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Date of Hearing:  August 3, 2022 

ASSEMBLY COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

Chris Holden, Chair 

SB 346 (Wieckowski) – As Amended June 23, 2022 

Policy Committee: Privacy and Consumer Protection    Vote: 9 - 0 

      

      

Urgency:  No State Mandated Local Program:  No Reimbursable:  No 

SUMMARY: 

This bill prohibits any images or video recordings collected through the operation of an in-

vehicle camera from being used for any advertising purpose or being sold to any third party.  

Specifically, this bill:  

1) Prohibits images or video recordings captured by an in-vehicle camera from being shared 

with any third party, except as provided.  

 

2) Prohibits any recording obtained through operation of an in-vehicle camera from being 

retained at any location other than the vehicle itself, or being downloaded, retrieved, or 

otherwise accessed by a person or entity other than the registered owner of the vehicle, user, 

as defined, without affirmative prior consent, as defined, except as provided.  

 

3) Requires a person or entity that provides the operation of an in-vehicle camera in this state to 

provide effective mechanisms for a consumer to revoke consent.  

 

4) Prohibits a person or entity from compelling a manufacturer or other entity providing the 

operation of an in-vehicle camera to build specific features for the purpose of allowing an 

investigative or law enforcement officer to monitor images through that feature.  

 

5) Authorizes the Department of Justice (DOJ) or county district attorney to enforce the 

requirements of this bill by injunction for civil penalties.   

FISCAL EFFECT: 

1) Costs (General Fund) of $366,000 annually to the DOJ in additional legal staff to handle the 

anticipated workload related to enforcing the requirements of this bill.  

 

2) Cost pressure (Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF)) in the hundreds of thousands of dollars to the 

trial courts to hear and adjudicate cases related to violations of this bill. It is unclear how 

many new actions will be filed statewide, but if 10 cases are filed in state civil court annually 

requiring seven to ten days, or 56 to 80 hours of court time, at an average cost per hour of 

$1,000 in workload costs, the cost to the trial courts would be between $560,000 and 

$800,000 annually.  Although courts are not funded on the basis of workload, increased 
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pressure on the TCTF and staff workload may create a need for increased funding for courts 

from the General Fund (GF) to perform existing duties. 

COMMENTS: 

1) Purpose. According to the author:  

 

SB 346 would require customers to be informed, at the time of 

purchase, if a camera is installed inside a car, and would prohibit 

video recordings made of the interior of a car, by an in-vehicle 

camera, from being used for advertising or sold to third parties. 

Furthermore, this bill would prohibit manufacturers from retaining 

video recordings in any location, other than the vehicle itself, 

unless the user first provides affirmative written or electronic 

consent. 

 

2) Background. The United States Supreme Court and the California Supreme Court each 

have, on several occasions, affirmed that individuals possess a reasonable expectation of 

privacy inside their vehicles. Additionally, AB 213 (Leslie), Chapter 427, Statutes of 2003, 

requires motor vehicle manufacturers to disclose in the vehicle’s owner’s manual if a vehicle 

sold or leased in this state is equipped with one or more “event data recorders (EDRs)” or 

“sensing and diagnostic modules (SDMs),” recording devices that collect certain telematics 

from the operation of the vehicle.  AB 213 also prohibited any person other than the owner of 

a vehicle from downloading or otherwise retrieving EDR or SDM data, except with the 

consent of the owner or under specified circumstances.  AB 2840 (Corbett), Chapter 317, 

Statutes of 2004, prohibits a rental car company from using, accessing, or obtaining any 

information relating to a renter’s use of the vehicle that was obtained using “electronic 

surveillance technology,” except under specified circumstances. 

 

This bill responds to the growing ubiquity of in-vehicle cameras.  In-vehicle cameras can 

serve a variety of functions, ranging from using facial-recognition technology to 

automatically adjusting seat and mirror settings for each driver to detecting drowsy or 

distracted drivers and either alerting them or capping speed.  In the United States, all new 

cars are required to have backup cameras to help drivers avoid accidents, and other countries 

have already expanded such safety requirements to include in-vehicle, driver-directed sensors 

and cameras.  However, little is known about how data collected by these cameras are stored 

and used, and with most new cars sold in the United States, including all new Fords, GMs, 

and BMWs, and nearly all Toyotas and Volkswagens, coming with built-in internet 

connections, the possibility that such private data is being made immediately accessible to 

automobile manufacturers without the knowledge or consent of the driver arguably warrants 

specific protections. 
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