
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
S UMMARY 
The City Council is  cons idering propos ed amendments  to the City Code related to the operation of 
mobility devices , including bicycles , electric bicycles , s cooters  and s imilar devices .  Thes e 
amendments  are intended to enhance public s afety, provide clear operational expectations , and 
addres s  the increas ing pres ence of thes e devices  within the community.  
 
At the March 3, 2026, City Council meeting, s taff pres ented the propos ed amendments . During 
that dis cus s ion, Council reques ted the addition of a requirement that juveniles  wear helmets  while 
operating applicable devices .  That provis ion has  s ince been incorporated into the ordinance 
language and reviewed by the City Attorney.  Additionally, the city conducted public outreach to 
gather community input, and this  report provides  a s ummary and analys is  of that feedback. 
 
BACKGROUND 
The us e of mobility devices  has  increas ed in recent years , both nationally and within the City of 
Maricopa.  Thes e devices  provide convenient and acces s ible trans portation options  but als o 
introduce new cons iderations  related to roadway s afety, pedes trian interactions , and rider 
behavior.  The propos ed amendments  are des igned to promote s afe and res pons ible operation, 
reduce conflicts  between riders , pedes trians , and motoris ts , and es tablis h enforceable s tandards  
that can be applied cons is tently.  
 
The amendments  are als o intended to proactively addres s  s afety ris ks  as s ociated with increas ed 
us age and evolving trans portation trends  within the community. During the March 3, 2026, Council 
meeting, s taff pres ented the propos ed ordinance and received direction from Council to 
incorporate a juvenile helmet requirement.  That provis ion has  been added to the propos ed code 
and reviewed by the City Attorney for legal s ufficiency. 
 
Public feedback regarding the propos ed amendments  to city code was  s olicited and received by 
city s taff.  While the feedback was  not collected through a formal s urvey ins trument, a qualitative 
review of the s ubmitted comments  provides  a reas onable indication of overall s entiment. Bas ed 
on that review, s taff es timates  that approximately two-thirds  of res pondents  were s upportive or 
conditionally s upportive of allowing mobility devices  to operate on s idewalks , while roughly one-
third expres s ed concerns  or oppos ition.  
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Support was  frequently tied to the perception that riding in the roadway, particularly along higher-
s peed arterial corridors , pos es  a greater s afety ris k, and that s idewalk us e, when conducted in a 
careful and controlled manner, offers  a s afer alternative. Convers ely, the concerns  rais ed were 
largely centered on pedes trian s afety, including the potential for conflicts  related to s peed, 
proximity, and unpredictability, as  well as  the pres ervation of s idewalks  as  pedes trian-priority 
s paces .  
 
Many comments  recognized the value of helmets  in reducing the ris k of s erious  injury. At the 
s ame time, a portion of the feedback rais ed concerns  focus ed les s  on the s afety objective its elf 
and more on the implementation of the helmet requirement. Thes e concerns  centered on 
ques tions  of enforceability, cons is tency in application, practicality of compliance, and whether 
helmet us e s hould remain a matter of parental res pons ibility rather than a legal mandate.  
 
Several res pondents  emphas ized the importance of education and outreach as  a primary tool for 
achieving compliance. Importantly, the feedback did not reflect s ignificant oppos ition to mobility 
devices  thems elves , but rather a des ire to ens ure that their operation of thes e devices  is  governed 
by clear, enforceable s tandards  that prioritize pedes trian s afety. 
 
From an operational pers pective, the propos ed amendments  provide clearer expectations  for both 
the public and law enforcement, which s upports  cons is tent application and improved compliance 
over time.  The addition of the juvenile helmet requirement aligns  with widely accepted injury-
prevention practices  and reflects  a proactive approach to reducing the likelihood and s everity of 
head injuries  among younger riders .  
 
As  with other s afety-focus ed regulations , s taff anticipates  that implementation would emphas ize 
education, voluntary compliance, and proportional enforcement, particularly during the initial 
rollout period. 
 
FIS CAL IMP ACT  
There is  no s ignificant fis cal impact as s ociated with the propos ed amendments . Implementation 
and enforcement will be managed within exis ting departmental res ources . 
 
S T AFF RECOMMENDAT ION 
Staff recommends  that City Council approve the propos ed amendments  to the City Code related 
to mobility devices , including the requirement that juveniles  wear helmets  while operating 
applicable devices . 
 
 
 


