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Introduction of speakers and panelists

Dr. Mirja Feldmann Presentation @

Regional Court Judge ( Mannheim/Germany)

University Lecturer (esp. Cybercrime, Criminal and Constitutional Law)

Comparative law expert holding a PhD in Germany and Spain

Former expert for administrative and EU law as well as international cooperation at the
Ministry of the Environment, Climate Protection and the Energy Sector of the

Former Criminal Procedure Expert at the Federal Ministry of Justice

OECD WGB Legend examiner representing Germany

Ms. Jessia Uguccioni Presentation @

Automated Vehicles Review - Lead Lawyer, at Law Commission of England and

Wales ,Member of the UNECE Global Forum for Road Traffic Safety WP.1-IGEAD (Informal
Group of Experts on Automated Driving)

Prof. Mark Watson Gandy Presentation 3

Barrister at Three Stone Chambers

Visiting Professor at the University of Westminster and at the Université de Lorraine.

Chair of the UK Home Office’s Biometrics & Forensic Ethics Group, a non-departmental public body
advising Home Office Ministers on ethics in the areas of forensics, biometrics, Al and big data.
Member of the UK Home Office Scientific Advisory Council.

Member of the advisory board of the UK government National Security Technology and Innovation
Exchange.

UK Ministry of Justice “GREAT Legal Services” Champion.

Master of the Worshipful Company of Scriveners

Prof. Takeyoshi Imai

Professor of criminal law at the Law School of Hosei University

Committee of the criminal law division of the Legislative Council of the Ministry of Justice of
Japan

Vice Chair of the Bid Oversight Committee of the Cabinet Office and the Cabinet Secretariat
of Japan

Director of the Criminal Law Society of Japan

High Level Advisor to the Secretary General of the OECD

Member of the Focus Group on Al for Autonomous Driving (FG-AI4AD)

Project leader of the Research Group on autonomous vehicle in the IATSS

(research number 2202A)
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WA EFRS RTIIARET I DM ofc. (Bih93) HARSA>ORMICAILT, 5%, E(C
REINRENBZRETH D,

KEFHERZEUT, AV (CEE (P) NEFID5PE. ODD (ERESNEDIN. B(IERE
ENBRENEVORIBEN DD ED. FEFREN T,

ZZT. HENEEINZ LI IEENBIRFTIN

BENEGROBISZMAET D FE LOEFIEELROTVSD SAE BECLNE. BENESL(L.
DDT (Dynamic Driving Task) &DBEARTEESINTL\S. SAE J 3016-2021 (3. DDT %,
“all of the real-time operational and tactical functions required to operate a vehicle
in on-road traffic.”¢ E&ELTULD. COTEECLNE. DDT (L& BEROEITHIEAUETELE
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EEFNBEICRD, SAE J 3016-2021 TlE LN 4 DS AT A FEDEMAHT (ODD )
T EHRIRIFOEANES (DDT) & SATAICRENEUEBOZ2RMZIE (Fallback) Z.
AEIDT AT BERKBENIITIENEIRARENTUVDES AL,

COIEFRICINIE. RA (CLD ADS DZEENHSIE ([CLD AD OEITELE) DD, RA (L&D
ADS Ot#EEERM (ICL3ETHER) (& LN 4 TEEFENT. COEEZHD RA ZERRE (X
IBI2ENEUDLICHEDNND, Bl5. RA (LD ADS DiFLE. BRI, i=fFESR (Remote
driving.RD) &EEfficnN. i=fREZRR (Remote supervisionse.RS) DEEEEZIEEZX 2D TIERL
. EDFERINAELUD. CORIRE(RD & RS OXA) (F. EFRMICET2(CFERHEEINTHST . BHAR
TH. FAROIRANRESND,

RD OFFAEME. (N DOILER. =ENMSOEBMFBEEINDITALLD) KMMORERZHEEX. S
. RETENANERBATHD AN RIA>TE. CORCEENBRVEDET B,

12-2 AVOFEE (P) LDOZEBRES5E | REMEOBILEESVVEKIRE

RIC, RIRN\AEBRZEFX. ROMBE (AV OFEE (Passenger.P) DB SE : RE
MEDBEESL) ([COVWTIERETUZ,

OEROEE

2023 % 1 A 11 B, HEBEEXEM TEMIN TV B ENESER/(ADEIEERT . TED 70 X
THENEARTEHREL., BE2EIBHRNIREUL. EARNIC(E. BENESR/ (XN RiEZ _Eh0H)ofr
NZEMHET, BIAIEELTWENYIZ 218 RIAIN—DFEET/\> RIVIEFEZITO. 2D
%. BENEER S AT ANREIA OEEYIN R EHIMTL. BEINICHERSNTZ, Z20OBR. BFEULT
VWeERE N ILEROEZE TRENSKRICEEILEEZEOI,

QREIRER D EARET

EfEERIT. EFHEMNER (Human driven vehicle.HDV., A TH2EEENFHIHL TL\DE
BUWIRE) TbAEUSS. 2T, [BENEER/(AD P (&, GHIRES/NZAD P £06. 2%k
RENTHATHD, |LIBFETZEETEZONN, BIRELRD. ATE . BELAEOTEMHEHER
HEJRETHNIEEDD (RIR/\ABRZZZHELL T, KIEMICHIT2BENEER/\ADETERZELLE
FRIBEFRNOR) | EEZXDRINEHDINSTHD.

ZIT. BEITIEMREZHR I D, IEZEBEEXSHERMRAISE 2 55 2 5(&
[MREBEBEEXBEE . REXEARCHLT, DFENDBENBREIRVEURFNUIRSE, |
ERELTVD. REDREZBILLTLEDRTE L. FEULRV CORZEFERTARST NI ETHD,

RIRNAEBZRTE P (—MIVNEREEBINTORVU. 2553 — MILNMIFFIELRL,
CDROEBEINZNETHD.

