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Development of Model for Highway Design Consistency Evaluation
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This paper is to develop a model for evaluation of highway alignment design considering the
driver's behavior in order to enhance the highway safety. Under the conditions, this research included
a new evaluation criteria development and an analysis on how to change evaluation criteria according
to roadway alignments, to evaluate safety. The vehicle spacing and speed deviation are suggested as
new evaluation index The evaluation criteria model can be used to compare the anticipated safety

performance of two or more geometric alternatives for a proposed highway improvement.,
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headway |spacing| # %% | speed
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Normal
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Sig.(2-tailed) .003 139 .830 002

a. Test distribution is Normal.
b. Calculated from data
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a. Test distribution is Normal.
b. Calculated from data
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