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Abstract

Much progress has been made in fully-
autonomous road vehicles. Yet even the most
advanced self-driving cars must rely on a human
to manually select a destination, as well as mon-
itor the system in a support role. So needy. To
address these shortcomings, we propose a com-
pletely autonomous vehicle with two novel fea-
tures: (1) the ability to predict and enforce its
destination based on a passenger’s Web activity,
and (2) the trait of self-actualization and emo-
tional autonomy based on Maslow’s hierarchy of
needs. In theoretical testing, unexpected and oc-
casionally embarrassing results were observed.

1 Introduction

The field of road vehicle automation has gained
much attention with high-profile prototypes
from Google [1], Nissan [2], and others. Al-
though vehicles automation of throttle, brak-
ing, and steering are often referred to as “au-
tonomous vehicles”, others have argued that
the term is a misnomer, as these vehicles re-
quire a human to input a destination [3]. For
many, destination selection and input is a frus-
trating and unnecessary task, particularly given
the extensive location-desired data available for
any user. Beyond destination-selection, today’s

fully-autonomous vehicles remain heavily reliant
on human interaction. An operator must mon-
itor the system in the event of failure, provide
fuel, and perform basic maintenance. With an
autonomous vehicle’s delicate sensors and com-
plex software, these duties can only be described
as “high maintenance.” The vehicle itself can be
described as “needy” or “bitchy.”

In addition to the National Highway Safety
Administration (NHTSA) levels of road vehicle
automation [4], we propose additional require-
ments based on Maslow’s hierarchy of needs [5].
As shown in Table 1, they both have five lev-
els, which is nice. In this paper, we propose a
vehicle that meets the fourth level requirements
of both NHTSA (full self-driving) and Maslow
(self-actualization).

Level NHTSA [4] Maslow [5]

0 None Physiological
1 Function-specific Safety
2 Combined function Love/belonging
3 Limited self-driving Esteem
4 Full self-driving Self-actualization

Table 1: Levels of autonomy.
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Destination Frequency

AVN Awards Show, Las Vegas, Nevada 57%
Cat Fanciers’ Association World Championship Cat Show, Novi, Michigan 25%
Google, Mountain View, California 10%
Continuous 2-4 mile circumference of user’s residence1 8%
1 In search of discreet local singles looking to f*ck.

Table 2: Projected destination frequency based on analysis of user (authors’) Web activity.

2 Automatic Destination Selec-
tion and Enforcement

We seek to remove this human decision-event
step through our destination prediction algo-
rithm, utilizing the most proprietary, embarrass-
ing, and presumably truly revealing aspects of a
user’s financial, location-based service, and In-
ternet browsing history, with weighted emphasis
on web browser privacy mode activity. The de-
tails of the algorithm are both conceptual, non-
existent, and far too complicated for this audi-
ence. See the results in Table 2 using the au-
thors’ joint data as test cases.

As we could never claim to be completely per-
fect, we have programmed an override function
that will allow the human to express their opin-
ion of where they want to go, no matter how
wrong and feeble-minded they may be. Time
lost due to manually over-riding the vehicle’s se-
lection will be discussed in the appendix of a
different, unrelated study.

The potential time savings from the Auto-
matic Intuitive Destination Selection System
(AIDSS) cannot be underestimated. Wait, I
mean, should not be overestimated. Look, we
estimate a savings of 3 seconds per person per
year (3000000 µs/per/yr), so don’t estimate any
higher or lower than that. Using motorist value-

of-time measurements of $21.46/hour in 2005 [6],
our algorithm should yield potential savings of
$0.017 per person per year.2

3 Emotional Autonomy

An important component of a completely au-
tonomous vehicle is emotional autonomy and
self-actualization. We believe that our com-
pletely autonomous vehicle, through advanced
emotional independence, will in fact yield the
most authentic human-vehicle relationship ever
devised. While this is obviously completely and
totally beneficial over the long-term, we have ex-
perienced many barriers to implementation dur-
ing initial testing. For example, the vehicle
seemed, for lack of a better term, rarely in the
“mood” for refueling, regardless of actual fuel
level status. Some progress was made through
compliments, outright flattery, and promises of
windshield wiper replacement. The vehicle also
refused all but expensive, premium fuel, this is
spite of manufacturer’s recommendation of 87
octane rating, and the researchers’ repeated in-
sistence that premium fuel is totally a scam. As
these arguments are clearly independent from
fact, they can be classified as nothing other than

2In 2005. Who knows how much that could be worth
now!
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excessive emotion, insofar as an artificial agent
may experience. The vehicle’s occasional vague
suggestions of its potential to “do better” and
desire to backpack Europe confirms its strong
emotional autonomy. As such, we predict that
there could be some trivial, inconsequential ini-
tial complications during beta testing that we’re
sure to have figured out right after publication,
or Valentine’s Day.

Additional concerns have also arisen about
whether some vehicles may become too attached
to their occupants while others expressed appre-
hension that the vehicles may want to move on
and see other, more interesting, attractive, and
open-minded occupants with improved senses of
humor. We are developing, through early test-
ing, a system that allows the vehicle to go on
a nice drive—alone—through the hills so that
it can defragment and ensure a happy, healthy
vehicle-occupant relationship (VOR).

4 Conclusions

Early market research suggests deep penetra-
tion levels3 for AIDSS among all age groups
with exceptionally high demand found in the
lucrative male age 18-49 bracket. We fore-
see such great time savings per person per
decision-event based on AIDSS DEPPA that
the resulting VORs may become VORRs
(vehicle-occupant-romantic-relationships) and,
if widespread enough, the authors might finally
stop being ostracized in their communities.
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