BENESREOLZRMCOE, BRIRHIGZF B TIRSR, LOBFEHDLICE. BBEINET
Hdo
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12-3 B S5ED Risk taking ZAFX I IsmDRIE. BE

R BRAVNGERZE2HEFX ., DBEASED Risk taking ZRAFXEIGROUE. BEEIRET
Ul
OBROHE

2021 £ 8 H 26 H. BR-BEEDEFHICHVT. MIMEHUIBENHESLE e-Palette (3.
BEFAAZEER (¥ 5~6km/h) TEITH. AEEZOHZIFEREF (\SUEyIHIZET)
CIEfRUTZ. ZORR. EB(E AUTO B— RTEITEINTUE, BI5. #it - A RNADES)ES AT LNE
BN, LA 2 THO., BERE(ICLBIREIGOIISLOW DOWNI) MBEINIESR Throlco
ARL—9— (FFEER) (. MEBOEMMSBAOEEZSIIEULSELEN, B|IHURN O, EF
(FEIEmEIEALL CEREIL. BB Z 8,

Q@ EIREFR D EARET
COBZOVWIEHRBEESDREENNRINTVIN®, Z2ZTE. U TFORIESH RIS
NnTuRL, BN5,

(i) HEE (REREEE) MEMMSBEZEIIN. ENREHNIDODEELRERFES
(FEREHEL . ENADIBRZLTLZDN

(i) FEEE. HEEOEMTSEADBRAZEREERTHI LEULESEULIZDN,

(i) WEEE FESOHIIEZFRHMUL LT, BB ZEA ELIZDON .

(iv) (i) & (i) ORRTIE. BEELFEE ORI T, BRILOHBIEILZIRET I DR
HNHBDIC. CORBARFTESN TR,

(v) EEEE FEBCIZEIBEZERLTHD. BERBEULEOLEAN., CORBEFTENTH
20\

(i) [EDVTIE, SFEE DI, ERICGRIDNTDTERV, BIE, FEE ., ERER
TV AV ORESETEHIREIREE THINS, EOMMINSEUIEFROBITEREZ, LDESEC
DT BEERINRETHOREBNND CORDIME. LRI 4 BENEEEL ORR TEEINZTE
h&3 5 EEEETRZEC | OB IFCREL TEEE(LRZTHSD.

(iii ) (& WEEDEE (BAROZEM) OEAMNREMBEICHETZHETHIN. +O0%
SE>BENTULAL,

UT, BEr S, FEE. HEBRALBIZBIR (BELVSERBEERLEOTEN) ORH
& INADOIISOEE OEARNIRETHAEL TVWBLIICBOHN S,

12-4 LU (hOY-RIES)

5 https://www.mlit.go.jp/jidosha/content/001628504.pdf
6 REEEEEXSREMMASE 15 X0 2. EVEBEEXSEMXLTEMHRAISE 3 F0 2.
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12-4-1 #55

FEITROLANL 4 BENEEEN. VW2 MOY-EBRARICERULS S HREmZENLD
(CEMFI BN BBINDDTHEOh . BENEEEBRCHUT, BRICHRDENEEZRHSTL
(& (REFRTE) BASNR, ECT, BEEGREZRIE, BRETIDA—D—P, AIOVINIVA L%
ERN I 2B I BEMERNRIREERD. 1K5(F. BINELEOEFEHZHEH TS ADS (2O
3% Al ZaMENSEEETINE BRI DENEEZ2EDRCTEDOTHAIh, Ffe. BIER
TOJSLETIRENTVS L ZERAL TEENEEEZARTEL TONIEL ARGTLIA—h—FHHER
(CX I BENEETZEDBTEOOTHSIN . CORIWVE, LT OFEMICEWTIRET U,

12-4-2 41
12-4-2-1 EREFM
BHEn&E#xE AV i, LAV 4 D mode TEITHIC,
OETAERTADNE (ODD A) (2. 228, A,B,C =Z&NEDAATRER.
AV (. TU—F%#NITE 3 BADEZE(FLELE TERV, TT. CNEENEIREE (ADS) (.
e AV OETZEICZEL, 3 BA\OEZE(FELEUR.
@UNU. AV (HERRZELOSHBE(CED LI, HVWTWeSHITE (Pedestrian.PD) (CEZEL.
PD ZFET_& BTz, Tz, AV & PD OEZEICLD. AV OFEE P H8EZEI,
QCOHBHCHWNT, ADS DTOVS L (FPIVIVAL) #&ETUREE (Algorithm Writer, AW)(C(E.
BRI DIETEN RRIL T DHs
12-4-2-2 &5
COBHUTIE, ROIOIBRBRDIERMEEENS.
BER1) AW [CEFFRATE, DIKEEEFE _ LBREBEIENRRIIT .

(EEEE)
‘AW (F. AV DEITEEICEZDT0T I L ZVERRUIZEVSESRICED. PD ZFET-E BTz, PD OFET
(CED A,B,C OEGZIFETZDIE. PD Oadnz[iEE |ELTESCEICARST, TMEADEE(C
R9%.

‘AW (&, TOUSLVERRIF(C. PD (CAHE I RHENMTET I D 2O TS GRATERRIL) | Al
DISTHAS (FEFE_LBKREIEIERKIL)

YERICED. PD (VD ADFET(CEDFERZRELBESETEIRSRVDIC, AW (FCDOEFFIGER U,
‘AW (3., L (SEREZ 22T 3 LZERRUTIFRSRR,

FEEmELT. AW (BUTAV OEE P) (&, BZ2XK(EET AV OEITRERZFOUNRL,

CNICHUTIE, RORGEMEESN S,
(=i 1)
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-BR 1 W bOEBRNMSDO—DDRRIRICIEFS.

-H> MNOEFEZ NS, KDZDEGHIENTEZHRZFED L BAADBHEFEBCEIRI DL
DEEFRIZERDBZ,

-COIBFR(T. TADIFEEZ—HIET BIFFE TR (consequentialism) (CES. COIRARL, &
BROEEENZVRYTE BHICERINTVWSRBETHS,

COREHIER I T, ROLI(C, FEOBRMEIEEERMHINEEENS,
BER2)
HEH 1 Oz SR RAIDHA EREVSE TR mE IR ERLORFEZRD.

(K5 2)
BB mENFEROLZZRIITRITH D, imiE(C(E. ZOLIRIARERATEETHD.
EANDOEEEERIZEANSE. EAD risk taking degree ZEIZEL. DD risk taking
ZzUIE (ODD (EAURZA. B. CEAN) MMRESNZNREESVE S8 LD PD LDEELN.
EERBIET. BHMRITRINFIER. BI5

A,B,C>PD(AEnEDEFLLEY) (C&D AW DITRZFE S IR
EIEIES RN 53,

(/5@ 2) MERASHITHIEBONDN RETIHEET T B,
12-4-3 E41 2
12-4-3-1 BEEEM

RS Ex2.OUIRZIRETTD. Ex2 (F. EX1 DQDEPDZRDEIIICEEUEDTHD,.

@-2 ULHU. AV (BERZEESROSBEICRD LIS, LTV PD (CEZEL PD FEHZ&O. AV
& PD O@EZRICED. AV DRE P © PD LREEDEFEZEO,

12-4-3-2 &5
ZOFBCTUTIE ROISBEROIRRIEEIND.

