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Some Studies of Driver-Vehicle-Roadway Interactions
Malcolm - C. Good *

It appeared that the past development of road curve design policies resulted in
a neglect of the study of driver-vehicle-roadway interactions. Experimental studies
of free-path turns and restricted-path turns were executed to investigate the relevant
concepts of road curve design assumptions with a validation study carried out on actual
road curves. And also application of an analytical vehicle model established limits on
transition curve design parameters.
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