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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Powered mobility device use (mobility scooters and powerchairs) has grown

significantly in the UK with potentially 500-850,000 current users. These

devices play a critical role in supporting mobility, independence and quality of

life for those with mobility issues. In terms of road safety, data indicate that

collisions involving powered mobility devices and those leading to serious

collisions and fatalities have increased by over 40% since 2014. Surprisingly

however, this user group have been completely overlooked, with limited

understanding about when, where, and how powered mobility devices are

used or about the road safety issues surrounding their use.

The current policy framework surrounding powered mobility device use is

complex, which has implications for road safety. Powered mobility devices are

referred to as “invalid carriages” in law and many people are unaware that in

the Highway Code they are classed as pedestrians. The rules governing their

use also vary by their Class and context and the reality is that understanding of

these rules remains mixed among the public, road safety professionals and

users. Training on powered mobility device use is meant to be provided at point

of sale, but evidence suggests that only around a third of users have received

training (mostly control familiarisation), while over 90% report that more could

be done to promote safe use. The evidence base on what training works is

limited in both quantity and quality. Recent research has gone beyond vehicle

handling training and explored the hazards encountered by users, the

strategies they use in negotiating these and how training on these can also

improve safety. Nevertheless, the safety literature is thin on the ground and an

area that needs attention. 
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KEY TAKEAWAYS

Use is rising alongside collisions
Powered mobility device use is substantial and increasing, and collisions have
also increased more than 50% since 2014.

Policy is unclear and creates risk
Many road users are unaware of the rules around powered mobility device use,
possibly because the Highway Code refers to them by name infrequently as
they come under the classification of pedestrian

Training is limited and inconsistent
Only just over a third of users report receiving training, and although evidence
shows it improves safety and performance, training provision is inconsistent
and the evidence base remains limited.

Action is required
A coordinated response is needed to improve data, clarify policy, and support
safe use.
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This briefing paper represents a call to action, to stop ignoring this road user

group, to fill the knowledge gap about how these devices are used and about

collisions and collision characteristics and to develop evidenced based safety

resources and training. It is also a call for simpler policy, such that as powered

mobility devices develop and overlap with micromobility, any new legislation

improves predictability of road user behaviour and creates safer environments.

Finally, it is a call to represent powered mobility devices better within the

Highway Code in order to educate all road users about how to interact with

them. This should include providing more examples featuring these devices

and including them explicitly within the Hierarchy of Road Users. 
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The Parliamentary Advisory Council for Transport Safety (PACTS) is a UK-based
registered charity, and company limited by guarantee, dedicated to improving
transport safety. Formed in 1982, PACTS plays a unique role by bridging the
gap between safety professionals and lawmakers. Its aim is to advise and
inform members of the House of Commons and the House of Lords on air, rail
and road safety issues, bringing together safety professionals and legislators to
identify research-based solutions to transport safety problems with regard to
cost, effectiveness, achievability and acceptability. One of its roles is to provide
the secretariat to the All-Party Parliamentary Group for Transport Safety.
PACTS is independent of political or commercial interests and collaborates
with various stakeholders across the public, private, and third sectors. The
organisation draws its income from member subscriptions, sponsorships,
research grants, and events. PACTS’ 150 member organisations come from
across the modes and the public, private and third sectors. We welcome new
members. 

The PACTS Road User Behaviour Working Party (RUBWP) is one of PACTS’ four
Working Parties. Its role is to advise PACTS on road user behaviour matters and
to help formulate policy. The RUBWP meets three times a year to hear from
representatives from members on priority topics in areas that present
challenges and opportunities to achieving the PACTS vision. Actions from the
meetings include undertaking further research, or using PACTS’ tools of
briefing papers, reports, events and engagement with Parliamentarians to
push the RUBWP priorities forward.