BER1)

7 ZORF. BEERSURSULATHRIN,
8 ZORE. BRI URSULTHRENT,
9 COEENMRARE THIRE. ERS VRSIATHESENT,
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P EAREVWSFIROREMABC OV TIE.
P>A,B,C,PD
EEZ, P2 REIIHMMBEOFREEN GO TEEAMENBEIENS, LIBFETINETH D,
- RAOYDIGIERESNNRURAICE. BBEDER/IEDIAFN TR RICEBEIRETH.

(Rem 1)

-P OFI R ZBIAREINSEEDRILE, BV,

-Risk taking degree #&[E 9 3&. AV i PD ADEZEZIEIRTZLE EBE. SFENRVCER
%, COfEsm(E. Risk taking S @HSEHINBINETHD.

(}i 1 ) D‘nfﬂ'l’?ﬂ'](@é(‘:m\hﬂ%b‘\ @Ei(iﬁ‘%%ﬁjéo

13 EESYRIDA
4 FTORFHER (BECHIZIEENR#MZSE) (OVT, EFMNCERINEFE. FEF
BBV TRRIAZTV. a0 A |t ziEsRue.
CDIURSTLDINRUZNE, IRDF <2 THd.
Prof.Dr.Weigend (Koln University)
Prof.Dr.Gless (Basel University)
Prof.Dr.Hasegawa (Hokkaido University)

10 Ethische Regeln fur den automatisierten und vernetzten
Fahrzeugverkehr(2017).https://www.bmv.de/SharedDocs/DE/Publikationen/DG/bericht-
der-ethik-kommission.pdf?___blob=publicationFile

11 CDIRFR(P DFIZZBICIRFEINECEDIBHLE, ROEDREHE) NERERIRETHD =0, BEFRS >
RSOLTHEERSNTZ,
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https://www.bmv.de/SharedDocs/DE/Publikationen/DG/bericht-der-ethik-kommission.pdf?__blob=publicationFile

IATSS 2402C Project EEIYRSIA

BEEEL ALADS R E BRI I

—FE \ =2 FE
ERNRRNE5ELS o EEmESeTe

TIRETTFE

RIUMTIILTE, LA 4 OEBEEEHHS(CACEASNZFICERRLRTNERS RV ERRRIZEZED
FiFEg. BANICE EZROMNYICEROEDHFESENET.

o« BENEX—N— (FURFEIEEAN) ORSEF

o HENEH AT LD TOI V- DE4E

o BENBEEBOEE P (CFA I B 0IaEH0OHS FOYIRIREED S FUA (I T Bl DILER I — LT —7

mEIEHEs : 20254 18 208 (8) 18:00~20:00
miEsE - Zoom (RFETORMET. HAREADOERHEREEHEZVWFEA)
mSINER : |
mEEA AL ¢ IATSS  SBHER : SRIBICA—IU TS E Vimaizumi.hidetoshi@iatss.or.jp
(BA 1)) - 20254 18 16H (K) 16:00)
WA JIRUZ MEN

smma O Prof. Dr. Thomas Weigend
TNYRE WS MERRE S8

BHE 2 Prof. Dr. Sabine Gless
K-tk RIS FERLE 38

man O Rall 2
IMERFATR FFWEN EEY AEHD

SH Z5=

BEBAEAEE: WA %
(AEHEEISBERESSFS &5 2402C703TIMN—-45—
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14 HARS1> (F)
14-1 HARSA> () FRROBE

LU E O EEEX T BENEIRE RN URIRICRD A RS1 > 2 Epk Uz, ZOE R0
LERIE. RORICHD.

F£—(C, i, BfE. BENEGREOERAUFIACOWVT, ZARMIMEERNMFIEI ST LZRIIRE
U ZNBONSDAOEN R ZiRdr 65T, BENEEDHSNREMENSED. JIHRVIZE
HENKIHRINZLZBIET . LLWSBEDTHS.

B AR AA RS> TE, BRRBAT IR —([CLOTHRE SN, ABHELE THNE, 7&
MREBLFRRDIR N B I BT IATTS DMSDOHA RSA 22 RCNATRI BB IET .
EWSEDTHD.

=2 AV (CRIBHNFEEUROZBRESEDENEE. FICNSEEOHDTICEALN
BVZE, TOEEODHTCEBRB DA AREH THEIEOR FRONERIZENTVTIRS
BURICEEL. BEDBOZHN TRFNREROIRRZBIEINR HM RS> 2ARLINE
BERFCRET 95, ELSBDTHD.

14-2 A4R314> (F) O—EBET
14-2-1 @5
HARSL> () O2KE. BIROLENTH DN EO—EBCOVWTEHRAZIMA THEL L.

14-2-2 (BFD 5, 6)

AV FIBICEZRA>AV FIRICLBIEK. EVSREHFEIIREEN TV,

N, D& KRIE%. Risk based approach THRETULLIETEZEDTHB.

ZORR. WMAIRB3EZR (parameter) Z2ZEI 2NN EERFETHD. CORAOVTIE. —
AN REh RS EERR UICEE. AV FIROWE Y. FIRENEAT2Hus0RE (BEMNIERZ
B0) FzimFEAT. BROEMEMERET N33,

14-2-3 (B 2)

fBhend Adn (TPL) > ERERE2zfFRNo A (TVL)
(TPL: to be protected life, TVL: to be violated life)

EVDIBENIRENTULS,

N,
BoubEE (LOAREBHEOIEN > LONERFBOEKR>ITROEEMENPEAIND)
DOFBCEIEDTHD.

COFEENSERATET85HI61F. BARLCEDRN, 2IT, S&. BIHOBUSEH DI DT
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ETHD,

14-2-4 (Bt 1. 2. 5)

NOU—-FECRFREINZ DL OVREIEICEBUIIES. AV D

fBhEnsd Adn (TPL) <{EFEBI2%ERHo A (TVL)

ERBISIIEEN UIIBE. TDLIRTOI I L%ZVERUTE AW O XA—H—DREEHRE (TR SR (ERK
ZURV DED, AW BOITRIGIEETHD.

LhL. AW FRERECHNEZEETZBHED (ROWME - BKRZRETESD) (E. BIORRETH
50

CORICEEUTIBIMFREN. CORREFELTUIERIGLBVZEN EFSR P EAOEENSE
MBIEVVEEETHD. [LOEFETEEINDIN +DREFIRFZETCVRVRETHD.

