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Protecting Motorcycle Riders in Collision Situations
Katsunori TANEDA*
The most important fact concerning the current study of motorcycle rider protection
is the obvious poverty of the research effort in this area when contrasted with the work

being done in the passenger car field. Yet, accidents involving motorcycles represent
sixteen per cent of all fatal traffic accidents. Thus, there exists an acute need for further
study of this crucial area of traffic safety because the motorcycle has come into such
wide, popular use. The author has conducted a series of collision tests to gain a better

understanding of that most complicated of phenomenon, the motorcycle accident. This
article also includes an evaluation of present motorcycle rider protection policies.
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Motorcyclists injury (location of greatest injury),
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Helmet With Without
Inflicted/Sustained 1(2|3|4|5|1|2|3[4]|5
Road 6|0|2[2(35/6[0|8|7(36
g Road equipment

o . of1(1(1] 3]2|0/(0 0
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Unknown 010(0|1|3/0j0|1(0]1
Total 9(3|11|5|76|11| 3 [17|13|60
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3. Severe(1—3month)
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Extracted films showing sequence of 90° front collision
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Example of front collision accident
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Extracted films showing sequence of side collision
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