them as inevitable and will even resist efforts to do anythinhg about them,"
Daniel P. Moynihan commented at the time in an article entitled, "Epidemic on
the Highways".* By the 1950's, auto crashes had been a standard condition of
American life for more than three decades, yet most of the people at risk had not
been told, at least not convincingly, that the problem (a) would get even worse

as things stood and (b) could be reversed not by continued exclusive reliance

*April 30, 1959, The Reporter
















FAULTY MUFFLER (Continued from Page 2.

He said a ban of motorcycle sales and operation in the United States
is a realistic consideration. (Unfortunately he just might be right.
Hitler proved that no matter how big the lie, if it is repeated often
enough, the people will come to believe it. The same sort of process
i» could take place here.)

" “Certainly, if you went to motorcyclists you would have no support
at all,” (Isn’t that the same problem the Storm Troopers had in Ger-
many a few years ago, Albert?) Kelley, himself a former cyclist,
(This is the “I’ve-been-saved” ploy. Identify yourself as a former
member of the opposition who has now seen the light and reformed.
It tends to give your point some substance whether it is true ornot.)
said in an interview. “But the point is, we don’t depend upon the
motorcycle as our basic means of transportation. (Maybe your “we”’
doesn’t, but some of our “we” does. The recent Road Rider reader
survey indicates that approximately a half-million riders in this
country are dependent upon a motorcycle as their basic means of
transportation.) So it isn’t like we are stuck with it as we are the
automobile.” (Which, as we already know, is what provides Albert
with his livelihood. Although I have yet to see adequate proof, I have
long heard rumors that the automobile industry has subsidized some
of the medical people — among others — who rant against motor-
cycles. . .usually with the blood-and-gore or the dirty-depraved-
degenerates style of propaganda. Personally I have suspected for some
time that should Chrysler or General Motors or Ford begin to produce
two-wheeled vehicles, our problems as road cyclists would come to
an abrupt halt.)

Kelley conceded that a gradugted ban leading to the complete
elimination might be more practical. (That’s known as giving an inch
to gain a mile.) “You can limit the size of the bike in terms of its
power,” he said. (That’s “practical,” Albert? An underpowered cycle
in high-powered traffic? Well, if nothing else, it ought to help increase
those accident statistics for you.) “You can regulate further the age
of the riders. (Providing you regulate further our Constitution first.)
You can limit the number of highways and the types of highways upon
which they can ride.” (Like was done on New Jersey’s Garden State
Parkway as based on a phony “highway safety specialists’ ” study?
Recent evidence from New Jersey indicates that study was without
foundation and completely contrived. Nevertheless, Detroit ought to
like your suggestion — for a start.) Kelley said it is realistic, too, to
keep pushing for improved vehicle and helmet designs. (How can
that be realistic when he proposes to eliminate motorcycles? What
would be the purpose?) He was reminded of the individual rights
position taken by some cycling groups against the required wearing
of helmets. (“Some cycling groups”? RR’s survey indicates that only
12 percent of this country’s motorcyclists are in favor cf such laws.)
Kelley said individual rights are interfered with all the time in the
name of safety. (So that makes it okay, huh? Keep in mind here that
— with the exception of mandatory helmet laws — such interference
has always involved the endangerment of others. Kelley is plugging
for forced self-protection. That is precisely why mandatory helmet
laws could provide the government with an ominous constitutional
precedent; one which would make it constitutional for an individual
to be forced — by the use of police power — to conform with other
individuals’ concept of his safety when he endangers only himself.
Yeah, such laws would be wonderful, Albert — so long as they apply
only to other people.) “You are interfered with every time you get
into your car. {He’s back to autos again.) You have to have a license
and registration. (So do motorcyclists.) You have to have a fuse box
in your home so your house won'’t burn down.”” (What was the ques-
tion again? Albert is sort of reaching for it but it is another standard
propagandist’s techinique: use vaguely related examples which don’t
actually apply if — without examination — they seem to strengthen
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your stand. But as a general comment on this portion of his argument,
I would remind Albert that it has been said — should fascism come
to this country, it will come disguised as patriotism. And to that |
would add — and it will be touted by the tyrants as “necessary in
the name of safety and in the interests of public welfare™.)