14-2-5 (B&{tm 6)
. BROFE (G FAEHCHER DFEROIHUBEMRICHEFI BN 6-2-6 U TORHPNEE
_6@50

14-2-6 (BAED 6. #E)

AV ORIE, BRFE(C(F. ZKOTOEANGBD. ZEMETIIRE IBEEENREERZERL TV,
(B) AW BT0TSLER—>HZT0T 50258 ADS NMEIGEENIRGEREN Nz Em(CES

—>AV O bt ~>ERI DERFEE [CTFEEl—After sale DIRFE>FBHEFOIFIEELR D,

BIOEAT, HEE (RENICEBEE) ORDRUERZTDITERAL. AV (HRIBHFE
G%BHLETBIHIC, BJRERFREZETR(IENMBETHD.

BKATE. BBEEOFAICERULT, X—h—- (L2 -Y-EEZKRD. TORETZHEFRL TS

(FRA3AN?) o 3L AT X—h—. I-Y - —Dd—DOEBNEEGE (i) 0%
IR CINZRAVSIEN . B LLHERZSHIEDEBNNS,

ZOEDFEA T ABOEENEELEDOFAICERL TE. KWCSIRENZINRETHD.

12 BMKEEGRIRHOBRINSO5 | HTH .
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BESNSeREEOA (ORYMNSI5-)

(FHERICRAURS = E 0t (FENSDEMLCELD
5= o

(F15 L BLORIE DR

FE=ERADIJREME
(AL

U (FZACFEEW (IR
LWhY. ESfRIIBIEEN.

M BEETHNOIEERE

ZESSUIR

m—
T L & i w
"f.'"\'gf{'.'..

14-2-7 (BMED 6. ##7¢E)

51 6 TRSNEEZAZEARNFHSERIBBRICIE, ISO HERENBIEEEEIND, UM
BEEIHEORSEX-N— AW (FOFEFEE) H'ISO (A TUVEWSERLIT, HS5ORSE
BENMREINDTLER.

FEEL ISO WMEET DU LDREENEREREZBLUTVSIHAICIE. TNEERL (HHRFELERER
R T IRKEFRZIR AURINERSR,

TIFTERZOTHIB EENZRE (THD AV) ([OOF. FHMNEUESE. 8K (D
(Z[F) BESNS.

ISO (& MISBHHCHENT, BN (EBIEHEE) O AV RE(CRIIEEFHEITS—
FROREAELERSRV (FHENLEERICGEERY) .

ZORF, THDCEBEEININETTHD.

14-2-8 (BKbm 6. ##7E)
CCD (Competent and careful driver) &VSHEE(E BREOR SEENHRELR2I5E
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Tk, FHENEEERTHIEROEEZHIITI SFROBHENRIEREBDICIEES. CCD F B
HRPIRRICENT, BENERRE(CLDADTEBZLVO (BER) BRIMFEELVBRVLSICERL
TITH I 25BN ERREZRIRT 5. mRFALEDOHLLOEYCHICEIfER (FEEMNA) &L
B, N £ BARNCEERIEI2CLEREETH D, T BENEEREELWSYIEERIEEAN,
HRCRFINDICE, THDV (%D BEEFREDEGREIRE ERNBVESNSEE | fEskEn
BEEZDRILE BOUCEIEELEOFEH R I5E% CCD LIEATLS., FIRETHD. EFRY
(Z(F. CORBKRTOD CCD ZBEIDEMBZITETCLIN AR 28 =5, THDV (TfRD BE
B E DIFFRREARE E RNV ESN S5 H) | ZHEES B 2ONNE SERORETHD.

14-2-9 (B4#1tm 9)

AV (FEBEADBICHEEEVTHDI,

ZORRICIE. LWhipD, Oy MEHKCDE, 1T A—h—. I—H—HDHI(C, B O IR,
CNERVBFIENEESNTWBCEC, BT, SEBUEL,

Oy NEMOZERFBZEFEIZHOFHRE. (DETOETHFEINTVS) BENER
BOLZEMHR. TOIODERTA RIAUICEITD. SEICRD. COm%. BEERUTHERLL,

14-2-10 (E&Em 10 AF)
AV = ARBIMERR UL —)VICBIUIEEITUN TERWL GRARTIE)
TV = ANBEITHRIEEEL, VAIN-ATEITI D EEHD. (TV=Traditional Vehicle)

AV NROBEEMRZESTUTETIZNZRT. TV O D (EH:E) OBESHNSFILOHIGFS
ns.

Oy b-50> - F0BEBETCHENTIE. COMMEMHEF IOEBNEINDIN, B EREST TS
fEPRZEEE TERVERNBENECDTEEBETERL,

ZORRICIF. BERBEERITICNSKDHSN, ZORHREL TV -BEEBO+ D BRI N EEEND.
CORDERIRFIE RICBNT, 2025 FMNSORMHFESNTVNSORY M- 575 —DFE
FEROIRFZIEEZ T, ITONINETHD.

15 H4 R34V DERA

15-1 ENTOEM

KAEERRRZITO TV BIBRERZEL T AARSA2ZMEABIETD (CNIEESREELED
SRR CHD) o

SERORRTL (BESNIMSEBARE) LT ((ERIORETZFERSEBLHIC) ROBAE
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REZEZ TV,

KPR (F518)

-BE (FIE0Y-F-2vT LD 4 BENBEEOEANEDHSNTUD)

ALIR (BIENEDY—-F—3vT T, EETOLAI 4 BENEEREOEAHMRITEINTUS)

15-2 B TOER

ERS VRS LATORBRZF N, SED. FC. RMY. AMADATE OB Rz ikitU
AN

Fle. UK OIZFEBHEE, WIEORE(OVTHIZEL. REFIFOEARME (RA & RD OX5FISF)
(ASE DR AR

UK OEFEZ (Barrister) &3, BENEFEOFHUCHIIBEMBCBEURMREIZOIRETE
HEBELIZU,

16 BEE : HA RS/ OB ONNE. I1Z1E
HARSA>OERINTORREHC, ZOME, BIEEITI.
MEZOVENHDEBDNZD(E, FHEFLTE ROKRTHD.

1), b0 —RIEORBBDITTBEBUZEMNG. BIHOEFIFICUNERN, ENSZDHL.
BARTEESNSEHC I digit 2z BRI LEE S,

2)ADS Z{EEhc32 Al I Self learning #EEZHFD(CEOILIHE . SHURRERDT—IUNE.
MCOWVWT, ENEEZESDH . ERNICOREEROERETH D,

IE1EMR(E. BERY. BAGELREE(CT, IATTS OR—LAR-Z(CH/HEHRL. BRIMIETTARLTVE
(AN
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(1 R31

