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Q Tve had discussion with several 
matorcycle riders who have 
changed amotomycle tire to a car 
tire arrd told them it's my belief 

that an insurance company could deny a 
c h  for that reason. I get tbe standard 
reply, 'Wo they can't, and it's never hap- 
pened." 1 continue to tell tbem they are 
wrung, but I'd love to luaaw ifs in fact, my 
insurance company has denied such 
claims. 

Austin Anderson, Jr. 
Fort Myers, FL 

Austin, k is & fiack negligence k 
run car tires on a miorcycle,period But 
the qws?ion to he resolved in a lawsuit L 
mually, "Wm the negligeme tke direct 
came of rhe bju y /" To a degree, the jury 
mtmy d&~mim wMck raegligmt act or acts 
were the m r e  significant factors in caw- 
ing the crush or calliswn. R w &  a car 
tire on a mtorcycle mq, or may nut, be 
a signi&mt factor in any individual case. 
The eapert testimny wfII try ta SOH oat 
n'ka degree fa which the unsuitable tire 
contributed to, or did not coratntnbute $0, 

t k  injuries suffered by the person &rig 
the claim . 

Insurme companies shy chims every 
day, ufim &g the msertsrts~n that the 
riegligeme in qwstion was not rr 'bmxi- 
m t ~ "  came of the injuries of the person 
who makes tke claim. Sometimes they win 
in court, sometinws they lose, 

Many otherfmturs go into t h  eqw- 
tion, blst the me of an inappropriate tire 
certainly works against the d e r  when a 
jury is trying to det#rmine wkr? is more at 
fault when the motorcycEe crashes. 

However, the more sigrujicant conctrn 
is that tke rider ofa bike with an impruper 
tire is more liMy tu be f o d  liable 
(respomible) fur a crmh, parta'cubrly if 
the crash implicates contrul issues rhat 
mlllZsefront the use of ma in.approp*te tire, 

As an attorney, much of my work 
involves sorting out various "carase" 
fdctara after something bad happens. 
The same is m a  of insurance company 
attorneys who search for reasons do 
deny h j u v  claims. It does not fake 
much searching to discover that motor- 
cycb fires are difirent from car tires 
for sonic very significant reamns. V 
$he riser's control is diminished due ta 
the itastallrmfion of obviousrsly improper 
equipment on the bike, that factor 

can impute significarrt negligence to the 
oflending rider. 

The negligence f&r of rgnning car 
tires on a motorcycle will never be dis- 
p ~ t e d  successfully in court. However, the 
cn'tiea2 question, tkrqftore, migh mr be 
whether an imuraplw company will dkny 
h claim. T h  better question might be 
whether or lad the rider wants to create a 
preventable elaim in the first place by 
riding a mt~rcycle  that has tires that 
will ~nquus$ionaldy have a negative 
impnct on his or her &il@ to control the 
nzotorcye1e in a routine or emergmcy 
turn, swerve, or stop Illaneuver. 

~ ~ ~ ~ ; ~ h a r l e s t o . n ,  Wb. send questions ti 
harty@motorcyclejustice,corn 

Please Note: The information in this 
column is intended for general purposes 
only and is not to be considered legal or 
professional advice 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.: .' 