Kelley said that parents and public policymakers and physicians
(Apparently that is his recommendation for this country’s ruling
aristocracy.) “need to know if there can be an end to the carnage.” -
{Good choice of an emotionally-charged word. “Epidemic™ is another
one. But certainly the “carnage” can be ended — assuming it exists,
First, let’s do some honest, basic research into the psychological causes
of traffic accidents. Concentrate on the prevention of accidents
instead of putting all the emphasis on the mere survival of them. Stop
legislating on assumptions conceived in bigotry. So far as motorcycling
is concerned — if we could find a way to train aspiring motorcyclists
and provide them with their first 500 miles of experience safely, then
we would decrease the motorcycle accident rate by approximately
80 percent right there. It might help if such biased “reporting’ as the
Union piece was replaced with accurate information —if our “Kelleys”
and our “Scarrs” stopped telling motorists that, in effect, motorcycles
don’t belong on “‘our” roads so please feel free to run any bike you
see off the highways. You should note that in the Union article,
motorists are referred to in the second person — “you’ — whereas
motorcyclists are mentioned mostly in the third person — “they”. ..
aiiother propagandist’s ploy; divide your audience from those you |
attack on a ‘““us” and “them” basis. The ironic thing here is. . .the
quickest way to put an end to highway “carnage” would be to ban
the sales and operation of automobiles. Not only would we save
some 55,000 to 60,000 motorists annually, we’d also cut the
motorcycle accident rate by about 70 percent.)

Dr. Jess Kraus of the Department of Community Health, UC-Davis
School of Medicine (What is it about a medical degree which makes
the recipient think it qualifies him as a “highway safety specialist™?)
said that in 25 years the number of registered motorcycles in the
United States has increased about 1,000 percent nationally and 1,111
percent in California. (Well, no damn wonder Detroit is worried.)

He said studies show that the highest age-related risks are found in
riders between 15 and 24 and that injury rates for males are 10 to 15
times higher than for females. (You ean delete that “in riders” phrase
and the sentence remains true but minus its emotionally-aimed pitch.
It’s that “exuberance of youth” thing again. And Jess, if you’ll check
with Albert, you’ll find that is precisely why the auto insurance rates
for that age and sex group carry such high premiums.) -

That’s the end of the Union article — but the article doesn’t tell it all.
Let’s back up a little and check out the background to see what led
to this proposed ban on motorcycles — who may or may not be behind
it — and for what real reasons.

In recent months the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety has
emerged with a strong anti-motorcyclist bias and has received consid-
erable press coverage by the use of some extremely suspect statistical
studies. . .part of which have been quoted on the floor of Congress.
The 11HS is a staunch advocate of mandatory helmet and headlight-
on laws. It publishes a newsletter called Status Report (edited in
part by the appropriately named Ralph Hoar) which is fond of using
phrases such as “alleged constitutional rights” and “a movement by
a few motorcycle groups to overturn helmet use laws™ and, in general,
tends to regard motorcyclists as some sort of subhuman species.
Status Report also quoted liberally from Dr. Charles H. Hartman in
supposed support of mandatory helmet laws and in approval of the
NHTSA’s less-than-viable statistics. Dr. Hartman is President of the
Motorcycle Safety Foundation and judiciously declined an invitation ,
to appear at the San Diego convention of the AAAM where Kelley
proposed the ban. Dr. Hartman claims that Starus Report (and many
other publications) consistently misquote him. Currently Kelley is :
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claiming the same thing of the Union article. Technique? You scream

your charges now and whisper your denials later on.

As | mentioned, Dr. Susan B. Baker began her term as President of
the AAAM with an attack on motorcycles which urged their
“restriction”. In April of 1975, four months after she opened her
campaign, President Ford appointed her to the National Highway
Safety Advisory Committee — an advisory group to the NHTSA.

For Kelley to have declared such a deliberately radical proposal we
must assume he did it with the approval of (or, perhaps, at the urging
of) his boss. And who is the President of the IIHS? Dr. William
Haddon. And who is Dr. Haddon? Well, from 1966 until 1969 he
was the first Director of the DoT’s National Highway Safety Bureau
(which became the NHTSA). It was under Haddon’s guidance that
the Bureau first began to discriminate against motorcyclists and it
was under his aegis that the federal pressure for mandatory helmet
laws began. When he left the DoT in March, 1969 to go to the IIHS,
he took along the DoT’s Director of Public Affairs — a guy named
Albert Benjamin Kelley!

Another interesting sidelight here — reportedly another ““participant”
present when Kelley proposed the ban was the NHTSA’s so-called
“motorcycle expert”, Lew “Uncle Tom™ Buchanan. And lest we
forget — as some people in the motorcycle industry seem to have
done — Dr. Charles H. Hartman came to the Motorcycle Safety
Foundation from — Right! — the NHTSA.

There is a fascinating omission in the Union article. Kelley fails to
suggest just how such a ban might come about. To be nationwide, it
would have to involve some sort of manipulation-on the federal level.
Is that why we seem to keep coming back to the NHTSA? Are they
moving beyond the federal bureaucracy in their attempts to gain
support?