ES

\/

52

1

IRRZU TR R(CBVWTEZARMMER N BRDILS . ENSHEHECIZEET D TDLIMMIED
SRR - B EORICHOT. EEOER R ESFTERVWNIENAB I LEIRTOEENE
BTH—(CEBRENALEFRSRVL (M-REDIRTRE) | T, 20—ATHRATRCEID
BRA BRI RERICARIHSH B ENE - FIEIT A I LB TERY (FREKE - EIOEfEd
# i B EJ) =2 ) F F 13 < ) o

2

BEHOEZERMMENEZE I DIHECETOBOFHFZHZMENHD. 3B AT ALV TIFEER
MEE DFHE BT DR - BRDIZEDFREREEUTHTON TR TVBL., B AT A
ZHBI 37— DB TOREHIRIDE D NN TR TVS (EEREMEHEPIERFRO
3 i P2\ £ ) 0

3

BENEFIMOE R(IBARZLTRRKOBE TEMBHRCEVWTRE THDIFMEHEEAE
e COFERZERBUODEHMIEDFRIEZXBILHDOEARE, EanflifEDIETHIEHZEEEE
Uleh Mt - FUBEICH I BHIFI LD B - FIEIEZEU A SARBIRAFO T THERTHEWNS
S 2 AN 5 E3 L L o

4
U EQISBBBEIVAHRLCHIIBIREEEROHD S EVSIRTERERTHD, —f%(C, RERTD
2 E-IFHNER NS DBE (LU TULE-{EEN R RN OB ELERERDL. CCTEREER
D TLW\S B ENERICL DB HEE/ R DB AR ICEBEB DR TEZAINEHUVWREIETHS.

5

ZORICHFICEREROE. ITICARBERPIDEBIRICEALU TZADEBNBIEINTLSHIPREY
BRURIDH (BR-EEZDFTEDD) OFETHD (EHIFIODFTERL BEME - FUEIEL
HOMIENZREZEAICEVTED) « TR THLAEHBE A TRAET DA AR 5w AKHL
U I 73 #r T i) % 0
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6

BUTF 0= (3 EOLSBREECEDE Risk based approach h518&t 2RI EDTH . EARH
(CENET R BURINF AR SN, AR BTN EMNE. IRIZOZLANICBVWTERD. CORDEF
HE. B8t GBKOERT) TaiBAd .

7

B ENEERE(RDN 1M R/ (%, BENESGREDIFHEEE E THFEINZBRROENDTCED
&, ZOEITICRIS I 3EDRLAICHBIFRURILEHEE %I 25D THD. CDLIICU TS
N3H1 R34 E. ENBHN. BENEEGLREOFEID T AR EEEZMOIBESINE (HIT7EE)
(CHZ2WREFFE15510. MDZBESNEBEDURAIBIEHEEZ IR EERAFTEES
EICRBS, aET 2L BEREANEZE>TERRESNGETRESERITILA R L., EITICERE
BASURVZBESNMNE(SHLTH. ZEHRDIZDHDH A RS LU THEEL . BENHESREDHTAM
TZERMESHIHIC. BRBROEDEL THEEETZTHAD,

8

ERUH S BAEROERIE. IOk, BEENEPTEER(C Risk ZHERL. ZOEIEHEEZRL
FEEBITIBEERE T ZmICHD. LIEL. EE. B3 EshESRE0F BIARZ N (IR
YETBLFITERV, ZIT COLIBRKBIRIEEZHITEUNTET hD. ENT TN THD.
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Guideline to the deployment of the AVlevel 4in the society

(draft) (International Association of Traffic and Safety Sciences:

IATTS)
1 General Understanding

1In contemporary and future societies, diverse values coexist and intersect in
complex ways. Within this diversity and complexity, the importance of the value of
life is self-evident. However, this does not necessarily mean that this principle is
applied uniformly across all areas of activity (for example, in trolley problem
scenarios). At the same time, the social needs and conveniences arising from
various technological advancements in modern society (such as the development
of high-speed rail, road infrastructure, and new automobile technologies) cannot

be ignored.

2 When values of similar status collide, mediation is required. In traffic systems,
this mediation might occur when determining the extent of intent or negligence in
driving, balancing the value of life and the social benefit of transport convenience.
Additionally, the allocation of social risks among actors within the traffic system has
been addressed through measures such as highway tolls and traffic-related

insurance.

3 The widespread adoption of automated driving technology is essential for
contemporary and future advanced, complex societies, offering considerable
convenience. Therefore, in balancing this development with the value of life, the
fundamental approach should prioritize securing necessity and convenience under
appropriate contextual conditions, rather than imposing constraints solely based on
the absolute value of life. This means ensuring that these technological
advancements are pursued while considering the broader context of societal needs

and risks.
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4The considerations outlined above are also relevant to how criminal law theory
should be approached in modern society. In general, in addition to the traditional
prohibitive and restrictive perspectives, it is also important to consider responsive
and proactive approaches. The issue of criminal law responses to traffic accidents
caused by automated driving, which lies at the heart of the current discussion,
presents a new challenge that should be addressed from this more proactive
perspective. This shift in thinking requires us to adapt the relative legislations to
technological advancements, ensuring that societal needs and the potential
benefits of innovations like automated driving are balanced with the value of life

and safety.

5In this context, particularly valuable is the approach of restricted risk analysis,
which has already been widely discussed in public policy and legislative debates.
This method, which involves cost-benefit analysis, is not unconstrained but
considers not only necessity and convenience but also other value-based
considerations. Among these, analyses based on Bayesian probability theory
provide a more refined framework. This probabilistic approach allows for a more
precise understanding of risks and uncertainties, making it particularly useful in
evaluating the societal impact of emerging technologies like automated driving. By
incorporating Bayesian methods, for example, we can better address the
complexities of balancing technological advancement with the protection of life and

other societal values.

6 The following recommendations are based on the perspective outlined above,
offering guidance from a risk-based approach. Specifically, the anticipated risks and
the necessary responses will vary at different levels of practice. The details of this
will be explained in the section on specific implementation, particularly regarding

areas of negligence.
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7 This approach emphasizes the need for a tailored, contextualized understanding
of risk, considering not only technological advances but also potential consequences
and mitigation strategies. This method ensures that responses to emerging issues
of automated driving are informed by a structured, evidence-based assessment of

risks at various societal levels.

8 Guidelines related to automated vehicles (hereinafter referred to as AVs) should
be based on a legal analysis of the vehicle's characteristics and the potential
situations that may arise on the road. These guidelines would direct risk-mitigation
measures at various levels for those involved in the operation of AVs. Such a
framework would not only ensure safety for those directly involved but could also
have a broader societal impact. Specifically, by providing predictability regarding
the behavior of AVs, these guidelines could encourage other road users, such as

pedestrians, to adopt their own risk-avoidance measures.

