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Non-Conforming Vehicles Working Group 

Meeting Agenda

10/20/25 

1:00 to 2:30
Greetings and roll call
· Members and non-voting members
Approve notes from meeting held on 10/6/25
· Any comments on notes: no
· Motion to approve: Lt. Scott; 2nd Robert Drummond

· 4 of 7 voting members accepted – others not present

Review meeting focus - Resolve 29 Directives #2 and #3: 

2. Identify the risks of allowing nonconforming vehicles on the State's roads and highways; 
· David told the group about his experience in the military, driving miliary vehicles. 
· He drove HUMVEES, MRAPS, MATVs (not sure those are spelled correctly) 
· There are many blind spots, the vehicles are top heavy and sway back and forth.
· They were not designed to be on the road.  
· Some have seatbelts but none have airbags.  
· He had to have specialized training due to the vehicles handling differently, as they don't handle like regular vehicles.   
· He had roll over training and always had to wear a helmet when driving them.  The vehicles were very heavy.  
· He drove in simulated environments in off-road preparation, not on the road, as they weren't meant to be driven on the road.  There's very little room inside, and would be a nightmare to park in a parking lot, and opening the doors as they are wide and heavy.  
3. Review and analyze the safety of allowing the use of nonconforming vehicles on the State's roads and highways, including but not limited to crash safety, vehicle emissions and speed capabilities, and a comparison of the safety of nonconforming vehicles to the safety of vehicles already allowed on the State's roads and highways, including antique vehicles and motorcycles;
· Lt. Scott – vehicle safety has evolved over time

· As over time safety features added

· The military didn’t include all the civilian safety standards

· There is an effort by the military to become more compliant over time for safety and resale

· Goal for state police is to make sure we’re comparing like vehicles to ensure that the vehicle meets the manufacturers safety standard from the year it was manufactured
· 127 service members died out of 3500 crashes

· 10 times more likely to die in a crash due to lack of safety features, than civilians
· If it wasn’t made safe to begin with, state police and inspection stations do not have the expertise to suggest modifications to meet those standards. 
· Reviewed Lt. Scott testimony on previous LDs

· If the owner can provide evidence that it met motor vehicle standards the year it was manufactured, the vehicle is fine. Those are not the vehicles we’re trying to prevent or remove from road use. 
· Cathie – sounds like group believes that former military vehicles are not safe and should not be used on the roadways or registered

· David – We need to rethink vetting process, town only looks at affidavit and not actual vehicle. 
· Lt. Scott – propose we stick to a standard for consistency in safety. 
· Determine proper class and then determine if it needs to be inspected based on that class of vehicle
· Evolution of safety with motor vehicles 

· Safety standards in the 40s and has evolved ever since. 
· Once something is manufactured to that year’s standards, they we should continue to meet those standards. 
· If a vehicle that does not meet the standards is registered in error, we must fix it and rescind the registration. Once there is a mistake, you must fix it.
· Cathie, the current process is that if a person tries to register a 1990 military vehicle as an antique, the town may not know that it is a former military vehicle and will have them complete an antique vehicle affidavit, then it never gets inspected

· We should put on affidavit that this vehicle adheres to the safety standards of the year of manufacture – an attestation and indicate that any vehicle that does not meet that standard, can not be registered as an antique vehicle. 
· Hold the owner accountable

· May have to add to statute

· Need to provide more training for the towns

· Most likely the vehicle has a sticker that says it meets the safety standards if it truly does meet the standards. 
· Won’t stop it completely but gives law enforcement more legal grounds to enforce the law. 
· Lt. Scott – use of non-conforming vehicles in parades is fine once the roads are shut down for a parade, there are no regulations, but they cannot drive the vehicle to or from a parade. 
· Motor vehicle safety standards were created in 1967 

· The law does not permit vehicles with lags to be registered due to the damage it causes to the roads

Discuss 2 reports – The Safety of right-hand-drive vehicles and the GAO report on military vehicles. 

Right hand drive vehicles:
· Not safe because of unfamiliar driving conditions
· Novice period – 6-9 months to get used to it

· Terrible blind spots

· Not illegal right now, know that it has a higher crash rate

· No side marker lights on some European vehicles

· Lighting – headlights were built for a right hand drive vehicle, can’t be adjusted

· Would have to change the entire assembly

· CC – if a person imports a vehicle that’s less than 25 years old, the importer has to indicate that the conversion is going to be made. NHTSA allows import vehicles over 25 years old to be imported but the states determine if they can be registered and titled in their state. 
· Toby – has driven right hand drive vehicles

· British Columbia study – comes down to driver performance

· Is it a US federal standard that manufactured vehicles have to be left hand drive? 
· There are no additional federal standards on right hand drive vehicles 
· Safety standards vs. it’s a right hand drive

· Nikki – mail carrier vehicles are right hand drive
· Toby – if I bought a 2003 Bentley, would it meet safety standards in the US?

· Lt. Scott – maybe, the manufacturers are aware of US federal standards

· They put on the door that it meets US federal motor vehicle standards if it does
· Lt. Scott – study from British Columbia

· Study didn’t look at safety standards rather than the fact they are right hand drive vehicles

· Hasn’t seen any good data on high speed crashes

View a video on crash testing of mini trucks and low-speed vehicles 

Motorcycles

· Why are they allowed on the roadway

· In our report, we have to say something about that

· Arguments – 

· when you buy a motorcycle, you don’t have an expectation of being protected

· Specialized training for motorcycle drivers

· Driver license endorsements

· You know if you put your child on a motorcycle, you’re putting them at risk

· Consumers don’t know if a mini-van does not meet FMVSS
· Consumer expectations and assumptions

· Distracted driving – harder to text and drive on a motorcycle

· CC – anytime sharing road with motorcyclists, good to make eye contact

· Toby – getting MC license made him a much more aware driver

· You have to take the course, driver exam

· MC are not generally used year round

· Limited operations, not towing heavy loads, does not have multiple passengers, etc.

· MCs meet MV safety standards for the type of vehicle
· Why can’t mini-trucks be registered as low speed vehicle?

· They can go up to 70 MPH, LSV can only go up to 25 MPH
· Manufacturer of low speed vehicles indicate on the vehicle that it meets low speed vehicle safety standards. 
Discuss next meeting - 11/3/25 - 1:00 to 2:30
Cathie – look at any studies from other states

· Will send a report from GA, VA, and a letter from British Columbia

· AAMVA has done a study on non-conforming vehicles and has a recommendation for states – will send a copy

· If a state has inspection standards, they should also have to meet inspection standards


· Will also share 2021 report

· If anyone has any other reports from other states, please let us know
· Also has a survey that indicates what other states are doing right now

· There are other states that allow the mini-trucks

· Toby – can we get a list of states that do allow mini-trucks?

· There are environment and geographic considerations.
· Most states that require inspection are on the east coast

· Toby –Is it a MV standard that it has to have a human driver? 

· State laws vary – permits required in the states that do allow them such as CA, AZ, TX
Closing remarks

Adjourn


