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Federal Guidance for ADS
~+ No standards or performance protocols for ADS
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NHTSA Automated Vehicles Policy

Cursory guidance for safety area:

\NO metrics for determining new to ac

l-assessment
- Voluntary sunmission; oniy
- NHTSA does i

N

- Great variab JJr/ In cont




Needed Federal Improvements
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State Legislation
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JH\/F’JOQJ ng policies: DS testing
Limitations of traditional diviSion of oVers|
NHTSA and states
- AppJ]c;abH]ty to ADS testing
- Unclear wno controls venicie (Computer or human)

- Greater risk for testing on public roads




Arizona Requirements
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Current Arizona Requirements
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Testing Policies in Other States

. 29 states have some ADS-related p holicy (June 2019)
- Great variability In testing requirements or conaitions
Pennsylvania
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Testing Policies In Other States
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Needed State Improvements
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Summary
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