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An Analysis on Public Attitude to the Uncertainty of Travel Demand Forecasting

Kazuya NEHASHI

Travel demand forecasting, which was conducted by public administration for implementing
transportaion planning, has been criticized severely because of the failure of future prediction. Recently,
the importance of the prediction with interval in consideration of future uncertainty has been widely
recognized. However, it has never been examined that how they should show residents a prediction result
with interval and acquire public concensus. This study aims at clarifying a problem and method of travel
demand forecasting result with interval. First, it clarified that the essence of residents’ consciousness
about travel demand forecasting through the in-depth analysis. Secoundly, three types of models of public
attitude to be travel demand forecasting were proposed, and analyzed using a questionnaire results.
Finally, the empirical analysis result showed that the possibility of accepting prediction result with
interval by residents and how to show residents a prediction results were discussed.
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