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Lai, Christina

From: ANTHONY NAZZAL 
Sent: Wednesday, June 3, 2026 3:51 PM
To: Admin, OC Parks Commission
Subject: June 4 class 1 bike legalization meeting

AƩenƟon: This email originated from outside the County of Orange. Use cauƟon when opening aƩachments or links.  
 
Hello  
I am unable to aƩend tomorrow’s meeƟng regarding the class 1 e mountain bike legalizaƟon discussion.  
 
I wanted to share that if it was not for class 1 bikes, I would never have goƩen into the sport or have goƩen into the 
shape I am in today. I live in ladera ranch and frequent trails here, in Irvine, Laguna, Aliso, SanƟago, etc. however, when I 
began riding 3 years ago, I was nearly 400 lbs and well out of shape and not an outdoors person at all. I did not have the 
endurance, physical capability or stamina needed to pedal a normal bike up some of the hills we have around here in 
Orange County. My class 1 bike allowed me to go up, get out and explore in ways I never could have prior. I also suffer 
from an old hip injury and tendon issues in my knees, and biking was actually an acƟvity suggested to me by  both my 
orthopedist, surgeon and physical therapist.  
 
Fast forward to today, and I am 140 lbs lighter, have endurance and stamina I haven’t had since a teenager, and am able 
to be extremely acƟve outdoors not just with biking, but with hiking and running. I am mow a merit badge counselor for 
my sons’s Boy Scout troop for acƟviƟes such as cycling, and lead troop hikes with him; none of which I could have done 
without class 1 bike and trail use.  
 
I now predominantly use analog pedal mountain bikes,  it sƟll suffer from tendon flare ups and arthriƟs and that is where 
my e mountain bike comes in handy.  AddiƟonally, my son is sƟll young and small, and he cannot make long steep climbs 
that are in EVWRY Oc parks trail network, so I oŌen uƟlize my e mountain bike to tow him up, so that we can ride and 
enjoy the trails together. Because of this, he too has improved his fitness and abiliƟes.  
 
I implore you to re- think class 1 bike acces to the trails in Irvine, and Oc parks.  Not only are MOST land owners 
throughout the country modifying their rules to now allow for them,  it per Congressional rules and definiƟon, class 1 e 
mountain bikes are to be considered NOT a motorized vehicle.  
 
There is a lot of confusion around the terminology used when people say “e-bike” and class 1 is NOT an e-bike.  
 
In addiƟon, fire safety has been cited in the past as a reason why they are not allowed, yet officers in Irvine have been 
seen using actual motorized bikes in the Irvine network of trails, defeaƟng such argument. AddiƟonally, there hasn’t 
been a single report of a class 1 bike starƟng any fire. There are many from e moto bikes which do not fall under the 
same safety regulaƟons or rules and are not one and the same. So this also renders the fire safety argument moot. There 
have been thousands of fires caused by Samsung cell phone baƩeries exploding and overheaƟng, yet cell phones are sƟll 
allowed to be taken on the trails. Once again, the Irvine and Oc parks argument falls short.  
 
I am available for addiƟonal informaƟon and comment anyƟme 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely 
Anthony Nazzal 
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Ladera ranch / mission viejo  
anthony nazzal -   
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Lai, Christina

From: Don Benincasa 
Sent: Thursday, June 4, 2026 9:35 AM
To: Admin, OC Parks Commission
Cc: Jim Foley
Subject: Please allow class 1 e-MTB’s in OC parks 

AƩenƟon: This email originated from outside the County of Orange. Use cauƟon when opening aƩachments or links.  
 
Hello, 
 
My wife and I are in our 60’s and sƟll love riding mountain bikes. Our class 1 mountain bikes are our primary source of 
exercise and entertainment. Our bikes only help us pedal and are not fast, if you don’t pedal, they won’t move. I implore 
you to consider allowing them in the parks.  
 
