
CONTACT
Regarding the Definition of a Motorcycle:

Currently the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) defines the term 
“motorcycle,” for the purpose of the statute and regulations it administers, as “a motor vehicle 
with motive power having a seat or saddle for the use of the rider and designed to travel on not
more than three wheels in contact with ground” (49 CFR 571.3). This has not been revised or 
amended since initially defined back in 1967.

Given the fact that vehicles are now emerging that are classified as motorcycles but have little 
resemblance or operational characteristics to that of a motorcycle, generally termed as 
autocycles, the Motorcycle Riders Foundation (MRF) encourages NHTSA to carefully review 
and update the definition of a motorcycle. We support terms such as: operated with handlebars; 
having a single up front seat or saddle for the operator; hand or foot controls; having not more 
than three wheels; as originally designed.

Currently autocycles have no motorcycle safety training course required or available to learn to
operate these vehicles. Additionally, it is the MRF’s concern that crashes involving these vehicles 
will be classified for the purposes of Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) as motorcycles, 
which will dilute this important data from leading to responsible strategies and funding to 
reduce motorcycle crashes.

Please contact the Secretary of the National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration along with Phillip J. Weiser, Chief, Safety Countermeasures 
Division, and request they work with motorcyclist rights, safety, and 
education organizations to review and revise the current federal definition 
of a motorcycle.

Phillip J. Weiser – Chief-Safety Countermeasure Division
U.S. Department of Transportation-National Highway Safety 
Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
W44-303
Washington DC 20590



CONTACT
Re-establishment of the Motorcyclist Advisory Council:

Section 1426 of the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (the FAST Act) calls for the 
re-establishment of the MOTORCYCLIST ADVISORY COUNCIL by the Secretary, acting 
through the Administrator of the Federal Highway Administration, who shall appoint a Mo24 
Motorcyclist Advisory Council to coordinate with and advise the Administrator on 
infrastructure issues of concern to motorcyclists, including:

(1) barrier design

(2) road design, construction, and maintenance practices 

(3) architecture and implementation of intelligent transportation system technologies

The following paragraph is the language for the initial Motorcyclist Advisory Council that 
originated in the SafeTea-Lu Highway Bill.

The Council shall consist of not more than 10 members of the motorcycling community with 
professional expertise in national motorcyclist safety advocacy including at least one member 
recommended by a national motorcyclist association; one member recommended by a national 
motorcycle riders foundation; one representative of the National Association of State Motorcycle Safety 
Administrators; two members of State motorcyclists’ organizations; one member recommended by a 
national organization that represents builders of highway infrastructure; one member recommended by 
a national association that represents the traffic safety systems industry; one member of a national 
safety organization; and at least one, and not more than two, motorcyclists who are traffic system 
design engineers or State transportation department officials.

We ask that you contact the Secretary of the Federal Highway 
Administration, along with Michael Griffith, Director, Office of Safety and 
request that they adopt this original language used above in re-establishing 
the Motorcyclist Advisory Council under the FAST Act

Mr. Michael Griffith – Director-Office of Safety
Federal Highway Administration
1200 New Jersey S.E.
E71-312
Washington D.C. 20590-9898



OPPOSE
The Renewable Fuel Utilization, Expansion, and Leadership Act 
(H.R. 4673, otherwise known as the “REFUEL Act”)

In March 2016 a bill was introduced in Congress that would provide grants for developing the infrastructure 
to deliver fuel containing more than 10 percent ethanol. 

Introduced by U.S. Rep David Loebsack (D-Iowa), the Renewable Fuel Utilization, Expansion, and Leadership 
Act (H.R. 4673, otherwise known as the “REFUEL Act”) would provide federal grants for the purchase and 
installation of equipment (pumps, storage tanks, pipes, etc.) specifically for “dispensing fuel containing covered 
renewable or alternative energy.” This equipment would be key in expanding the availability of E15 fuel, a 
blend of gasoline that includes up to 15 percent ethanol.

To date, none of the motorcycles in use in the United States are certified by the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency to operate on fuel containing more than 10 percent ethanol, and use of E15 fuels in 
motorcycles may damage fuel systems and void manufacturers’ warranties.

Because this bill directly violates the Agricultural Act of 2014 (also known as the FARM Bill) that prohibited 
funding for special ethanol blender pumps, and because E15 fuels may damage motorcycle engines, the MRF 
encourages you to oppose H.R. 4673.

 Please Oppose H.R. 4673

 We would also encourage re-introduction and support of language that was 
contained in bill H.R. 21

H.R 21 aimed to require additional testing of midlevel ethanol blends, which are defined as blends greater 
than E10 and less than or equal to E20.

The bill, H.R. 21, was introduced and referred to the House Committee on Science, Space and Technology and
the House Committee on Energy and Commerce and would have required the administrator of the EPA to 
enter into an agreement with the National Academy of Sciences to provide a comprehensive assessment of 
the scientific and technical research on the use of midlevel ethanol blends, comparing those blends to E10 or 
gasoline. 

