Dear Greg,

 

With regard to your proposed Rule 151A. At the age of 48 I have 32 years experience riding motorcycles, ten of which were as a motorcycle courier working in and around the heavily congested London area of the United Kingdom, I also have 31 years experience as a car driver. I therefore speak with a degree of authority and confidence on this matter.

 

With respect to 'lane splitting', this is something that I've done all my motorcycling life and for good reason, namely safety! If for example I'm travelling up the congested freeway on my daily commute to work the last place I want to be is sandwiched between two much larger vehicles (one in front and the other behind me), for the simple reason of common sense and not "a cult belief". When a sudden shock wave ricochets through the traffic I need to see this happening and prepare myself for switching lanes, this can only be done by positioning myself at the extremities of the particular lane that I am currently in, where I am able to see the events unfolding immediately in front and many hundreds of metres ahead. This is an advantage not possible in the average car. The well documented shockwave phenomenon found on freeways across the world is as a result of densely packed traffic where car drivers are unable to see far enough ahead and find themselves being forced to perform emergency braking with the all too familiar result of tail end shunting; I for one do not want to be on a motorcycle concertinaed between two large cars (or trucks for that matter) in a tail end shunt.

 

In respect of a stationary traffic situation "lane splitting" by a motorcyclist or cyclist is less hazardous than passing in an adjacent free lane at speed only to encounter a frustrated car driver in the traffic jam swerving out into the free lane without properly looking and causing a side on collision with a motorcyclist (or another car for that matter). This scenario is not possible in stationary traffic as a frustrated car driver cannot make a lane change into a space already occupied by another car, he therefore remains in his lane until a suitable space becomes available which is easily seen by the advancing motorcyclist due to the superior visibility that the motorcyclist has. The strengths of motorcycling are in manoeuvrability, quicker reaction times (due to fingertip control), superior braking (due to less than 25% the mass of a family sedan), and greater level of visibility (as a result of correct lane positioning).

 

Your proposed "lane splitting ban" will in fact create a greater hazard for motorcyclists than that which exists already as explained above. The primary advantage of using a motorcycle for the daily commute to and from work will be cancelled out by the fact that all motorcyclists shall be forced to travel within the confines of this new law and sit in amongst all the car and truck drivers overheating and becoming more frustrated with their journey time. The weakness of a motorcyclist is vulnerability, and forcing a motorcyclist to behave as a car will result in many more unfortunate accidents for motorcyclists. One of the psychological problems involving motorcyclists (cyclists are in a worse situation here) and car drivers is where a car driver sees a motorcycle immediately in front of them with a car further ahead and feels compelled to close this gap between themselves and the car, ignoring the fact that a motorcyclist is occupying the space between them; this is an extremely worrying situation for a motorcyclist and I for one will always look for an escape lane in that situation, you call it "lane splitting" I call it "life saving"!

 

If your new ruling were to see the light of day I shall be forced to abandon riding my motorcycle to and from work and add to the congestion by using my car instead.

 

I now have some questions:

 

1. You quote "remove the crash risk to motor bike riders engaging in the practice". Please can you provide the results to the risk analysis that you must have performed to arrive at this statement and how the analysis was conducted?
2. You quote "as it is not possible to estimate how many motor bike riders currently split lanes". Just what information do you really have regarding motorcyclists and "lane splitting"?

3. Why is it that (to quote) "an inherently dangerous practice" is considered safe when to quote "a motorbike may pass another motorbike in the same lane". Is this not a contradiction?

4. You quote "Although delay times for motor bike riders are expected to be minimal", when referring to no longer being allowed to "lane splitting". Can you produce some evidence as to how and where this information has materialised?

5. I fear your real objectives are being masked by the apparent and unsubstantiated safety case you have put forward. Can you please confirm that this new ruling (151A) is not really a back door way of forcing motorcyclists off the road?

Yours truly,
Derek Brown
 

