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RESPONSE TO THE LAW COMMISSION’S ISSUES PAPER ON REMOTE
DRIVING

Please note that this response has been reproduced from information entered on the
Citizen Space online portal.

Any personal email addresses and phone numbers have been excluded from this
document. Unanswered questions have been deleted from this document.
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About you

What is your name?

Jan Heard

What is the name of your organisation?

Mid and West Berkshire Local Access Forum

Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your
organisation? (Please select only one item)

Personal response ☐

Responding on behalf of organisation ☒

Other ☐

If other, please state:
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Chapter 5: The safety challenges of remote driving

Q6: We have identified that any system to regulate beyond line-of-sight driving needs
to consider the following:

(1) the adequacy of the communication network;

(2) cybersecurity;

(3) workstation layouts;

(4) staff training;

(5) staff health, fitness and vetting;

(6) staff attention and rest periods; and

(7) incident protocols.

Apart from the above, are there any additional challenges to consider?

Yes ☒ No ☐    Other ☐

Please expand on your answer

Yes, additionally it needs to consider the suitability of the route where Public Rights
of Way and remote rural routes are involved, especially on single track routes
suitable for multiple types of vulnerable users, where only occasional passing
spaces exist. Regulators will need to be satisfied that the remotely operated motor
vehicle can safely interact with all types of road user in the environment in which
they operate - including pedestrians, equestrians, carriage drivers, cyclists (for all
types of cycle described in Government guidance note LTN1/20 and not just
bicycles) - including children and people with a disability.

Q7: If remote driving fails (through loss of connectivity, for example), how
sophisticated would a risk mitigation system need to be?  Would it effectively need to
be an automated driving system, and regulated as such?

Please share your views below

Yes, a risk system would need to consider risks to vulnerable users on PROW and
other remote rural routes where assistance and access for emergency services are
difficult.
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Chapter 10: Regulation in the longer term

Q19: Should an ERDO be under a duty:

(1) to ensure that the driver is able to drive safely by: ☒

(a) taking reasonable care that connectivity is suitable;

(b) ensuring that in the absence of connectivity or driver input, the vehicle
comes to a safe stop;

(c) providing suitable work-stations; and

(d) maintaining suitable training, vetting, health checks, working hours and
breaks;

(2) to maintain the vehicle (including software updates and cybersecurity); ☐

(3) to check that any load is safe and secure before that journey starts, and ensure
that the number of passengers does not overload the vehicle; ☒

(4) to insure the vehicle; ☒

(5) following an incident, to provide information to other road users, the police and
the regulator; ☒

(6) not to impede traffic flow by (for example) ensuring that vehicles are not left in
inappropriate places; ☒

(7) to check the route and pay any tolls and/or charges; ☒

(8) to respond to the regulator’s requests for information about the safety of remote
driving; and ☒

(9) any other duties not mentioned above? ☒

Please select all duties which an ERDO should be under (more than one duty can be
selected).

Please expand on your answer

Yes to all points of Q 19, but in particular point 7; a responsibility to check rural PROWs
for passing spaces and obstructions before a vehicle is deployed.
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