
Maryland Connected and Automated 
Vehicles Working Group 

Risk, Liability, and 
Insurance – What is 
the right approach? 





Issues Identified 

• Connected vs. Autonomous 
• Use cases 
• Level of automation 
• Operational domain
• Fleet vs. Individual 
• Product liability 



Approach to Analysis Example  



Takeaways 
• Like deployment, short-term has 

most grey areas 

• Data sharing standard needed for 
crash investigations and 
determination of liability 

• Application of immunities for DOTs 
and public agencies not certain 

• Chance for new insurance products 
that share risk and promote 
innovation 

• Industry wide education continues to 
be important opportunity 



Food for Thought    
What makes CAVs different from an insurance 
perspective?

How does the integration of CAVs impact 
contractual relationships?

What pushback can be expected if more liability 
placed on companies seeking to deploy?

What level of risk are DOTs comfortable with? Is 
“none” reasonable? 

How to approach and mitigate risks and liabilities 
that CAVs present?



Resources:  
• 20-4 Coordinating State 

Policies, Laws and Regulations 
for Automated Driving Systems 
Across New England

• https://www.rand.org/topics/auto
nomous-vehicles.html

• https://cdlresources.org/

https://www.newenglandtransportationconsortium.org/projects/netc-20-4/
https://www.rand.org/topics/autonomous-vehicles.html
https://cdlresources.org/
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