Getting Highly Automated Vehicles on the Road
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Federal Automated Vehicle Legislation
H.R. 3388
Short Title: SELF DRIVE Act
Status: Passed
Number of highly automated cars authorized for sale: 25,000 in the first
year, 50,000 in the second year, and 100,000 in the third and fourth years. Preemption: Preempts states and local government from establishing design or performance
criteria for highly automated vehicles (HAVs) different from federal requirements.
Use of Crash Data: Requires manufacturers to provide its HAV data privacy
policy to consumers, but does not expressly address use of recorded crash data.
S. 1885
Short Title: AV START Act
Status: Voted out of Senate Commerce, Science & Technology Committee
Number of highly automated cars authorized for sale: 50,000 in the first
year, 75,000 in the second year, and 100,000 in each year until NHTSA promulgates safety standards for HAVs. Preemption: Same as H.R. 1185
Use of Crash Data: Requires manufacturers to comply with the event data recorder provisions of the 2015 FAST Act (Public Law 114-94), which does not allow
insurers access to crash data without the permission of the vehicle’s owner or lessee.
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