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SUPPORT, WITH AMENDMENTS

 

 

RECOMMENDATION
 

Staff recommends that the MTA Board of Directors support SB 1918 with amendments consistent with those requested by the League of California Cities.

 

PROVISIONS
 

SB 1918 is sponsored by the developers and manufacturers of the Segway Human Transporter vehicle.  The bill defines the Segway as an electric personal assistive mobility device (EPAD).  It is similar to other bills being sponsored by the manufacturer in states throughout the country.  Specifically, the California measure would provide for the following:

 

· Specifies that the EPAD is not a motorized scooter; 

· Defines that an EPAD in statute is a "pedestrian," the same designation as disabled individuals who use motorized wheelchairs and other similar equipment: 

· Permits local authorities to, by ordinance, regulate the time, place and manner of operation of the EPAD; 

· Specifies certain equipment necessary for the use of the EPAD, including reflectors, a system that allows for a controlled stop, and if the vehicle is used 30 minutes after sunset or 30 minutes after sunrise, a lamp; 

· Provides for a five-year sunset of the provisions of the bill; and, 

· Makes other findings to the efficacy of the vehicle to promote air quality. 

 

IMPACT ANALYSIS
 

As noted above, the Segway Company is working throughout the country to develop statute conducive to further commercial and consumer development of the Segway vehicle.  This vehicle, recently tested by MTA Executives, is a two-wheeled device utilizing human balance to propel forward.  Because of its small size, the company believes the device can be used wherever a pedestrian can walk.  The company anticipates the assembly of 40,000 Segways a month by the end of the year.   The development of this device has generated a great deal of discussion on its application in urbanized communities and as a means to reduce air pollution.  Many see it as a viable transportation alternative for shorter trips.  The vehicle travels from 5 to 17 mph. 

 

Although there is a great deal of support and excitement regarding the vehicle's potential application, concern has been raised by the League of California Cities over the particular provisions of the California measure.  First, the League is concerned by the designation of the Segway as a “pedestrian.”  Currently, the only exception to the definition of a pedestrian as a person who is "afoot" is for individuals who utilize a motorized wheelchair or other devices for movement due to a disability.  The League believes that the more appropriate designation would be similar to that used for skateboarders, which is a pedestrian on a skateboard.  Adding Segways to definition of “pedestrian” authorizes the vehicle for sidewalk use.  The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration considers the Segway to be on a par with motorized wheelchairs.  The League, however, states that this change is not part of any other bill in the country dealing with Segways and that the provision was apparently suggested by the California Highway Patrol.  

 

Second, the League is concerned that the bill does not allow local jurisdictions to prohibit the use of the device.  According to League representatives, as currently written, SB 1918 does not provide local jurisdictions with sufficient authority over these devices, which could be used on sidewalks.  The League is seeking language that expressly specifies local governments may prohibit the use of the Segway in their communities, and not merely regulate its use.   

 

SB 1918 appears to have a great deal of support in the Senate and is expected to be considered by the Senate Appropriations Committee on May 13.  Staff believes that the concerns of the League could be addressed if the author is willing to consider amendments.  Even the League representative, however, indicated support in concept for the vehicle.   Staff believes it is appropriate to establish some state guidelines for the device, but would concur that the language on its designation as a pedestrian and the regulatory role of local jurisdictions need to be clarified.  Staff, therefore, recommends a support with amendments position on SB 1918.
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