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What Nauto Provides

Nauto's connected-vehicle platform combines forward-facing video, driver-facing
video, and telematics into per-trip driver-behavior analysis. The system detects
distraction (phone use, drowsy driving, eyes-off-road), unsafe behaviors (hard
braking, lane departure, tailgating), and predictive-collision events. Commercial fleet
operators (Ryder, Geotab integrations, hundreds of mid-market fleets) use the output

for safety coaching, insurance scoring, and personnel decisions.

The architecture's value to fleets is operational: identify drivers whose behavior
produces above-average risk, intervene through coaching, and terminate or transfer
drivers whose behavior persists despite coaching. Nauto's claim of preventing

collisions is supported by significant deployment data.

Why Adverse Classification With Employment
Consequences Needs Due Process

Driver classifications produced by Nauto have employment consequences. Drivers
terminated based on Nauto-flagged behavior have legal recourse if the classification

basis is opaque, the supporting evidence inaccessible, or the classification authority
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unestablished. Multiple lawsuits in the commercial driver-monitoring space (different

vendors, similar issues) signal the legal exposure.

The pattern is structurally consistent with how courts treat other adverse-action
evidence. The classification must be credentialed by an authority with sufficient
standing, the supporting evidence must be specific and accessible, and the classified
party must have structural standing to contest. Current driver-monitoring

architectures, including Nauto's, are not designed against this requirement.

How Due-Process Credentialing Restructures
Driver Classification

The architecture treats driver classifications as credentialed observations. The
classifying authority (the fleet's safety operations function under the fleet's
credentialed authority, possibly under additional credentialing from state
employment regulators or insurance partners) signs the classification. Supporting
evidence is recorded with audit-grade lineage tracing back to the specific

observations.

Drivers gain structural standing to contest. The classification record is accessible to
the driver. The supporting evidence is identifiable. The credentialing authority is
identified. A defined process exists for the driver to challenge through credentialed
counter-claim observations. The fleet's adverse action against the driver is
structurally on the same legal footing as other adverse employment actions, which is

what fleets have been asking the architecture for.

What This Enables for Nauto's Market

Nauto's commercial fleet customers gain legal defensibility for adverse personnel
actions based on driver-monitoring classifications. The audit-grade lineage supports

the documentation that employment-defense litigation requires. The structural



standing for drivers reduces the lawsuit-driven friction that the industry currently

absorbs as cost of doing business.

Nauto's competitive position benefits from being the supplier that provides legal-
grade architecture rather than only operationally-proven detection. The patent
positions the primitive at the layer that commercial driver-monitoring is converging

toward as employment-law pressure on the industry grows.



