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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution: 
 
A BILL relating to autonomous vehicle data ownership. 
 

Minutes:                                                 Attachment 1-2 

 
Chairman Ruby opened the hearing on HB 1197. 
 
Representative George Keiser, District 47, spoke to introduce and support 
HB 1197.   
 
Representative Keiser related a story about he and his wife using OnStar 
technology in a 2005 Tahoe they were driving.  He pointed out the year and age 
of the car and the information that was available at that time.  Today I have a 
five-year-old Accura MVX and a new Accura, and they have some amazing 
features.  The new one is not fully autonomous, but it has many safety features 
on it. It will vibrate if you get over the white line, and it will slow down if you have 
the cruise on, and you come up to a vehicle that is driving slower.  It slows down 
until you can pass.  Then it will accelerate and you can pass.   
 
A few years ago we had a bill in which auto manufacturers wanted to put a black 
box in the cars, so they could track what was happening.  The legislature 
opposed collecting information about our driving habits.  There are insurance 
companies that will discount your insurance if you buy the box, and they can 
track your driving habits.  You opt in to that.  
 
The issue for me is, who owns my private driving data.  When I purchased my 
new Accura with extra safety features, can they now track my driving data?  I 
have not asked, but I’m sure they could.  
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This bill says two things:  
1) I own my own personal data.  The manufacturer can share the aggregate 

data as much as they want, as long as they don’t identify the individual 
drivers. 

2) They can use the data collected from the system, that I purchased, to try 
to make a safer vehicle, but they can’t use it without my permission.  That 
is important because eventually we will get into the insurance arena with 
this information.  When you have a fully autonomous vehicle, the 
manufacturers have said, that at that point, insurance will be under product 
liability, not auto insurance.  If I override the autonomous system, then 
who has the liability?  

 
Think about the ability to effectively underwrite the insurance for any individual 
if you have a comprehensive set of information regarding that individual’s 
driving habits.  It puts an underwriter in a very powerful position.  As a consumer 
I don’t want that information to be available.   
 
The purpose of this bill is, if I pay for the system that generates my driving 
information, I have no problem with them collecting that information.  They can 
use the information, but they cannot share it without my consent or share it with 
third parties.  They can get the permission.  This state is an opt in state.   
 
The data that is being used and available today is phenomenal.  I just want 
protection for my data. 
 
Representative Owens:   I’m wondering how this bill conflicts with the bill we 
passed in 2005 dealing with the black box?  This seems to give them the ability 
to use your information.  Are we undoing what we did in 2005? 
 
Rep. Keiser:   I don’t think we are doing that at all.  At that time the 
manufacturers wanted to put in black boxes to collect data.   We said that you 
can’t do that.  The reality is today that these electronic systems are black boxes.  
You give permission to put them in when you pay for them.   
 
Representative Owens:  The black boxes were being put in cars anyway.   
Cadillac was the first make to have them.  We didn’t have any control over the 
boxes, and they only recorded the last 8 seconds of a sudden event.  The 8 
seconds was being used against drivers, but we stopped them from using the 
information by demanding that the information belonged to the owner.   
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Representative Nelson:  What happens when you sell your vehicle, and the 
next owner owns your driving record?  Is that your intention? 
 
Rep.  Keiser:  They would just own their own data not mine. I think that is the 
intent.  You can as LC about that.  
 
Representative Hanson:  Would there be any reason to extend this to newer 
vehicles beyond autonomous vehicles? 
 
Rep.  Keiser:  Any information transferred through the control system, I think 
would be protected. 
 
Representative Kading:  In the bill it seems like we are creating a right for the 
manufacturer of the vehicle to have that data. In the third paragraph it states 
that they can’t share it, but they have a right to it.  If I want to modify my vehicle, 
so it won’t share any data with anyone, it appears that with this bill I would be 
infringing on their right and couldn’t do it.  Are you intending to do that? 
 
Rep.  Keiser:  The reality is that they have the potential to collect the data now. 
They can’t use your data, but they can use the aggregate data.  That is the 
protection.  I want them to collect the data to develop safer vehicles.  They just 
can’t share or sell or give away MY data.   
 
Chairman Ruby:  In this bill the definition refers to level 4 and 5 only, which 
would be without a driver.  So, this wouldn’t apply to the type of vehicle like your 
Accura.  This seems limited as far as the types of technologies that are out 
there.  Is that the intent? 
 
Rep.  Keiser:  That is not the intent.  If the committee wished to amend it by 
changing the definitions, that is okay.  I am not an expert on the different levels. 
 
Chairman Ruby:  In a previous bill we used the definition:  A vehicle equipped 
with an automated driving system.  That is defined as:  The hardware and 
software collectively capable of performing the entire dynamic task for the 
vehicle on a sustained basis when installed in a motor vehicle and engaged in 
regardless of whether it is limited to a specific operation, design, or domain.  
 