Further details about PACTS can found at www.pacts.org.uk
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ABOUT PACTS

http://www.pacts.org.uk/


Over the last 30 years, powered mobility devices (mobility scooters and power
chairs) have become a common sight on our pavements and roads in the UK
as they help those with mobility impairments get around and lead an
independent life. Surprisingly, there are no recent estimates for the number of
users. Back in 2014, the Research Institute for Consumer Affairs estimated that
there were 300–350,000 users with annual growth estimated at 5-10%, which
would mean between 500-850,000 users today.  Importantly, whilst this is
already a large number, the reality is that many of us will become mobility
impaired at some point in our lives with the mean number of disability-free
years from age 65 being 10 years.  As such a large proportion of the population
will face mobility issues at some time in their life and may require the use of a
powered mobility device. Despite this, this group of road and pavement users
is massively overlooked from a road safety and policy perspective, evidenced by
the lack of representation in the  2026 Department for Transport Road Safety
Strategy.  This briefing paper explores what we know about usage of powered
mobility devices, the benefits of use and safe use, and identifies current issues
that need to be addressed.

1

2

Usage
In law, mobility scooters and powerchairs are currently referred to as invalid
carriages and are classified according to their rights to drive on the pavement
and the road.  ‘Class 2’ scooters have a maximum speed of 4mph, while ‘Class 3’
scooters can reach 8mph. Additionally, some scooters fall outside both classes.
These ‘not in class’ mobility scooters and powerchairs are wider than 0.85m,
can go more than 8mph or weigh more than 150kg. Class 2 and 3 scooters can
be used on pedestrian areas and cycle tracks, whereas ‘not in class’ cannot.
Class 3 and ‘not in class’ scooters can be used on the road if registered with the
DVLA, though a valid driver's license is required for ‘not in class’ operation.
None of these vehicles can be used in cycle lanes and none of them require 

3
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BRIEFING: POWERED MOBILITY DEVICES SAFETY

[1] Office for National Statistics, ‘Health state life expectancies in England, Northern Ireland and Wales: between
2011 to 2013 and 2020 to 2022’, accessed 8 July 2026
[2] Department for Transport, Road Safety Strategy (2026), accessed 8 July 2026
[3] Department for Transport, ‘Using mobility scooters and powered wheelchairs: Classes of mobility scooter and
powered wheelchair’, accessed 8 July 2026

https://www.gov.uk/mobility-scooters-and-powered-wheelchairs-rules/classes
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/healthandsocialcare/healthandlifeexpectancies/bulletins/healthstatelifeexpectanciesuk/between2011to2013and2020to2022
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/healthandsocialcare/healthandlifeexpectancies/bulletins/healthstatelifeexpectanciesuk/between2011to2013and2020to2022
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/695e2cff8832ab3a48513809/road-safety-strategy.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/mobility-scooters-and-powered-wheelchairs-rules/classes?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.gov.uk/mobility-scooters-and-powered-wheelchairs-rules/classes?utm_source=chatgpt.com


insurance. Many road users and pedestrians are unaware of these different
classes/restrictions and would be unable to visually categorise the class of a
mobility scooter or powerchair, raising questions about how road users can easily
predict how users of these devices might behave in different environments. In
January 2026, the Department for Transport launched a consultation on
reviewing some of the laws for powered mobility devices, including reviewing
the specifications for the different classes and laws around use in cycle lanes. 

In the Highway Code, mobility scooters and powerchairs are classed as
pedestrians (although this is not made clear at the first mention of pedestrians).
As such, they do not specifically appear in the Hierarchy of Road Users or in
various rules that pertain to pedestrians (e.g., overtaking) despite those rules also
covering these devices. This is potentially confusing for other road users given
that the Highway Code also has a subset of specific rules for powered mobility
devices. 

More broadly, there is relatively little information in the public domain about how
powered mobility devices are used, though recently research has attempted to
explore this travel mode. Guest and others (2024) conducted the largest
published study with mobility scooter users (268 users all from the UK) and
showed that 78% of users had a driving license, 61% drove another vehicle on the
road, 81% owned their own scooter and had done for an average of 7.7 years.  4
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[4] Duncan Guest, Georgina Gous, Andrew Butcher, Andrew Mackenzie, Gordon Guest, Angela Young and David
Crundall, ‘Developing a taxonomy of hazards and hazard mitigation strategies for Motorised Mobility Scooter users’,
Accident Analysis & Prevention, vol. 195, article 107423, February 2024, accessed 8 July 2026