These bikes as your riding at a normal pace only want to go about 10 mph on the flat and 5-7 mph up hill. The assistance 
stops at around 18 mph and it is actually very hard to go that fast because the assistance stops and the bike weighs a bit 
more than a regular bike…you have to give it all you have to go that fast. I liken it to going to the gym and some of the 
machines allow you to add assistance so that you can perform the exercise and sƟll get a good workout.  
 
These bikes are safe and are truly just regular bikes that help you get up hills…they are not anything like the electric 
motorcycles and most class 2 and 3 “e-bikes” that kids are flying down the streets on.  
 
Please, help make our bikes legal to ride in the parks. 
 
Sincerely, 
Don and Ellen Benincasa 
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— International Mountain Bicycling Association (IMBA) / Bicycle Product Suppliers Association Controlled 
Field Study 

  

IMBA conducted the definitive controlled field study on this question, measuring soil displacement and erosion across 
traditional mountain bikes, Class 1 e-MTBs, and motorcycles on identical trail sections. This study has since been cited by 
land managers across the country as the scientific baseline for Class 1 e-bike policy decisions. 

  

CALIFORNIA JURISDICTIONS THAT HAVE ALREADY DONE THIS WORK 

The following California agencies have each conducted formal studies, pilots, or environmental reviews and arrived at the 
same conclusion — allowing Class 1 e-bikes to proceed without evidence of incremental trail harm: 

    East Bay Regional Park District (Alameda & Contra Costa Counties) — 2023  The EBRPD Board voted 5-0 to 
open 850 miles of natural surface trails to Class 1 e-bikes after staff presented evidence that e-bikes do not have a 
more significant impact than pedal bikes. Staff subsequently produced a data-driven post-implementation report (E-
Bike Data Report Memo, 2024 released January 2025) reviewing park visitation and public safety outcomes. Both the 
pre-decision analysis and the real-world follow-up data are publicly available and directly applicable to OC Parks. 

  
    Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District (Santa Clara / San Mateo Counties) — 2020–2022  Midpen 
conducted one of the most comprehensive multi-year studies in California, including: a 1-year on-trail pilot at two 
preserves; intercept surveys at Santa Clara County Parks as an unpaved-trail proxy; a scientific literature review by 
its Science Advisory Panel; a noise study by H.T. Harvey and Associates; and compliance monitoring. Speed 
observations showed e-bikes and conventional bikes behaved comparably on trail. 

  
    Santa Clara County Parks — Ongoing (4+ years) Santa Clara County Parks opened trails to Class 1 e-MTBs 
several years ago and has reported a positive experience. Midpen specifically used Santa Clara County parks as a 
proxy study site. The system's sustained operation without reported trail degradation is real-world evidence at scale. 

  
    Marin Municipal Water District (Mt. Tamalpais Watershed) — 2024 MMWD launched a two-year Class 1 e-bike 
trial on fire roads and trails where conventional bicycles are permitted and initiated a trial process with ongoing 
adjustments as the 'negligible expansion of existing trail use' is being documented. 

  
    USFS Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit — Final Decision January 2026  After a multi-year environmental 
review process including nearly 1,100 public comments, Forest Supervisor Erick Walker signed a final decision 
opening 112 miles of trails to Class 1 e-bikes. The USFS analysis found that allowing e-bikes in designated corridors 
could actually reduce overall ecological impact by concentrating previously trespassing riders. 

  
    California State Parks — Angeles District Superintendent Order (2022)  The Angeles District — OC Parks' 
nearest geographic neighbor in the State Parks system — issued a Superintendent Order allowing Class 1 e-bikes 
on all trails open to conventional bicycles for the express purpose of evaluating viability and gathering knowledge on 
potential issues. No significant issues have been reported. 