9 In other words, guidelines with a reasonable degree of specificity, aimed at those
directly involved in the operation of AVs, could also serve as safety measures for
other traffic participants who are not directly involved in the operation. This would
enhance the social acceptability of AVs, making them more beneficial and

encouraging safer interactions within the broader traffic ecosystem.

10 The role of the government and local authorities in the context of AVs is to issue
broad guidelines that encourage businesses to assess and mitigate risks internally
at multiple levels. While it is not feasible for the government to comprehensively
monitor the specific use cases of AVs, it can provide overarching guidelines, which
are sufficient for several reasons. By avoiding overly detailed specifications, the risk
of creating guidelines that do not align with actual AV usage scenarios is minimized.
Additionally, overly specific guidelines would require frequent updates, potentially

confusing operators and businesses already facing risks.
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11 In essence, the government's role is to provide general, high-level guidance
that encourages businesses to develop their own risk-mitigation measures, without
the burden of constantly updating overly specific rules that may not reflect the

ever-evolving nature of AV deployment.

12 The ethical and philosophical debates surrounding AVs and their societal
implications are intricate and multifaceted. These discussions are shaped by the
underlying assumptions and values of the individuals involved, meaning they do
not always lead to immediate conclusions. This complexity arises from the wide
variation in perspectives on the value of life, human dignity, and the necessity of

technological advancements across different ethical frameworks.

13 The issue of AVs in life-or-death situations raises profound questions about
responsibility and ethics in technology, with extensive debate surrounding the legal

and moral obligations of those developing and deploying such systems.

14 In the context of AV development, the proposal to prioritize human life in specific
scenarios, such as the trolley problem, reflects a common approach to ethical
decision-making in life-and-death situations. The idea is that, in cases of
unavoidable harm, an AV should be programmed to minimize the total loss of life
by protecting those whose lives can be saved. This ethical dilemma, much like the
'trolley problem,' involves making decisions that might lead to harm but are

intended to save more lives overall.

15 From a legal standpoint, manufacturers (including the programmers of the
automated driving system, or ADS) who create and deploy AVs based on such

ethical frameworks should not be held liable if their vehicles cause harm in these
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complex, unavoidable scenarios. This stance recognizes that the responsibility lies
in designing AVs to make decisions based on an ethical reasoning that balances
harm reduction with human safety, rather than expecting developers to predict
every possible outcome in real-world situations. As long as the developers have
acted with due diligence, adhering to said ethical principles and conducting proper
risk analysis, they should not face legal repercussions for the decisions made by

their vehicles under these highly challenging conditions.

16This view aligns with broader discussions in ethics and law, particularly regarding
how we assess responsibility in situations where technology must make difficult
moral choices on behalf of human beings. The key argument is that it is
unreasonable to penalize developers who are navigating these moral uncertainties

using the best available guidelines and technologies.

17In considering whether the legal classification of risk-based criteria for
automated vehicle (AV) decision-making, such as in the 'trolley problem' scenario,
falls under unlawfulness or the exclusion of responsibility under criminal law theory,

several considerations arise.

18 From a criminal law perspective, if a manufacturer or developer programs an
automated vehicle (AV) in a way that results in harm (e.g., the vehicle must decide
to sacrifice one life to save several others), the key question is whether such a

program aligns with socially accepted norms or expectations of risk management.

1. Unlawfulness: This concept in criminal law refers to whether the act is
inherently illegal, based on existing legal frameworks. In this case, the AV's
programmed decision-making, which may involve difficult ethical choices,
could be seen as morally justified under specific conditions, potentially
excluding the action from being unlawful. The law might recognize the

necessity of such decisions, understanding that the AV is acting in accordance
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with preset ethical guidelines.

2. Responsibility Exclusion: This refers to whether the individual or company
can be absolved of responsibility despite the harm caused. If the AV
manufacturer has exercised due diligence, conducted thorough risk analysis,
and designed the system in a reasonable and responsible manner, they may
be exempt from criminal liability. This aligns with the argument that, given
the complex nature of AV programming and the unpredictability of all
potential scenarios, those responsible for the development of these systems
should not face punishment for the vehicle's actions under carefully designed

ethical frameworks.

19 In conclusion, while this remains a debatable legal matter, the argument that
manufacturers should not be punished for programming AVs based on ethical
decision-making criteria is compelling, as long as they have followed appropriate
safety protocols, conducted thorough risk assessments, and maintained
transparency in their design choices. The precise classification of this issue will
depend on the jurisdiction's view of responsibility and how it applies to emerging

technologies.

20 The resolution of this matter should be based on criminal law theory, not on
guidelines. Guidelines, such as those for AVs, are not legally binding by nature, but
they are useful in promoting industry standards and best practices. However, they
do not override or directly determine legal outcomes in criminal cases. While
compliance with guidelines can be considered during the evaluation of liability, it
does not automatically absolve parties of responsibility. In this sense, resolving

cases through guidelines cannot satisfy the principle of legal certainty.

21While guidelines could be useful in evaluating the criminal liability of a person,

as referred to later in paragraph 24, the ultimate determination of unlawfulness or
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responsibility exclusion must be made through the application of criminal law

principles.

22 In criminal law, for a defendant to be held liable based on mens rea (guilty
mind), they must have had a clear and concrete awareness of the risk or potential
harm involved. The mere recognition of an abstract possibility, such as even
foreseeability of violating the life of a bystander in a trolley dilemma situation, does

not suffice to establish intent or recklessness.

231In the context of AVs (automated vehicles), manufacturers may have recognized
the abstract possibility that, in rare and exceptional circumstances (such as a
dilemma similar to the "trolley problem"), a life might be lost. However, unless they
had a direct and specific awareness that such a situation would occur under the
conditions for which their product was designed, this does not meet the legal
threshold for intent (or recklessness). In other words, a mere theoretical
understanding of the possibility of harm does not imply the necessary mens rea for
criminal liability, especially in complex and evolving areas like AVs, where outcomes

can be unpredictable.

24The key point here is that criminal liability depends on a clear understanding and
acceptance of the risk, not just an abstract recognition that harm could occur.
Therefore, unless there is concrete evidence that the risk was foreseeable and

accepted with the requisite degree of culpability, liability is unlikely to be established.