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001457523004700


Safety
Department for Transport data shows that from 2015-2024 recorded collisions
involving mobility scooters increased by 44% with those involving serious injury
also increasing by between 55-75%.  Internal data from the insurance firm
Surewise also reflect a growing trend of incidents, though the data also
indicate that large numbers of minor incidents go unreported. Within the DfT
data, mobility scooters are one of only a few categories of road user that have
shown increases in injury and fatalities. Though the absolute number of
fatalities remains below 20 per year, a safe system approach and a vision zero
ethos oblige us to investigate this problem. 

11

| PACTS BRIEFING PAPER 8

[5] Ewa Wressle and Kersti Samuelsson, ‘User Satisfaction with Mobility Assistive Devices’, Scandinavian Journal of
Occupational Therapy, vol. 11, no. 3, 2004, pp. 143–150, accessed 8 July 2026
[6] Ryan Fomiatti, Lois Moir, Janet Richmond and Jeannine Millsteed, ‘The experience of being a motorised mobility
scooter user’, Disability and Rehabilitation: Assistive Technology, vol. 9, no. 3, 2014, pp. 183–187, accessed 8 July 2026
[7] Kate Edwards and Annie McCluskey, ‘A survey of adult power wheelchair and scooter users’, Disability and
Rehabilitation: Assistive Technology, vol. 5, no. 6, 2010, pp. 411–419, accessed 8 July 2026
[8] Pei Yi Lim, Chia Hui Wen Chia, Shi Lin Ong, Mei Ling Lim and Ting Xu, ‘The impact of mobility scooter on
occupational participation among older adults in Singapore: an exploratory study’, Disability and Rehabilitation:
Assistive Technology, published online 2022 (print publication pending), accessed 8 July 2026
[9] Duncan Guest, Georgina Gous, Andrew Butcher, Andrew Mackenzie, Gordon Guest, Angela Young and David
Crundall, ‘Developing a taxonomy of hazards and hazard mitigation strategies for motorised mobility scooter users’,
Accident Analysis & Prevention, vol. 195, article 107423, 2024, accessed 8 July 2026
[10] Ingvor Pettersson, Lars Hagberg, Carin Fredriksson and Liselotte N. Hermansson, ‘The effect of powered scooters
on activity, participation and quality of life in elderly users’, Disability and Rehabilitation: Assistive Technology, vol. 11,
no. 7, 2016, pp. 558–563, accessed 8 July 2026
[11] Department for Transport, ‘RAS0502: Vehicles involved and involvement rates’, Road safety statistics: data tables,
accessed 8 July 2026

Benefits
The evidence for the impact of powered mobility device use on a range of
health and wellbeing domains is well documented. These show positive
impacts in terms of increasing independence, increasing engagement in
activities and social life, increased community participation and occupational
participation, increased sense of freedom, and improvements to self-esteem
and quality of life.  Though much of the evidence arises from studies
conducted outside of the UK, it is highly likely that these patterns of perceived
benefits are generalisable. Some of these studies note however that their
respondents also reported collisions which tempered the perceived benefits.
Unfortunately, research into the safety of mobility devices, and the extent and
nature of incidents and collisions is more scarce. 

5 6 7 8 9 10

Respondents estimated their mean hours of usage at 12.3 hrs per week, with the
mean number of miles travelled as 16.1. These are relatively coarse statistics
however, and there is a general lack of understanding about when, where, and
how powered mobility devices are used or how usage differs between mobility
scooters and powerchairs.

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/11038120410020728?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23802129/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23802129/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.3109/17483101003793412
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/17483107.2022.2121008
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/17483107.2022.2121008
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001457523004700
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.3109/17483107.2015.1027301
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.3109/17483107.2015.1027301
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/68d3d3e2b6c608ff9421b267/ras0502.ods
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.3109/17483107.2013.814171?casa_token=-0V45YGtW1MAAAAA:BTG-UJ1rNdJ5B6bCom_HGJ14aFyucYynYDO_m3TOdbDfdMGTiSaUp-JwbpZeYxiIr3ZKkxVcvRUz
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001457523004700
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Guest et al (2024) found that most mobility scooter users were generally
confident in their use, but only 34% strongly agreed that they felt safe and 91%
said that more could be done to promote safe use. Whilst training is meant to
be provided at point of sale, mobility scooters can easily be bought second
hand or online and Guest et al. found that only 38% of mobility scooter users
had received any training. The majority of this was at point of sale and focused
on familiarisation with controls.

