
Motorcycle Justice 

A lot of riders arc putting a car 
tire on the rear of GL1800 Gold 
Wings. They claim better mile
age, better handling/ride and 

cost savings. What would be the liability 
issues if the bike was involved in an acci
dent-especially if the rider was at fault? 

Thank you for your assistance, 
AI Mitchell 

Thanks for your inquiry, A/. I 
last wrote about this topic in 
the May, 201 1 issue. The short 
answer: If car tires were better 

for motorcycles, the manufacmrers would 
use them. 

Motorcycle tires are designed and 
manufactured differently from car tires 
for very specific reasons. It amazes me 
that owners who spend over $20K for a 
bile£ will cw corners on safety and per
formance to save a few bucks on the rub
ber that connects them with the road. Bw 
every time I write on the subject, I receive 
a stack of self-righteous letters from guys 
who think thar anecdotal reports from 
themselves and rheir pals will trump real 
science in the courtroom. 

The Gold Wing car tire situation 
reminds me of the guy who calls the state 
police in the middle of a snowstonn and 
asks if the road is safe. The trooper says 
no, so the person says, "But I have four 
wheel drive." The trooper still says no, so 
the person says, "Bur I have snow tires." 
The trooper still says no, and the person 
says, "But what if I use chains?" The 
trooper finally says, "If you're going to 
drive in this snowstorm no matter what 
I say, why did you bother to call for my 
opinion?" I have concluded that it's a lost 
cause to debate any question with persons 
who have already made up their minds. 
"You can lead a horse to water, but ... " 

There is no validated scientific test
ing in support of the contemion that car 
tires perform as well or better on a Gold 
Wing than the motorcycle tire specifically 
designed for that bike. If the rider is in a 
crash, regardless of whether it was caused 
by the deficiencies of the car tire's perfor
mance (or lack thereof), the car tire will 
be a factor in the jury's determinarion of 
fault. If nothing else, it reflects on the rid
er's lack of common sense and personal 
responsibility for his own safety. 

I can offer a similar example from a 
totally different type of lirigation. When 
a smoker has a medical negligence claim 
based on a bad outcome caused by a 
doctor or haspital's mistak£, the jury will 
punish the smoker, even if smoking cannot 
be directly connected with the disease or 
condition that was not properly treated 
by the physician. Their jury's rationale is 
that the person did not care about his own 
health, so why should they punish the doc
tor? The same will hold true with regard 
to a rider who makes excuses for running 
a car tire on a motorcycle. 

- Harry Deitzler 

Harry Deitzler is a partner in the law firm of 
Hill, Peterson, Carper, Bee and Oeitzler, PLLC; 
Charleston, WV. Send questions to: harry@ 
motorcyclejustice.com 

Please Note: The information in this column 
is intended for general purposes only and is 
not to be considered legal or professional ad
VICe of any kind. You should seek advice that 
is specific to your problem before taking or 
refraining from any action and should not rely 
on the information in this column. 


