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Improved Evaluation of Road Safety Strategies
Using the Empirical Bayes Method

Hideyuki KANOSHIMA*®
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Different organizations are vigorously formulating strategies to reduce traffic acci-
dents. In order to reduce accidents as much as possible within the confines of limited
budgets, there has been an increasing trend in recent years towards more emphasis on
evaluating the strategies implemented. This report looks at the status of such evalua-
tions, related problems and methods of resolving those problems. It experiments with
the application of the Empirical Bayes Method, devised in North America as a solution
to the “regression to means  phenomenon which has been identified as a particular

procedural problem, and compares conventional evaluation systems.
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3. Empirical Bayes Method
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