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ined in MUTCD 2009 Edi > J'A
pedestrian hybrid beacon is a speci

brid beacon used to warn and control
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- of 3seconds and a maximum duration of 6 seconds.

Figure 4F-3, Sequence for a Pedesirian Hybrid Signal

! 1. Dark Untl Actvated

& Dk Again Ural Acthand

g aI indications.

‘The pedestrian signal heads shall display a WALKING
PERSON (symbolizing WALK) signal indications when the
pedestrian hybrid beacon faces are displaying steady
CIRCULAR RED signal indications.
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Tucson experience sh
‘not stop at a dark beacon

Dark beacon crltlcal to overco
signa concern :

2d ces delay via 1/2 cycle operatio
ed, split phase operations




3. Creates Non-Unirmity :

Concern that the HAWK will further
proliferate non-uniform designs and
installations
+ Already have non-uniformity - there are
‘;" numerous variations in use throughout
the nation currently now

o

*King County Flashing Beacon
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Utah Flashing Double Beacon
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California Flashing Beacon
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*Seattle: 1/2 Signals
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-L.A. Midblock Signals

e
o v

el

o Drivers not proceeding in a stop-and-go
format during alternating flashing red
and crosswalk is clear
—-Sign
—Education

h Drivers not stopping during alternating

flashing red phase

—Targeted enforcement

Education
|
| R
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Summary
« Safety evaluation of HAWK beacon using Emplrlcal Bayes method
o Before-After
* 21 treatment sites
« All at stop-controlled intersections/major driveways
« Reference sites groups:
¢ 103 unsignalized intersections
o Statistical significant changes:
*  29% reduction in total crashes
*  69% reduction in pedestrian crashes
u
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JL, 2010 .
e High intensity Activated crossW.
d beacon located on the roadside and on 1
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