Across the UK there are a patchwork of training courses available, most of
which focus on manual handling rather than training users in the many tricky
or dangerous situations they may find themselves in. There are a range of
organisations within the independent living sector that actively promote safe
use of powered mobility devices. For example, retailers such as TGA Mobility
run Road Shows which include a safety perspective,  while the insurer
Surewise began a Safer Mobility Campaign in 2024, and as part of this have
distributed safety packs that include a Mobility Scooter Safety Guide and a
Reflective Sticker Bundle.  

12

13

The evidence base for what type of training or safety intervention works is
relatively lacking, though Toosizadeh and others (2014) and Guest et al (2024)
both summarise the limited literature.   Of the relatively few studies into
powered mobility device training, the majority focused on training vehicular
control across a range of different mobility devices rather than safety per se,
and they tend to have small numbers of participants and lack control groups.
As such the quality of the work in this area is not high. Nevertheless, training
has been shown to improve handling, control manoeuvring and safe usage.

14 15

Recently, our research moved beyond the typical operational focus and
developed a taxonomy of hazards that mobility scooter users face, and the
strategies they use to mitigate these dangers.  Hazards ranged from other
road/pavement users to issues with the structural design of roads, pavements

16

[12] TGA Mobility, ‘TGA Mobility’, accessed 8 July 2026
[13] Surewise, ‘The Safer Mobility Campaign: Keeping Mobility Scooter Users Safe’, accessed 8 July 2026
[14] Nima Toosizadeh, Matthew Bunting, Carol Howe, Jane Mohler, Jonathan Sprinkle and Bijan Najafi, ‘Motorized
mobility scooters: The use of training/intervention and technology for improving driving skills in aging adults – A
mini-review’, Gerontology, vol. 60, no. 4, 2014, pp. 357–365, accessed 8 July 2026
[15] Duncan Guest, Georgina Gous, Andrew Butcher, Andrew Mackenzie, Gordon Guest, Angela Young and David
Crundall, ‘Developing a taxonomy of hazards and hazard mitigation strategies for Motorised Mobility Scooter
users’, Accident Analysis & Prevention, vol. 195, article 107423, February 2024, accessed 8 July 2026
[16] Duncan Guest, Georgina Gous, Andrew Butcher, Andrew Mackenzie, Gordon Guest, Angela Young and David
Crundall, ‘Developing a taxonomy of hazards and hazard mitigation strategies for Motorised Mobility Scooter
users’, Accident Analysis & Prevention, vol. 195, article 107423, February 2024, accessed 8 July 2026

https://www.tgamobility.co.uk/
https://www.surewise.com/safer-mobility/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24481257/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24481257/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24481257/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001457523004700
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001457523004700
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001457523004700
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001457523004700
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Current issues
It is evident that there is a huge knowledge gap in the number of powered
mobility device users, their characteristics, and how they use these devices.
Filling this basic knowledge is fundamental to developing robust policy.
Regarding safety, there is insufficient knowledge about incidents, collisions
and collision characteristics from which to develop evidenced based safety
resources and training. Training regarding powered mobility devices is also
required for other road users so they understand the rules for these devices
and how to predict users’ behaviours. 