Also, consider the timing. The ITHS (and some other medical groups
such as the American Academy of Orthopedic Surgeons) stopped
mumbling and started screaming about motorcycles shortly after the
McKinney bill was introduced in the House of Representatives. The
McKinney bill, of course, was the first concrete indication that
Congress might reclaim some of the DoT’s power. As other similar
bills were introduced, the medical shills screamed louder and their
anti-motorcyclist campaign peaked with the proposed ban — just
before Congress was to consider the McKinney bill — and five other
similar measures; all of which would eliminate the DoT’s power to
use federal blackmail (the withholding of tax funds) should a state
1ot enact — or repeal — a mandatory helmet law. Again — why such
riming?

Vell, I have this theory. Bigotry, financial gain and the lust for power
te powerful motivations for some men. Perhaps all three are at work
iere. Shall we speculate a bit?

would guess that it was bigotry on the part of Dr. Haddon and his
riginal minions in the DoT which motivated the discriminatory
nd punitive measures advocated during his tenure with the NHSB.
Yith the advent of the Nixon regime, it accelerated. Nixon appointed
ohn Volpe Secretary of Transportation and Volpe believed that no
wlt insurance was the means by which motorcycles could be taken
ff the roads. That, in all probability, was more prejudice. But some-
here along the line somebody realized that should all the states be
dreed to enact mandatory helmet laws, a powerful constitutional
recedent would be established. Not only would it “legalize’” forced
!lf-protection, it also would permit the executive branch (through
§ massive bureaucracy) to ban, eliminate or otherwise control any
em deemed “unsafe”. The range is virtually unlimited — from the
*tual banning of motorcycles (or automobiles) to. . .guns. . .liquor. . .
dn diving. . .cigarettes. . .vitamin C. . .hang gliding. More important,
ich 4 precedent could become the key to total control of all trans-
Jrtation in the United States. And once you’ve got a people by their
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mobility — and by their communications — you’ve got ‘em! Perhaps
that explains why Nixon appointed Egil “Bud”” Krogh Administrator
of the NHTSA. (Krogh’s term lasted only about a week before he was

caught upin — and subsequently served time for his involvement in —
the Watergate mess.)

Directly or indirectly (most likely the latter), the aid of the auto-
motive industry was enlisted fairly early. Let’s face it — motorcycles
are almost entirely an imported item in this country. A ban on
motorcycles would be financially beneficial to the auto industry (and
to the automobile insurance industry). Some medical organizations
were brought in and, building on the old “bad image”, a pseudo-
safety campaign against motorcyclists got underway. For a while it
was working —shored up by phony statistics and rhetorical propaganda
provided by the NHTSA. But what was not anticipated was that
cyclists would come together so effectively in their efforts to thwart
such governmental repression.

Attaining that constitutional precedent with motorcyclists looked
less certain. So — recently there was a “tacit understanding” between
the NHTSA and the automobile industry. The NHTSA agreed to let
up on pressure for the installation of air bags in automobiles. In tum
the auto industry will support upcoming efforts to coerce the passage
of mandatory seat belt usage laws. That sort of a political trade-off

~would, once again, provide the executive branch with an identical sort

of constitutional precedent. (Not so incidentally, both the ITHS and
the AAAM support mandatory seat belt usage laws.)

A couple of years ago a DoT bureaucrat was reported as saying that
the long-range plans of the Department involved making private trans-
portation asinefficient, undesirable and expensive as possible in order
to force people to mass transit. (Which is probably the real reason for
the 55 mile per hour speed limit — not to mention what fedérally
mandated safety devices have done to the price of new cars — up to
40% of the total cost according to one estimate.) Although I believe
the original impetus of this move to eliminate — as much as possible —
private transportation has been blunted somewhat, I do think the
sheer momentum of the bureaucracy still carries it forward. And I
also believe that unless we stop it, the motorcycle will be the first
means of private transportation banned.

My paranoia again? Perhaps. I admit my theory has some holes in it.
But since I first suggested it back in September, 1973, it’s amazing —
and frightening — how many of the original holes have since been
plugged.

Permission is hereby granted to readers who wish to copy or reprint this
column in part or in its entirety, All we ask is that proper credit be given to
Road Rider magazine.

Also, readers may be interested to know that motorcyclists around the
country are writing letters of complaint to their insurance companies about
the 11HS's prejudiced attitude toward motorcyclists and motorcycle safety.
Your local agent can provide you with the name and address of the top man
in your insurance company. Most riders are sending carbon copies of such
letters to Dr. Haddon or Mr. Keiley at:

Insurance Institute for Highway Safety, 600 New Hampshire, N.W_, Suite
300, Washington, D.C. 20037

(That address, by the way, is the Watergate.)
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COVER: Inthe fall the American Midwest is a surprising place to visit — and the Suzuki
water-cooled GT750 is a surprising touring bike to visit it on. Patti Carpenter took. the

photograph of riding partner Bob Carpenter and the red Suzuki.
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