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Road Safety Guarantee Measures of Foreign Rural Roads

GAO Jiangang', CHEN Hongyun', XU Nw', CHEN Jingyun®
(1. Research Institute of Highway of Ministry of Transport, Beijing 100088, China;
2. School of Transportation, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing 100044, China)

Abstract Acoording to the literatures on rural road safety guaraniees in US, Canada, UK and Australia,
measures for rural road safety guarantee were analyzed with emphases on safety audit, engineering, education,
enforcement, speed management, and emergency medical service. The analysis for rural road safety shows that (1)
safety audit plays an important guide role in enhancements of rural road safety; (2) lower cost of engineering
measures has an important influence on their acceptable range; (3) local governments and communities should
participate in education; (4) legislation and enforcement is paid more and more attention; ( 5) the key of speed
management is consistency between speed limit and road environment; (6) one effort on emergency medical service
is to improve abilities of rural doctors and paramedical personnel as well as improve response to emergency call;
(7) stable funding is a crucial basis for technical research, data colledion, education and engineering.
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