Another issue is how different Classes of powered mobility devices are defined.
These are relatively old definitions, and innovations in manufacturing now
mean there are a wide variety of different devices on the market. Only some of
these devices are made with the current classification system in mind with
imported devices or new innovations potentially falling foul of the various
Class 2 and Class 3 restrictions and inadvertently falling into the ‘not in class’
category. This is made more complex because the boundary between
powered mobility devices and micromobility has become increasingly blurred
(e.g., e-scooters with seats). In January 2026 the UK Department for Transport
launched a consultation on this legislation. Whatever the outcome, it is
important that retailers clearly highlight which Class a device falls into. From a
safety perspective it is important to recognise that other road users or
pedestrians may find the current legislation around powered mobility devices
and micromobility confusing. In this fast-changing landscape there is a
danger of policy not keeping up or becoming so complex that road users are
unable to know what to expect of these different forms of transport, creating
unsafe environments. 

and road crossing design to issues with visibility and spacing issues at
crossings. Strategies included modification of speed, assessing the situation,
vigilance, positioning at road crossings, route preparation, making oneself
visible, and even asking other people to help.  This work fed into the
development of a free online training video See and Scoot that uses real life
footage shot from the perspective of the user.  The efficacy of the training has
been evaluated and was found to encourage more good scooting behaviours
and help users develop better strategies to negotiate hazards.

17

18

[17] Nottingham Trent University, ‘See and Scoot training video’, accessed 8 July 2026
[18] Duncan Guest, David Crundall, Andrew Mackenzie, Angela Young, Gordon Guest, Andrew Butcher and
Georgina Gous, ‘Mobility scooter user behaviour and hazard perception at road crossings’, Nottingham Trent
University, 2019, accessed 8 July 2026

https://vimeo.com/313166492
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/61d570b3a2957b5f755587d2/t/6228d48f5db0817f3e0a1d2e/1646843024977/Nottingham%2BTrent%2BUniversity%2B-%2BMobility%2BScooter%2BUser%2Bbehaviour%2Band%2Bhazard%2Bperception%2Bat%2Broad%2Bcrossings.pdf
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Improve understanding of how powered mobility devices are used and
therefore what users’ needs are in relation to safety. 
Improve understanding of the incidents powered mobility devices are involved
in to better inform safety guidance.
Work across industry, government and the charity sector to develop evidence-
based guidance to promote safe use. 
Ensure that as policy evolves it is simpler and improves predictability of road
user behaviour and creates safer environments. This is particularly the case for
micromobility and powered mobility devices, as innovation will blur the
boundary between these. 
Educate road users by providing more examples of situations involving
powered mobility devices in the Highway Code. This recognises that, whilst
these device users are classed as pedestrians, they behave differently. 
Include powered mobility devices explicitly within the Hierarchy of Road Users. 

RECOMMENDATIONS

Relating to this are issues around the Highway Code where the inclusion or
omission of powered mobility devices can be confusing Sometimes, they are
referred to explicitly, though, other times, where the term pedestrian is used, it
is inclusive of powered mobility devices, but this is not obvious. The Highway
Code therefore needs to include many more examples of situations involving
powered mobility devices to help demonstrate when rules apply to them (e.g.,
overtaking). This would recognise that users of powered mobility devices
display different behaviour to that of other pedestrians. The current situation is
that the current rules for powered mobility devices are not widely known or
understood by the public or even road safety professionals.

