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Analyses of Effects of Travd Feedback Program for School Education on Psychological Process*
By Go HAGIHARA**  Satoshi FUJII***  Ayako TANIGUCHI****  Fumihiro HARA*****
Trave Feedback Program is suitable as an educationa program which increases public spirits, dthough it is effective for red
ucing automohile use from the previous sudies. In this pgper, TFP for school education were caried out, and the pand daa
of the psychologicd measure which is concerned with the travel behaviora modification was obtained. Based on the results w
hich are obtained from the andysis by the sructurd eguation modd, the paper shows that the TFP dfects the various psychol
ogicd mesaaures and the effect on children is larger than that on family.




