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[bookmark: _heading=h.gjdgxs]	At crosswalks in streets or lanes where vehicles are not controlled by a signal or stop sign (i.e., no traffic control), pedestrians can cross either by relying on drivers to yield or by crossing when there is a gap in traffic long enough to allow them time to cross. Being able to determine when there is a crossable gap in traffic requires the ability to detect approaching vehicles with enough warning (Barlow et al., 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017; Long & LaGrow, 2011; Rosen, 2021; Scheffers & Myers, 2012).  
	Orientation and mobility (O&M) specialists must prepare learners who are blind or visually impaired to cross at these crosswalks by ensuring that they have the information, strategies, and skills necessary to assess these situations and allow informed decisions concerning the crossing to be made based on information and knowledge about warning times of approaching vehicles, driver behavior and yielding likelihood, elements of risk, and individual visual and auditory abilities (Barlow et al., 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017; Rosen 2021).  
A goal of O&M instruction is that learners will have information about crossings with no traffic control, including an understanding of the following:
· the fact that in some situations it is possible for them to hear or see vehicles with enough warning to be confident as to whether there is a gap in traffic long enough for them to cross, and in other situations it is not possible to do so, even when it is quiet and no approaching traffic is visible/audible (Barlow et al., 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017; Long & LaGrow, 2011; Rosen 2021; Sauerburger, 1989, 1995, 1999, 2006; Scheffers & Myers, 2012; Snook-Hill & Sauerburger, 1996; Wall Emerson & Sauerburger, 2008; Wall Emerson et al, 2011) 
· the time they need to cross streets of various widths, taking into consideration their walking pace (Barlow et al., 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017; Rosen 2021; Scheffers & Myers, 2012)
· the effects of acoustic variables (such as masking sounds and the sound level of quiet) or various lighting/visual conditions on their ability to hear or see approaching traffic (Barlow et al., 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017; Rosen 2021; Scheffers & Myers, 2012; Wall Emerson & Sauerburger, 2008)  
· the pedestrian and white cane laws regarding right-of-way
· alternatives to crossing streets independently (Barlow et al., 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017; Rosen 2021; Scheffers & Myers, 2012)
· environmental and community factors, such as line of sight and speed of the vehicle, which have been shown to affect the likelihood that drivers will yield in any given situation
· strategies for advocating for features of accessibility and pedestrian safety as needed, such as traffic calming features, traffic control, bulbouts, and refuge islands to narrow the crosswalk, or other intersection and environmental modifications (Barlow et al, 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017)
· strategies to raise awareness about pedestrians who are visually impaired with traffic engineers and planners, policy makers, pedestrian advocates, etc.
In addition, among the goals of O&M instruction are that consumers will have the skills or abilities to:
· maximize their detection of approaching vehicles by audition and/or vision, including an awareness of when it is appropriate to use which strategy
· assess their ability to detect vehicles including being able to
· analyze the width of the street and determine the time needed for crossing, taking into consideration their walking pace (Barlow et al., 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017; Rosen 2021; Scheffers & Myers 2012)
· recognize situations where they cannot hear or see approaching vehicles with enough warning to reliably predict crossing gaps in traffic (“situations of uncertainty”) (Barlow et al., 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017; Rosen 2021; Scheffers & Myers, 2012)
· In situations where they can hear or see approaching vehicles with enough warning, be able to determine gaps in traffic that are long enough to cross (Cheong et al, 2008)
· determine the level of risk for crossing (including the likelihood that a vehicle that was undetected at the beginning of the crossing could reach them before the crossing is finished and the likelihood that these drivers will fail to yield to them and cause serious injury) (Barlow et al., 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017; Rosen, 2021)
· determine their ability to recognize yields at the crossing point
· for those with sufficient functional vision, be able to 
· scan/glance efficiently in both or all directions to reliably determine if there are approaching vehicles (Barlow et al., 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017; Hassan et al., 2005; Scheffers & Myers, 2012)
· determine if approaching vehicles will allow enough time to complete a crossing
· determine any alternatives that may exist for crossing streets independently, and implement them (Barlow et al, 2010; Fazzi & Barlow, 2017; Rosen 2021; Scheffers & Myers, 2012)
· implement strategies to directly influence drivers’ behaviors to increase the likelihood of yielding, such as the use of cane color and movements, and body movements (Bourquin et al, 2011, Bourquin et al, 2014, 2017, 2018; Geruschat & Hassan, 2005).
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