I am writing to comment on the NTC, proposed legislation (New rule 151A) to ban lane splitting and filtering by motorcyclists.  This proposed legislation purports to improve road safety.  I write as a road user and one time professional driver with nearly 30 years of riding,, driving and cycling experience throughout the world.

The NTC proposal cites no actual evidence in its claim that lane splitting is inheritably dangerous and this claim flies in the face of several well known studies.(of which ‘the Hurt report’ is probably the definitive one.   It is also at odds with many other jurisdictions that are specifically encouraging filtering.  


Anecdotally all motorcyclists learn in their first few weeks on the road that filtering is safer.  I will not repeat these arguments as nearly 200 other comments on this site already state them.  Permit me to say that agreement amongst motorcyclists and especially amongst experienced motorcyclists on this point is as near total as makes no difference.  Yet either the motorcyclists involved with this report hold differing opinions or, as seems more likely, no motorcyclists were involved.

This last beggars belief.  That legislation affecting the lives of many thousands of motorcyclists should be passed without motorcyclists being involved at all stages of the process is surely indefensible.  That anyone involved in such work shouldn’t have a motorcycle truck and arguably taxi licence is strange.  Passing expert opinion surely requires experts.  I would like to know the licences held and the experience of the people involved in drafting this proposal.

One of the more obvious flaws with the report is its singling out of motorcycles (and presumably by extension bicycles who must be considered more at risk from low speed sideswipes purely because they are less well protected in terms of clothing and helmets) is that it allows multitrack vehicles to overtake single track vehicles in the same lane but specifically removes that right from single track vehicles.  To put it differently the proposed legislation (New rule 151A) will allow the driver least able to judge the width of their vehicle (and with the least likelihood of serious injury), free reign to overtake while removing that right from those at risk who have an accurate appreciation of the widths of their vehicle.   Most of us have been overtaken by a car who came within inches only further on to come across that same car refusing to overtake a parked car because they were unsure they had sufficient room when they had more space than during the overtaking move. 

This report appears to pre-judge any opinions contrary to those expressed in the draft amendment as coming from a “cult” community of recalcitrant riders.  This is insulting. I object strongly to being labelled a member of a cult. It shows a lack of understanding of motorcyclists that’s goes to reinforce the perception of readers that no motorcyclists were involved.  And it attempts to prejudge and subvert the democratic process by its dismissive language. 

If this legislation is passed the great majority of motorcyclists will just ignore it and ride in the manner they feel safest.  Some will of course obey.  Some will just use the car more.  Congestion will increase significantly.  And someone obeying the rules will undoubtedly be rear ended and killed.  One hopes that when this occurs these 200 comments wind up on the coroners desk 
