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in the showrcom, Honda instilled it with
natural sales incentive—more horses
than the popular V65 Magna power
cruiser. The official word from Honda is
that no detuning of either engine has
sver taken place; however, no stock
bike (with the exception of the V-Max,
which shattered all existing records)
has ever matched the 105 horsepower
made on Kerkers dyno by the first
Magna tested by Cycle in 1983, Sabres
and subseguent Magnas included.

Discrepancies like this raise the
specter of ‘‘introduction” horse-
power—extra-strong units supplied by
manufacturers to increase the dramat-
ics of new-model unveilings. Of the five
repeat models here, three bikes made
bigger numbers on the dyno, all
achieved by peaking higher up the rev
band, and twc, the Yamaha FJ1100 and
Honda’s Sabre, proved weaker. In fact
the drop in peak horsepower between
the "85 Sabre and the original Sabre
tested in July, 1984, made the FJ's
numbers seem almost pifflingly small—
the Sabre supplied for this comparison
was down more than eight horsepower
from its predecessor.

The Sabre’s drop in horsepower
showed up everywhere: on the dyno, in
roll-on testing, ever so slightly at the
drag strip, and more so on the road. The
Sabre is really a high-output GT bike,
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tuned for flat torgue rather than peak
horsepower, softly suspended, tall-
geared, plush and heavy on its feet. Still
the Sabre’s throttle response is crisp,
its engine long-legged and willing, its
off-the-line punch undeniably robust.
The VF was the unanimous choice for a
cross-country touring mount, and its
laid-back power provided an intriguing
backdrop to the V-four blitzkrieg of
Yamaha's new V-Max.

When the V-Max arrived in the Cycle
shop, assessments of its power output
were curiously split; we all knew Mr.
Max was strong, but the 1200cc engine
was so awe-inspiring fromidle to redline
it needed real Dyno Truth to settle the
matter. Well, the numbers are part of his-
tory: Our V-Max made an astonishing
119 horsepower at 9000 rpm on the
Kerker dyno.

As impressive as the V-Max’s peak
figures are, wa should have bet on the
VMX’s mid-range, because that's
where the overwhelming achievement
of its 1200cc engine hits home. Com-
pared to the second most powerful bike
here, the GS1150, the V-Max's peak
output is nearly 18 percent greater at
9000 rpm. A little farther down the
scale, at 6000 rpm, the V-Max’s horse-
power looms over the GS by 26 percent.
That's testament enough when tested
against the strongest mid-range power-

maker here, but when the V-Max’s dyno
curve is placed beside a peakster like
the Ninja, the gap becomes a chasm:
At 9000 rpm the V-Max makes 27 per-
cent more power than the Ninja, but at
6000 the difference has widened to an
unbridgeable 56 percent. It's hard to
comprehend the sheer power the V-
Max is making—between four and six
thousand rpm, the VMX picks up as
much horsepower as the total output
of the Ninja at five grand!

With Hoover Dam power like this, you
might expect the V-Max to be geared
tall. In fact it’s not. All five speeds run
right along the midline for Superbike
gearing. This, combined with carbure-
tion that is both crisp and progressive,
gives the V-Max excellent roll-on power:
The VMX posted new roll-on records
for time and distance in third and fifth
gears.

But at the strip the V-Max’s tremen-
dous mid-range power proves a liability.
Even after a clean launch, the rear tire lit
up consistently when the engine began
climbing up its mid-range power curve.
Gassing off was the only way to main-
tain traction, and both time and speed
suffered accordingly. In fact the 900cc,
90-horsepower Eliminator clocked an
almost identical drag-strip run. Power
as measured on the dyno is definitely
there, but it takes a wizard like Jay
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