Rep.  Keiser:  If that is a better definition, I am open to that. 
 
Chairman Ruby:  I think it will fit both situations.  
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Representative Jones:  If I have a vehicle and sell it to an insurance company 
because it was wrecked, then they accessed the data to say that I did something 
improperly.  If they bought the vehicle, and the data was theirs, can they use it?  
Do we need to look at that?  
 
Rep.  Keiser:   It may need to say that owner that creates that data, owns it.  
We included insurance companies in here to stop manufacturers and insurance 
companies from working together and forming corporations, so they can share 
the data.  It would be a great advantage for the insurance company.  
 
Representative Owens:  I would still want to make sure that this bill doesn’t 
interfere with the 2005 bill. 
 
Chairman Ruby:  Don’t you believe that the other bill covers these kind of 
vehicles? 
 
Rep.  Keiser:  If it does, they are in violation of the law right now. 
 
34:00 
There was not further support for HB 1197. 
 
Jason Wetzel, Regional Director of Government Relations for General 
Motors, spoke to oppose HB 1197.  Written testimony was provided.  See 
attachment #1.  
(39:50) 
 
Chairman Ruby:  If you are the manufacturer and all that data is being 
collected, you are the only holder of the data, correct? 
 
Jason Wetzel:  The kind of data that we are talking about here is not being 
shared.       
 
Representative Jones:  Would you like us to take out the insurers and sellers? 
 
Jason Wetzel:  We don’t support the bill in any form. 
 
Leighton Yates, Senior Manager, State Affairs, Alliance Auto, provided 
testimony in opposition to HB 1197.  See attachment #2. 
 
There was no further oppositional testimony on HB 1197. 
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Pat Ward, insurance representative, spoke in a neutral capacity:  If this bill were 
to pass, we would certainly want paragraph three to stay in because some of 
our insurance companies have agreements with customers and provide an 
aftermarket device.  It is kept in a car and logs how you drive for a discount on 
insurance.  It is a choice that a consumer makes, and we would like to be able 
to sell it to consumers who want it.  
 
There was no further neutral testimony on HB 1197. 
The hearing on HB 1197 was closed.   
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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution: 

 
A bill relating to autonomous vehicle data ownership. 
 

Minutes:                                                  

 
Chairman Ruby brought HB 1197 back before the committee and briefly reviewed the bill. 
 
Representative Hanson:   I wonder if we should use the word autonomous driving system 
rather than fully autonomous car, so it doesn’t seem to mean ONLY fully autonomous?   
 
Chairman Ruby:  By using autonomous vehicle, they are just referring to Level 4 and 5 
vehicles.   
 
Representative Jones:  If we change the word  “eliminate” to “assist”, then it would be non-
exclusive of the other, and it would cover all the levels of autonomous vehicles.   
 
Representative Paur:  In sections 2 and 3 it says autonomous vehicles or autonomous 
vehicular technology.  We could just take out autonomous vehicles, and then replace 
autonomous vehicles in part 1 with the technology phrase.  
 
Representative Hanson:  I like Representative Jones suggestion to change “eliminate to 
assist”.   
 
Representative Weisz:  There are other issues.  In Subsection 2, you are opening it up that 
the manufacturer of the vehicle might want the data, now it says the seller of the vehicle can 
share the data.  I don’t think that will make them comfortable. I don’t think I support any part 
of the bill at this point.  
 
Chairman Ruby:  We could change “eliminate to assist”.   I don’t know if this is the type of 
information that Rep. Keiser is trying to protect.   
 
Representative Owens:  In paragraph two and three this actually reverses what we did on 
the black box.  This sets it up so once anyone owns the vehicle, then the data belongs to 
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them.  Even if it was collected during the previous ownership.   I think that changing “eliminate 
to assist” fixes that problem, but I won’t support it with paragraph 3.   
 
Representative Kading:  I couldn’t support this in the current form either.  Under  
#2 we are giving the manufacturer or seller the right to the non-aggregate data.   I think that 
you should have to consent to giving up even that data.  If we move this, I would want to also 
add in paragraph 3,” with the consent of the owner of the autonomous vehicle”.  I think 
consent should be given for any type of data that is being collected. 
 
Representative Jones:  In the testimony it said that by purchasing the vehicle, you were 
consenting to the data to be used in the aggregate.   
 
Chairman Ruby:  I believe that the testimony from General Motors was convincing about the 
problems that this would cause.  
 
Representative Kading moved a DO NOT PASS on HB 1197. 
Representative Paulson seconded the motion. 
A roll call vote was taken:  Aye  12  Nay  1  Absent  1 
The motion carried. 
Representative Owens will carry HB 1197. 
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