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Abstract:

The situations of the people who have
received the restriction to the movement are
various, it is impossible to deal with all the
people by one service. Moreover, it costs a high
cost to serve the type for individual to the
people with high restriction level of the
movement, and it is not possible to deal with
the people with high restriction level of the
movement by serving the consolidating type
with a low cost.

Then, we paid attention to the movement
support system of the physically handicapped
person in Amagasaki City where both the service
of the type for individual and the service of the
consolidating type were targeted. We did the
guestionnaire survey to the recipient and
non-recipient of the system. | understood that the
influence of the body situation is larger than the

going out situation in the selection of the system.
And we understood there are a lot of people in
non-recipient who are not doing receiving
because it doesn't acknowledge the system
enough or because it uses other transportation
such as private cars.
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Table2 The recipient and cost of mobility support

system
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| Table3 The returned rate of questionnaire
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Table4 The estimate of ratio of recipient of the

3 mobility support system

Table3 The returned rate of questionnaire
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Table6 Relation of receipt between the system and the
individual attribute, and the going-out situation
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Table7 The reason non-recipients do not receive

the system
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Fig.5 The rate of those who are doing medical
examination and commutation
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Fig.6 The main move means
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Tablell The number of the remainders ofthe tickets
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Tablel2 The vehicles that taxi ticket recipients use

(*0)
76 65.5
8 6.9
32 27.6
36.9 116 100.0
55.3
13
Tablel3 Individual coverage of the expense of a
0 10 20 30 40 50 60, car with a lift
(1)
() (*0)
16 29.6
36 66.7
2 37
54 100.0
8
8.1
5.3
(N=218) & (N=103)
(N=47) 2
10

Fig.10 The conditions for the increase in b us use
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