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The Evaluation Criteria for Scenery Rest Areas on the Highway
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Figure 2. Scenic rest area of utilizing vacant land

Figure 3. Scenic rest area of tourism basis of Deogyusan
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Figure 4. Regional network scenic rest area of Haesindang
Park
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Table 1. Status of regional section
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Table 2. Relative ranking and priority in the range of
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relative  order of
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Table 3. Relative ranking and priority of scenic factors
in the range of second analytic hierachy process
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Table 5. Relative ranking and priority in the range of
second analytic hierachy process
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Table 4. Relative ranking and priority of sightseeing
factors in the range of second analytic hierachy process
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second analytic hierachy process

relative  order of relative  order of
. L CR . L CR
importance  priority importance  priority
second Around 0.435 2 0.000 second budget of 0.384 2 0.0464
layer  tourists layer  scale
Around 0.565 1 security of 0.432 1
Attractions site
Administrative 0.184 3
procedures
3, AE) ol Ui AHPREA 43 CR#t2
0.0615% ABgol HZHAerm vBHol  wmEe PAwE ZAdTzAAC A &
0.454% 7V F23 2o ﬁ—*qﬂi?iot% b o2 Ughtt
Fo=2 zsHd 0.297, 24 0.134, A&
0.1169] &£o2 BEA¥Att

2A1Z] BBEAG 2 (9 TR, TR
A EE) FgEo dis] AHPREA Z¥} CR#k
0.00002 Lol As=HAeH, FHA G #F
2 BE7H0.565) FHAFAG(0.435) 0 vy

i F2=rt w4 ST

d 37 (AY==71R] 2] A,
WEY) FEof el AHPEA
2902 d#Ao] HIHNeH,

5. ATk 24 21}

2A1%2] AI7FsA) 37HAI (dlAtRe] A4,
21gHe] folA], FHAEA LolA) F&ol thal
AHPEA 23} CREE 0.0464% Ao AZH
Qom HxgHol foli o] (0.432) dlikt
o] AHA =o|(0.384) WAHAA] LolA
(0.184) 2 ¥4 it

1

6. 715X R0iE S5t & Zut

ABHE 244 neldlel & 54 2 g%
7FeAle " beh 2o, oM Ayd 23%
A UBAE 4714 B4 12704 35 -
BN At 3] 449 e o=
MZAxto) wgl doz AAF A4 1 240
o] 2ol 4= 9t}

FJ
o
N
-

Transportation Technology and Policy Vol.12 No.3, June 2015



Zz 2 XY d%

0.3‘55 0233 0.1|ss 0229
s { YHEY - BasY 15EY Ar7ts
0435 [0565 0314 0333 0353 0384 04B2 0.184

0454 0134 p.297 0.116

24

Figure 5. Results of AHP analysis
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