Study on Transportation that is friendly to the Elderly

and the Disabled (Part 2)

Research on citizens’ participation for Community Bus planning and

operating.
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Abstract:

In this research, we investigated about the
reason the citizens participate in planning and
managing the community bus, and about the
effect acquired from citizens' participation. The
example of the Nagasawa distinct in Tsuna-town
and Daiwa housing estate in Kawanishi-city was
taken up. In the example, citizens' participation is
performed also except the bus. There were the
man or group that take the leadership of citizens’
participation. By distributing an informational
magazine and providing the opportunity of
participation they try to lead citizens to
comprehend a bus as their problem.

At the point of an effect, the bus route that runs
the way where width is narrow was realizable
with citizen participation. It is shown that
residents taking the initiative to operating bus in
solving problems in providing community
transport in depopulated district.
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Fig.1l Rough map of Kawanishi city
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Tablel Date and answerer of hearing survey
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Fig.2 Rough map of Tuna town
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Fig.6 Residents’ opinion to the minibus after

the operation

Table2 test of independency for the pros and cons
of citizens operating a bus actively
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Fig.7 The reason for being opposed to residents
taking the lead for operating a bus
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Fig.8 Residents’ opinion to the minibus
before the operation
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Fig.9 Opinions to the amount of the payment
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Table3 test of independency for opinions to the

amount of the payment
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Fig.10 Use frequency of using minibus
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Fig.11 Purpose for getting out in using minibus
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Fig.12 Meanings of buses for dwellers’ life
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Fig.13 Frequency of the bus using
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Fig.14 Existence of going out by bus without
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Fia.15 Conversation becomes lively on minibus
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