25 In evaluating the negligence of manufacturers in the context of AVs (automated
vehicles), the Hand Formula (a principle in tort law) serves as an important
guideline. This rule suggests that an individual or entity should be held liable for
civil negligence if the burden of taking precautions to prevent harm (B) is less than

the severity of the harm (L) multiplied by the probability of the harm occurring (P).
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In other words, negligence is determined by assessing whether reasonable

precautions were taken relative to the likelihood and potential severity of harm.

26 For example, the "state of the art" defense can be articulated as follows: If the
developers, manufacturers, or programmers acted in accordance with the state of
the art—meaning they implemented the best available technology, methods, and
safety measures at the time—then their actions should generally be considered as
meeting the required standard of care. This suggests that if they made reasonable
efforts, consistent with the technological capabilities available, to prevent harm,
and despite these efforts, a harmful situation still occurred, their negligence can be

ruled out. This applies not only in civil law but also in criminal law cases.

271In this context, regarding the state-of-the-art defense, it could be argued that
as long as the individuals involved not only follow established industry standards
but also take actions aligned with the highest level of competence achievable with
existing technology and exercise the utmost care to avoid violating legally protected
interests, it would be unreasonable to hold them criminally liable for an incident

that, despite their best efforts, still occurred.
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2 Concrete Evaluation
1 The determination of whether negligent acts occurred in such cases would be

based on how well these actors adhered to the norms and expectations of their
field. This includes evaluating how they implemented measures to prevent harm,
such as safety protocols, fail-safes, continuous updates, and testing. If the vehicle's
programming aimed to minimize harm, incorporated robust decision-making
algorithms, and followed established best practices in handling dilemma situations
(like the trolley problem), then, even if a life is lost, the concrete evidence should

be scrutinized in actual cases.

2 This approach emphasizes that negligence is not merely about preventing all
possible harm, but about making reasonable efforts to reduce the risk to the lowest
level practically achievable, given the state of available knowledge and technology

at the time.

3 Thus, if the manufacturer adhered to this principle within their respective field,
their actions could be considered non-negligent, despite the tragic or unforeseen

outcome.

4 In the context of AVs, the "field" refers to the operational domain of various entities
involved in the manufacturing, selling, and operation of AVs. This includes manufacturers,
operators, and others, such as remote operators, who are responsible for managing and
overseeing the vehicle's operation. These individuals are expected to assess the risks
associated with AV operations, understanding that it is impossible to eliminate all potential
dangers. They must take reasonable steps to mitigate those risks, considering the costs
involved. If these actors fulfill their duties with due diligence, yet an accident still occurs,
the event may be deemed illegal in terms of results, but criminal responsibility would not
apply due to the absence of mens rea, i.e., negligence. In terms of civil and administrative

liability, responsibility would generally not be imposed, though in some cases (such as
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those involving strict liability), actors may be required to bear more costs in order to be
exempted from liability. 5Minimum Competence and Careful Driving (CCD)
Standard.

5 If an AV-related actor's competence falls below the industry standard, criminal
negligence may be attributed. A key concept that is likely to emerge in this context
is the "Competent and Careful Driver" (CCD), a term used internationally to assess
whether an operator acted with due care. However, CCD is a flexible concept, and
its application will depend on the specific circumstances of each case. It does not
represent a rigid standard, but instead suggests that the operator's actions must
align with an expected level of competence and care. If an actor’s conduct deviates
significantly from this standard, negligence can be inferred, potentially leading to
liability. Therefore, the CCD concept is not a clear-cut rule, but rather a guideline

that helps evaluate whether an individual acted reasonably given the situation.

6 The assertion that the protection of the life of the person inside the AV should be
prioritized over that of a pedestrian or other unrelated individual lacks a solid legal
or ethical foundation. Such an understanding does not hold universally in legal

theory, especially when addressing life-and-death dilemmas posed by AVs.

71In ethical discussions, particularly those surrounding the "trolley problem," there
is often a balancing of lives, where the value of one life is not automatically
considered more important than another. In legal terms, decision-making is guided
by principles of justice, fairness, and harm reduction, rather than by the automatic

prioritization of one individual’s life over another’s.

8 In the case of AVs, any prioritization of the driver’s life over that of a pedestrian
would be highly context-dependent. Such prioritization would typically need to be

explicitly justified by legal and ethical frameworks that balance competing interests,
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such as public safety and the protection of pedestrians. Some legal systems,
particularly those with robust road safety laws, emphasize the duty to avoid
harming any road user, without presuming that the AV’s passenger (or occupant)

should automatically be protected at the expense of others.

9In conclusion, prioritizing one life over another in such situations is not a
straightforward or universally accepted concept. It cannot be justified without a

more nuanced examination of legal standards, ethical theories, and societal values.

10Adopting this perspective can accelerate societal experiments, leading to
tangible achievements in areas such as smart agriculture and the development of
safe transportation systems in regions affected by heavy snowfall. By setting
specific performance goals, it becomes possible to objectively evaluate progress
toward these outcomes. For example, smart agriculture, driven by AVs and Al,
could enhance efficiency and sustainability in farming, particularly in remote or
challenging environments. In snow-prone areas, AVs could be tested to ensure

reliable transportation, even under extreme weather conditions.

11 These efforts can foster innovation while enabling the practical testing of
technologies tailored to the specific needs of different regions. By evaluating these
implementations in a structured way, we can ensure that the advancements are
not only technically feasible but also socially beneficial, helping to build broad

societal acceptance and trust in these technologies.

12 In order for AV technologies to gain widespread acceptance and trust, the safety
of both pedestrians and passengers must be taken seriously. The protection of
pedestrians can be significantly improved through the issuance of clear guidelines
for Automated Driving Systems (ADS). By specifying certain behaviors for ADS,

these guidelines can influence both driver and pedestrian actions. For example,
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ADS is typically designed to avoid dangerous maneuvers, such as abruptly swerving
to avoid a pedestrian crossing illegally. If these behaviors are explicitly outlined in
the guidelines, it could help reduce unsafe pedestrian behavior, as people may
recognize that the system is designed to prioritize safe and predictable driving

actions.

13 Additionally, the design of ADS is generally intended to ensure that vehicles do
not drive onto sidewalks, which significantly reduces the likelihood of pedestrians
being harmed by an AV while on the sidewalk. If such safety features are clearly
communicated in guidelines, it can help build public trust. Pedestrians would feel
more confident walking on sidewalks, knowing that the risk of being struck by an

AV is minimal.

14 In essence, well-defined guidelines for ADS can play a crucial role in reducing
accidents, both on roads and sidewalks, ultimately enhancing pedestrian safety.
The introduction of AVs has the potential to lower accident rates, as these systems
are typically designed to prioritize safety in ways that human drivers may not
always adhere to, such as consistently obeying traffic signals and avoiding risky
maneuvers. This framework not only improves safety for pedestrians but also

supports the smoother integration of AVs into everyday life.

