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PURPOSE
Review state statute and approach 

for enacting city ordinances

Background Image 2025: https://www.rickcaseezgo.com/blog/golf-carts-vs-low-speed-vehicles-whats-the-difference--49194
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HISTORY

2011 2019 2025

Informative 
Presentations

Golf cart 
committee 
formed

Review 
approach for 
City Ordinances

Municipal governments may 
adopt designated areas as golf 
cart friendly, either via council 
initiative or petition by others

Important: City ordinances 
must be more restrictive than 
State Statute
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DRIVING FORCES

Complaints about unsafe 
conditions via illegal use of golf 

carts on sidewalks.

Safety

New resident and/or 
community demand 

for golf cart use.

Demand

Infrastructure to maintain 
safety, reduce liability and 
comply with regulations 
(currently Fla. Sta. §316.212 & 320.01) 

Planning
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vs.

LOW SPEED 

VEHICLES

Image 2025: https://www.rickcaseezgo.com/blog/golf-carts-vs-low-speed-vehicles-whats-the-difference--49194



Golf Cart – Approved by State Law 
(FS.320.01(22))
 Top speed is less than 20mph
 Can be driven by anyone over the age of 14.
 Prohibited to only those over age 18 unless possess drivers license 
or learner’s driver’s license.
 Can only be driven between sunrise and sunset

(Unless equipped with headlights, brake lights, turn signals)

 Can be driven on Sidewalks at least 8 feet wide, designated for 
use

GOLF CARTS vs. LOW-SPEED VEHICLES



Low Speed Vehicle - Approved by State Law 

(FS.320.01(41))
 Top speed of more than 20mph and less than 25mph

 Fully Equipped with Brakes, Mirrors, Lights, etc.

 Operators License Required

 Registration with DMV Required (with tag)

 Must be insured comparable to a Motor Vehicle

 Can be driven on any road where the speed limit is less than 35mph

 Not allowed on sidewalks 

GOLF CARTS vs. LOW-SPEED VEHICLES



MICROMOBILITY DEVICE

Micromobility Device - Approved by State Law
 Top speed of less than 20mph
 Electric Scooters and Bicycles 
 Must be able to be human powered
 Motor less than 750 watts
 No Operators License Required
 No Registration with DMV Required 
 No Insurance Required
 Operator has Rights and Duties of Bicycle
 Must be courteous and give way to pedestrians
 Can be further restricted by Local Ordinance

Images 2025:https://www.flhsmv.gov/driver-licenses-id-cards/motorcycle-rider-

education-endorsements/motorcycle-motor-scooter-moped-and-motorized-scooter/



IMPLEMENTATION  
APPROACH

STATUS QUO CITY WIDE

STAKEHOLDER LED 

APPLICATIONS

MULTI-STAKEHOLDER LED 

APPLICATIONS

Background Image golf cart. (2025, January 29). In Wikipedia. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Golf_cart



• No sidewalk use for LSVs or golf carts

• LSVs remain restricted to roads with 35 mph or lower

• Enforcement as needed and education via flyers and orientations  

Cons: 

• Limited accessibility,

• Some missed opportunities for 

connectivity

Pros: 

• No additional infrastructure costs; 

• Maintains current safety measures

• Allowed within private communities

IMPLEMENTATION – STATUS QUO



• Stakeholders may apply to designate roadways and/or sidewalks for golf cart or LSV 

use within their developments

• Requires adherence to safety regulations and approval from local government

• Ordinances to be adopted on a case-by-case basis

Cons: 

• Potential inconsistency across 

developments; (can be addressed)

• May require enforcement resources

• Golf cart use spills out of the community

Pros: 

• Provides flexibility to stakeholders; 

• localized interconnectivity

• No anticipated investment by City

• Option for enforcement agreements

IMPLEMENTATION – STAKEHOLDER LED



• Multiple stakeholders can coordinate to create a network

• City involvement to include public property in the network to bridge gaps

• Can create a more widespread consistency for users

• Ordinances to be adopted on a case-by-case basis

Cons:

• Requires coordination 

• May require city resources & 

investment

• May require enforcement resources

Pros: 

• Increased interconnectivity and 

accessibility; 

• promotes sustainable transportation

• Option of enforcement agreement

IMPLEMENTATION – MULTI-STAKEHOLDER



CHALLENGES & OPPORTUNITIES

Challenges:

 Speeding 

 High traffic volumes

 Distracted / impaired driving

 Golf cart use outside of private 

communities

Images 2025:https://www.flhsmv.gov/driver-licenses-id-cards/motorcycle-rider-

education-endorsements/motorcycle-motor-scooter-moped-and-motorized-scooter/

Opportunities:

 Education and awareness

 Follow-on enforcement

 Enforcement agreements



DISCUSSION

THANK YOU

Image 2025: https://www.dunedingov.com/Activities-and-Recreation/Getting-Around/Golf-Carts