The legislation called for the study to include evaluations of several factors, including the short-term and long-
term environmental, safety, durability and performance effects of mid-level blends on a variety of engine types. 
It also addresses research related to tailpipe emissions, evaporative emissions, engine and fuel system 
durability, onboard diagnostics, emissions inventory, materials compatibility, operability and drivability, fuel 
efficiency, fuel economy, knock resistance, consumer education and satisfaction, cost-effectiveness for the 
consumer, catalyst durability, and durability of storage tanks, and piping and dispensers for retail. The study is 
also directed to identify areas of research, development and testing necessary to ensure existing fuel 
infrastructure is not adversely impacted and reduce the risk of misfueling.



SUPPORT
Recognizing the Protection of Motorsports Act of 2016 
(RPM Act, H.R. 4715 and S. 2659)

Members of both Houses of Congress have introduced proposed legislation that would protect 
the rights of Americans to modify their vehicles for racing purposes. Dubbed the Recognizing 
the Protection of Motorsports Act of 2016 (RPM Act, H.R. 4715 and S. 2659), this legislation 
would ensure that converting any motor vehicle (including street motorcycles) into a 
competition-only vehicle remains legal.

This proposed legislation became necessary after the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
under the guise of maintaining emissions as outlined by the Clean Air Act, announced plans to 
regulate the conversion of street motorcycles and other motor vehicles into race vehicles. This 
attempt is reminiscent of the EPA's efforts back in 2003 to regulate motorcycling through 
another unrelated proposed regulation aimed at heavy equipment, steam engines and diesel 
engines that would have prohibited owners from changing anything on their motorcycles except
for paint color or chrome.

Through the “Color and Chrome” initiative, the Motorcycle Riders Foundation (MRF) was 
successful in separating motorcycles from the EPA’s regulations and created exemptions to 
protect the custom and aftermarket industries and our lifestyle.

On April 15, 2016, the EPA announced that, under pressure from Congress, it would drop the 
language from its proposed regulations; nevertheless, it shows the clear intent of the EPA to 
attempt to overstep its bounds, as outlined by the Clean Air Act, in an effort to strip 
motorcyclists of the rights to modify their motorcycles as they see fit.

To insure that the EPA makes no further attempts to erode motorcyclists’ 
rights please support Recognizing the Protection of Motorsports Act of 2016
(RPM Act, H.R. 4715 and S. 2659)



SPONSOR/SUPPORT LEGISLATION

Legislation Addressing Motorcycle Profiling: 
What it is, Why it is important, and Why it works

What is Motorcycle Profiling? 
Motorcycle profiling means the illegal use of the fact that a person rides a motorcycle or wears 
motorcycle-related paraphernalia as a factor in deciding to stop and question, take enforcement action, 
arrest, or search a person or vehicle, with or without a legal basis under the State law or U.S. 
Constitution.

Why Should Motorcycle Profiling Be Illegal? 
Under the 4th Amendment law pretextual traffic stops are permitted. However, the majority of all 
profiling stops involve the use of a minor traffic infraction as a pretext to a discriminatory stop which 
means these stops currently go unchecked. Motorcycle profiling impacts an individual's chosen form of 
expression, associations and the right of a class of people to be free from discriminatory law 
enforcement practices and therefore this profiling should not be permitted.

Why is Motorcycle Profiling an Important National Issue? 
There are 10 million registered motorcyclists in America representing all walks of life, including doctors, 
lawyers, business owners, military veterans, blue collar workers, as well as legislators. Unfortunately, the 
overly-broad outlaw biker stereotype embraced by some law enforcement officers results in selective 
enforcement of the law and discriminatory based traffic stops targeting a sizable portion of the 
motorcycling community.  Almost every member of every motorcycle club, many motorcycle rights 
organizations, and many independent riders, have been the victim of motorcycle profiling in their state.

Why is Federal Legislation the Best Solution? 
This legislative solution is simple, highly effective, and virtually cost-free. Reducing profiling reinforces civil
liberties and decreases the government's exposure to civil liability. The law bans pretextual traffic stops if 
motorcycle discrimination is "a factor" in the stop, as opposed to merely reinforcing the already illegal 
practice of motorcycling being the "sole factor" in the stop. This stricter language is critical because the 
vast majority of profiling stops involve the use of a traffic pretext.

The FAST Act, Sec 4007, titled Stop Motorcycle Checkpoint Funding: 
Motorcyclist profiling was a significant enough issue at the Federal level that the following language was 
required in the most recent Highway Bill. The Secretary may not provide a grant or any funds to a State, 
county, town, township, Indian tribe, municipality, or other local government for any program to check for
helmet usage or to create checkpoints that specifically target motorcycle operators or motorcycle 
passengers. In contrast to the intent of Congress, the National Highway Safety Transportation 
Administration is already using an alternative source of funds to those prohibited in the FAST Act to 
provide grants to again discriminatorily and specifically target motorcycle operators and motorcycle 
passengers. It is clear additional measures are required to protect motorcyclists.

Please SPONSOR/SUPPORT the enclosed Bill titled: 
To eliminate motorcycle profiling by law enforcement
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