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Non-Conforming Vehicles Working Group 

Meeting Notes
11/17/25 

1:00 to 2:30

· Greetings and roll call
· Voting and non-voting members

· Approve notes from meeting held on 10/20/25
· Charles – clarify that not everyone sells insurance for low-speed vehicles

· One insurer will write them conditionally as motorcycles as long as they are not on the road 
· Another company will not write them as personal auto – will write as a commercial vehicle primarily for off-road use

· Most likely ATVs, Gators, etc. but they will not write them on a personalized property

· Very limited use for insuring

· Motion to accept as amended – Charles Soltan
· 2nd – Toby Stinson
· All vote to approve notes as amended
Cathie – we have gone through all resolves, we have discussed current laws, studies on injuries, etc.
· We’ve discussed the risks of injury, registering without insuring, no inspections

· Leaving antique vehicles as they are because they have limited use and are generally maintained very well

· We’ve discussed what other states are doing

That takes us to thinking about looking at #8 resolve

· Are we in a place to recommend the use of non-conforming vehicles

· Or recommend no changes to current law or some changes to current law

Lt. Scott – as we entered into this, we tried to have an open mind

· Study how to safely allow mixing non-conforming vehicles into general traffic

· Low speed vehicles meet requirements

· Not exposed in low-speed environments

· We should separate non-conforming vehicles from low-speed vehicles

· We don’t have a way to clearly delineate what is safe or not safe for use

· Federal Motor Vehicle Standards were created in 1967

· As you move forward and create new standards, the last thing you want to do is go backward

· We license people to perform inspections, but state police does not do inspections

· There is a concern about liability

· It feels like the safe thing to do is continue to acknowledge that some vehicles do not meet safety standards

· Cathie – we all came here with an open mind 

· Charged with trying to find a way to learn more

Toby – was open minded coming in to this as well.

· Seems more clear now than before that it’s based on the law and based on the year of manufacture

· When you go so far out of your way to work with one group, will you open Pandora’s box of people trying to get different vehicles on the road?
· Non-conforming if, according to date of manufacture, it did not comply

· This is not an import issue, it’s a road safety issue

· The law is clear cut

Charles – it’s an easy hook that we can get people to understand

· If it wasn’t inspectable at the time, why would it suddenly become ok after 25 years?

· Not like antique autos that do meet year of manufacture standards

· It’s not our desire to insure completely unsafe vehicles

Toby – we can’t do anything to authorize these vehicles unless we change the law

· Cathie – if we recommended changing the law the legislature would take it under consideration

Charles – it would be a risk to try to inspect them

Toby – In the politics of this

· What was the overall feeling when this first came to the floor?

· Emily – we’ve seen this come up repeatedly throughout the years with military and other vehicles

· For something to be implemented, it has to be implementable

· There’s no safe way to do that 

· There’s a reason we have safety standards

Cathie – BMV mission is to ensure highway safety

· The public expects the government to protect them

· Laws fairly applied to all vehicles

· There is a small group of people that would like more of these vehicles allowed

· Most people have an expectation of being safe

· The current standard is the correct standard

· When we were asked to do the working group – Cathie said it would put all of this to rest

· One updated study so that for the next 5 years, 10 years, it can be clear that there was a group that researched this with an open mind

Charles – Military vehicles

· If you look at those trucks, they look road worthy, but they’re built for rough terrain

· Shouldn’t be on the road

· How many military vehicles are put out to auction?

· I don’t see that those could be made safe

Toby – This biggest issue that comes up with military vehicles is the late 80s early 90s Humvees

· Those were never manufactured for the road

· Lt. Scott – as soon as you remove the standard, you open the door to anything

· Some may be safer than others

· We know most don’t have any safety systems

· If you remove the FMVS standard, it becomes anything you want to build in your back yard

· If it had certain components, you would have to pass it
· It’s every single vehicle that doesn’t meet standards

· Doesn’t want to mix a 2000 lb. mini-truck with general traffic

· If it meets the standards, we can check to make sure those components are still there

Lt. Scott – standards have been the same for as long as he’s been in law enforcement (31 years)

Import autos must meet federal safety standards

Lt. Scott – we’re not trying to change anything, keep what we have

· Some have slipped through the cracks

· Even if it’s import – if it doesn’t meet federal MV standards, it’s still illegal to put on the road

· Nikki – if a vehicle has been registered in error, we will recall that registration

Jamie York – Opinion is that everything so far makes sense and he agrees

Unanimously agree that we should not recommend any changes to the law
Use testimony from Lt. Scott as basis for our decision

Motion to recommend there be no changes:
· Charles Soltan
· 2nd – Toby Stinson
· Vote – unanimous

· No opposed 
· Closing remarks

· Adjourn