In sum, users of powered mobility devices have been ignored for too long from
a road safety perspective. As a growing population of users on our roads and
pavements we cannot continue to ignore them. We need much better data
about users, about incidents and about safe use in order to educate device
users and the wider public. The January 2026 Department for Transport
consultation to review the law for powered mobility devices is a useful step but
does not go far enough. We are calling for a change to the Highway Code in
order to include powered mobility device users within the Hierarchy of Road
Users in their own right, and for a concerted effort to represent these road users
throughout the Highway Code and to provide clear education and guidance on
powered mobility device safety.      
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	Across the UK there are a patchwork of training courses available, most of which focus on manual handling rather than training users in the many tricky or dangerous situations they may find themselves in. There are a range of organisations within the independent living sector that actively promote safe use of powered mobility devices. For example, retailers such as TGA Mobility run Road Shows which include a safety perspective,12 while the insurer Surewise began a Safer Mobility Campaign in 2024, and as part of this have distributed safety packs that include a Mobility Scooter Safety Guide and a Reflective Sticker Bundle.13
	The evidence base for what type of training or safety intervention works is relatively lacking, though Toosizadeh and others (2014) and Guest et al (2024) both summarise the limited literature.14 15 Of the relatively few studies into powered mobility device training, the majority focused on training vehicular control across a range of different mobility devices rather than safety per se, and they tend to have small numbers of participants and lack control groups. As such the quality of the work in this area is not high. Nevertheless, training has been shown to improve handling, control manoeuvring and safe usage.
	Recently, our research moved beyond the typical operational focus and developed a taxonomy of hazards that mobility scooter users face, and the strategies they use to mitigate these dangers.16 Hazards ranged from other road/pavement users to issues with the structural design of roads, pavements
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	and road crossing design to issues with visibility and spacing issues at crossings. Strategies included modification of speed, assessing the situation, vigilance, positioning at road crossings, route preparation, making oneself visible, and even asking other people to help.  This work fed into the development of a free online training video See and Scoot that uses real life footage shot from the perspective of the user.17 The efficacy of the training has been evaluated and was found to encourage more good scooting behaviours and help users develop better strategies to negotiate hazards.18
	Current issues It is evident that there is a huge knowledge gap in the number of powered mobility device users, their characteristics, and how they use these devices. Filling this basic knowledge is fundamental to developing robust policy. Regarding safety, there is insufficient knowledge about incidents, collisions and collision characteristics from which to develop evidenced based safety resources and training. Training regarding powered mobility devices is also required for other road users so they understand the rules for these devices and how to predict users’ behaviours.
	Another issue is how different Classes of powered mobility devices are defined. These are relatively old definitions, and innovations in manufacturing now mean there are a wide variety of different devices on the market. Only some of these devices are made with the current classification system in mind with imported devices or new innovations potentially falling foul of the various Class 2 and Class 3 restrictions and inadvertently falling into the ‘not in class’ category. This is made more complex because the boundary between powered mobility devices and micromobility has become increasingly blurred (e.g., e-scooters with seats). In January 2026 the UK Department for Transport launched a consultation on this legislation. Whatever the outcome, it is important that retailers clearly highlight which Class a device falls into. From a safety perspective it is important to recognise that other road users or pedestrians may find the current legislation around powered mobility devices and micromobility confusing. In this fast-changing landscape there is a danger of policy not keeping up or becoming so complex that road users are unable to know what to expect of these different forms of transport, creating unsafe environments.
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	Relating to this are issues around the Highway Code where the inclusion or omission of powered mobility devices can be confusing Sometimes, they are referred to explicitly, though, other times, where the term pedestrian is used, it is inclusive of powered mobility devices, but this is not obvious. The Highway Code therefore needs to include many more examples of situations involving powered mobility devices to help demonstrate when rules apply to them (e.g., overtaking). This would recognise that users of powered mobility devices display different behaviour to that of other pedestrians. The current situation is that the current rules for powered mobility devices are not widely known or understood by the public or even road safety professionals.
	In sum, users of powered mobility devices have been ignored for too long from a road safety perspective. As a growing population of users on our roads and pavements we cannot continue to ignore them. We need much better data about users, about incidents and about safe use in order to educate device users and the wider public. The January 2026 Department for Transport consultation to review the law for powered mobility devices is a useful step but does not go far enough. We are calling for a change to the Highway Code in order to include powered mobility device users within the Hierarchy of Road Users in their own right, and for a concerted effort to represent these road users throughout the Highway Code and to provide clear education and guidance on powered mobility device safety.

	RECOMMENDATIONS
	Improve understanding of how powered mobility devices are used and therefore what users’ needs are in relation to safety.
	Improve understanding of the incidents powered mobility devices are involved in to better inform safety guidance.
	Work across industry, government and the charity sector to develop evidence-based guidance to promote safe use.
	Ensure that as policy evolves it is simpler and improves predictability of road user behaviour and creates safer environments. This is particularly the case for micromobility and powered mobility devices, as innovation will blur the boundary between these.
	Educate road users by providing more examples of situations involving powered mobility devices in the Highway Code. This recognises that, whilst these device users are classed as pedestrians, they behave differently.
	Include powered mobility devices explicitly within the Hierarchy of Road Users.
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