  

ALIGNMENT WITH CALIFORNIA MOUNTAIN BIKING COMMUNITY 

Both the California Mountain Biking Coalition (CAMTB) and the San Diego Mountain Biking Association (SDMBA) have 
formally adopted positions supporting Class 1 e-bike access on all natural surface trails where traditional bicycles are 
permitted, citing the growing body of evidence showing equivalent trail impact when ridden responsibly. These positions 
reflect a broad consensus among land managers, advocacy groups, and the scientific literature. 

  

CORE POINT: DUPLICATION IS NOT STEWARDSHIP 

Commissioning a new study — at public cost and with the effect of delaying equitable trail access — is only justified if 
there is a genuine gap in the evidence. There is no such gap. Every major California jurisdiction that has examined this 
question has reached the same conclusion. A new OC Parks study would not produce new science; it would duplicate 
work already done at public expense by EBRPD, Midpen, MMWD, Santa Clara County, the USFS, and the State Parks 
Angeles District. 
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Moreover, delaying access has real costs: it limits park access for aging residents, people with mobility challenges, and 
the growing population of riders for whom Class 1 assist makes outdoor recreation possible. These are exactly the equity 
and public health goals OC Parks articulates in its strategic mission. 

TAKEAWAY 

  
Much volunteer time is spent working and maintaining these trails 
  
Many locals, volunteers, trail users and other proponents host and participate in many fundraising events 

It takes a lot of effort to raise $10,000 or $20,000, let alone $108,000. Duplicative studies strain volunteer/stewardship 
resources. 

This recommendation appears as a tremendous waste of resources and time. Do we really need a year and $100K to 
“Plan” a study? And then a few more years to conduct and conclude a study? 

We already know what the studies say. We already have access to studies conducted in other rigorously environmental 
communities. 

  

RECOMMENDATION 

The Board should direct staff to: 
 
1. Adopt the existing body of California agency research — particularly the EBRPD post-implementation 
data report and the Midpen multi-year pilot study — as sufficient evidence for a Class 1 e-bike policy 
decision. 
 
2. Permit Class 1 e-bikes on all OC Parks trails currently open to conventional mountain bikes, consistent 
with the approach taken by East Bay Regional Parks, Santa Clara County Parks, and the Angeles District. 
 
3. Establish a data collection protocol (visitor counts, safety incident reports) for the first 12 months post-
implementation to confirm outcomes — mirroring the EBRPD model — rather than delaying access 
pending a pre-study. 

  

KEY SOURCE DOCUMENTS FOR THE RECORD 

    IMBA / BPSA Class 1 eMTB Trail Impact Field Study (2015) — via IMBA Europe knowledge hub 
    EBRPD E-Bike Data Report Memo (2024) — ebparks.org/recreation/biking 
    Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District E-Bike Policy Evaluation (2020–2022) — openspace.org 
    SFEI Literature Review: E-Bikes and Open Space (2021) — Commissioned by Midpen 
    MMWD Mt. Tamalpais Watershed Class 1 E-Bike Trial CEQA Notice of Exemption (Sept. 2024) — CEQAnet #2024090454 
    USFS Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit Basin Wide Trails Analysis — Final Decision, January 9, 2026 
    CA State Parks Angeles District Superintendent Order No. 915-22-001 
    CAMTB E-Bike Position Statement — camtb.org 
    San Diego Mountain Biking Association E-Bike Position Statement — sdmba.com 

 
 
Carl Meiswinkel 
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Gil Wenck | CEO & Broker 
SolTerra Estates & Lending Inc | Real Estate Sales & Mortgage Brokerage 

 
 
W: solterraestates.com   
 
Ranked Top 5% of Agents in Orange County! 
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Lai, Christina

From: Tony Coppolino 
Sent: Thursday, June 4, 2026 10:28 AM
To: Admin, OC Parks Commission
Cc:
Subject: Re: E-Bike Study

Attention: This email originated from outside the County of Orange. Use caution when opening attachments or 
links.  
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The attached infographics explains these facts in more detail.  This is based on Strava trail planning 
data used by OC Parks staff and freely available to the Commissioners. 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Jeff Curie 
Laguna Niguel 
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