15 Through the issuance of clear guidelines, the risk of automated driving systems
(ADS) causing harm to pedestrians, even in dilemma situations, can be significantly
reduced. By ensuring that ADS is designed to minimize the chances of driving onto
sidewalks and injuring pedestrians, these guidelines can reassure the public that
such accidents are unlikely. This approach would not only enhance safety but also

positively influence the driving behavior of traditional vehicle operators.

16 For instance, if drivers are aware that the ideal response in situations where a
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pedestrian is crossing illegally is to apply the brakes and avoid swerving onto the
sidewalk, it could promote more responsible driving. This is based on the
understanding that prioritizing the safety of pedestrians—especially those on
sidewalks—is crucial. It would be considered unjust for a driver to cause harm to a
sidewalk pedestrian in an attempt to avoid a pedestrian violating traffic laws, as
the harm caused to the sidewalk pedestrian would be disproportionate. This ethical
reasoning, when incorporated into traffic culture and education, could encourage

drivers to adopt safer driving practices in similar situations.

17 In essence, the introduction of these guidelines, coupled with the development
of ADS, could catalyze a broader cultural shift in road safety, fostering a heightened
awareness of pedestrian protection among both automated and traditional vehicles.
This shift could contribute to creating a safer environment for all road users,

whether they are in a vehicle or walking.

18 This approach could help bridge the gap between traditional driving habits and
the expected behavior of AVs, fostering a culture of road safety where pedestrian
well-being is prioritized in decision-making. It also represents a proactive stance in
shaping the future of transportation, aligning technological advancements with
society's ethical expectations. As automated driving systems become more
integrated, these guidelines could serve not only as technical benchmarks but also

as educational tools, enhancing the overall safety consciousness of all drivers.

19 They can also influence the behavior of human drivers, promoting safer
practices that align with the ethical and legal principles underpinning AV

development.

20 In particular, AV guidelines that emphasize the importance of avoiding harm to

pedestrians—such as preventing vehicles from swerving onto sidewalks—can set a
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new standard for all road users. This alignment between AV and traditional driving
behaviors could foster a more consistent and safer driving environment. The
introduction of such safety-focused guidelines is not only crucial for the acceptance
of AVs but could also reinforce the broader goal of enhancing road safety for all

drivers.

21 As these principles are integrated into both AV technology and human driver
education, they could lead to a significant positive shift in driving culture, ultimately

increasing public confidence in the future of transportation.

22 For AV'’s technology to be trusted and for autonomous vehicles to be socially
accepted, it is necessary to establish certain guidelines regarding their behavior in
situations where there is an imminent danger of collision with a person, potentially

causing injury or death.

23 As mentioned earlier, these guidelines do not guarantee the legal resolution of
individual cases. However, publicly outlining the desirable behaviors for

autonomous vehicles in general is beneficial for enhancing their social acceptance.

24 For the purpose of analysis, the following hypothetical scenario will be

considered:

A Level 4 AV, operating within its Operational Design Domain (ODD), is
approaching an intersection regulated by traffic signals.
The traffic light in front of the AV is green, and the AV continues moving
straight.

Meanwhile, the traffic light for the crossroad is red.
Nevertheless, a person crossing (or attempting to cross) the intersection
(PCI) appears, ignoring the red light.
In this situation, should the AV change its course to the left to avoid a
collision with the PCI?
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However, there is a sidewalk on the left side, where a pedestrian (PE) is
present. If the AV changes its course to the left, it is expected to collide
with the PE, resulting in their death.

@If the PCI entered the intersection while being aware of the red light, it
can be interpreted that they recognized and accepted the risks of collision
with an autonomous vehicle (AV) or a traditional vehicle (TV), as well as
the potential danger of injury or death resulting from such a collision. The
specific value of protecting the PCI's life, which is set at its default level
(assumed to be 1.0) when they refrained from entering the intersection,
can be considered to decrease, for example, to 0.80 due to their
acceptance of this risk.

On the other hand, the PE (pedestrian) would reasonably understand that
while vehicles primarily travel on the roadway, there is a possibility, albeit small,
that a vehicle might mount the sidewalk due to some malfunction. As such, the PE
can be considered to have accepted a lesser degree of risk compared to the PCI.
Consequently, the specific value of protecting the PE's life can be assumed to

decrease slightly, for example, to 0.90.

Based on the above premises, the specific value of protecting the life of the PE
is greater than that of the PCI. Therefore, the AV should not change its course to
the left and should instead continue moving straight (while decelerating as much

as possible).

@ If there are two PCIs, can the specific life-protection values of PCI-1
and PCI-2 be combined?
If the specific life-protection values of PCI-1 and PCI-2 are combined, the total
would amount to 1.60, which is greater than the 0.90 value of protecting the life
of the single PE. Based on this calculation, it might be concluded that the AV should

change its course and collide with the PE.
However, this conclusion cannot be adopted.

This is because such a conclusion would effectively allow the specific life-

protection value of PCI-1, which has been reduced due to their own acceptance of
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risk, to be elevated by the risk acceptance of another person, PCI-2. This
contradicts the principle of individualism (respect for individual dignity and the

unigueness of each life).

Therefore, even in this case, the AV should not change its course to the left
and should instead continue moving straight (while decelerating as much as

possible).

®If it is difficult to assert that the PCI consciously and freely accepted the risk
of injury or death caused by the AV despite recognizing the red light—such as in
the case of (i) a young child, (ii) an individual with an intellectual disability, or (iii)
an elderly person with dementia—it remains challenging for a moving AV to
accurately identify these attributes of the PCI (and in cases like (ii) and (iii), it is
likely impossible). Consequently, the PCI's acceptance of risk and the corresponding
reduction in their specific life-protection value should be assessed objectively and

based on external circumstances.

Therefore, even in such cases, the AV should not change its course to the left and

should instead continue moving straight (while decelerating as much as possible).

@Additionally, when considering this issue, the protection of the life and
physiological functions of both the PCI and the PE, as well as those of the passenger
or occupant (PA) inside the autonomous vehicle, must also be considered. However,
since the PA is inside the AV, the impact from a collision with another person will
likely be smaller for the PA compared to the person being collided with. Whether
the collision involves a PCI or a PE, there is unlikely to be a significant difference in

the impact experienced by the PA.

Rather, considering the potential impact on the PA's life and physiological
functions from a sudden change in direction, the presence of the PA would likely

influence the AV to continue moving straight.
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