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Background/Research Questions
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Future Research Needs

e Behavioral risk factors that put people at risk for motor-vehicle
crashes

e How road treatments influence those behaviors
* How people interact with the roadway environment
e Simulation based research



Implications for Practice

e A need for training and safety awareness
e Road treatments

- T
b Y-
! B

S .
r

,.f ———— 0, [y

A0 F
<a A
e p o =




Method







Timing of Entry
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