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Boron/Desert Lake Pedestrian Path


Speed Limit on Twenty Mule Team is 45 MPH


      


35 Trains per Day - 1Train every 40 minutes


              0 0.25 Miles
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Arterials


Barrier Removal Map
Open Desert


School
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Project Area


Train Speed Max is 70 MPH


Average Summer Temperature is 106 degrees
Average Winter Temperature is 20 degrees
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Michael Dillenbeck - FW: Walk Boron, Kern County Active Transportation Project 


Good afternoon Michael,


Thank you for contacting the CCC. We are unable to participate in this ATP project, but please include this 


email with your application as proof of reaching us.


Kind regards,


Melanie Wallace


Chief Deputy Analyst


California Conservation Corps


1719 24th Street


Sacramento, CA 95816


O (916)3413153


M (916)5081167


F (877)3155085


melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov


Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:


SaveOurWater.com · Drought.CA.gov


From: Michael Dillenbeck [mailto:dillenbeckm@co.kern.ca.us] 


Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 4:05 PM


To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>


Subject: Walk Boron, Kern County Active Transportation Project


Melanie,


The Kern County Public Works Department is submitting an application for funding through the Active 


Transportation Program for the Following Project:


Project Title: Walk Boron Active Transportation Project


Project Description: This project involves the construction of ADA compliant sidewalks, an asphalt pedestrian 


path, curbs, gutters, and ramps, throughout the unincorporated community of Boron, Kern County (See attached 


Project Vicinity and Area maps. . 


Project Schedule: If this project is funded for the 19/20 program year, construction is estimated to begin around 


September, 2020. 


We are currently working on a Preliminary Plan and Estimates for the project. Please contact me if you are 


interested in the project and would like more information.


From: "ATP@CCC" <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
To: "dillenbeckm@co.kern.ca.us" <dillenbeckm@co.kern.ca.us>
Date: 05/25/2016 4:06 PM
Subject: FW: Walk Boron, Kern County Active Transportation Project
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Thank you,


Michael Dillenbeck


Waste Management Specialist II


Kern County Public Works Department


661-862-8913


dillenbeckm@co.kern.ca.us
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Michael Dillenbeck - Re: Rexland Acres, Kern County Active Transportation Project 


Hello Michael,


Thank you for reaching out to the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are not able to 
participate in this project. Please include this email with your application as proof that you 
reached out to the Local Corps.


Thank you,


Dominique


On Mon, May 9, 2016 at 7:52 AM, Michael Dillenbeck <dillenbeckm@co.kern.ca.us> wrote:


We had previously sent you a copy of this project prior to knowing the actual funding year. The funding year 


for this cycle has been set at 19/20 20/21. Therefore I am resending this project with the revised Project 


Schedule. Sorry for the correction and thank you for your time. 


The Kern County Public Works Department is submitting an application for funding through the Active 


Transportation Program for the Following Project:


Project Title: Rexland Acres Active Transportation Project


Project Description: This project involves the construction of ADA compliant sidewalks, curbs, gutters, and 


ramps, throughout the unincorporated community of Rexland Acres, Kern County (See attached Project 


Vicinity and Area maps. . 


Project Schedule: If this project is funded for the 17/18 program year, construction is estimated to begin 


around June, 2020. 


We are currently working on a Preliminary Plan and Estimates for the project. Please contact me if you are 


interested in the project and would like more information.


Thank you,


Michael Dillenbeck


Waste Management Specialist II


Kern County Public Works Department


661-862-8913


dillenbeckm@co.kern.ca.us


Michael Dillenbeck


Waste Management Specialist II


Kern County Public Works Department


661-862-8913


dillenbeckm@co.kern.ca.us


--


From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
To: Michael Dillenbeck <dillenbeckm@co.kern.ca.us>, <atp@ccc.ca.us>
Date: 05/13/2016 1:46 PM
Subject: Re: Rexland Acres, Kern County Active Transportation Project
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Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
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Boron Teen Hit by Freight Train


By Patti Orr | Posted: Friday, January 27, 2012 12:00 pm 


Boron - Details are still sketchy but a Boron 


teenager was allegedly hit and killed by a BNSF 


freight train around 5 p.m. on Tuesday January 24, 


2012. The accident occurred just south of Twenty 


Mule Team Road in the eastbound railroad tracks. 


The BNSF train stopped approximately 1 mile east 


of the impact point.


According to reports a call came into the Kern 


County Sheriff's Dispatch Center for a person 


allegedly hit by an eastbound freight train. Kern 


County Sheriff's Senior Deputy Nicholson, Deputy 


Vollmeer and Kern County Fire Station 17 led by 


Captain Perkins out of Boron arrived on scene and 


began looking for the victim. After a brief search, 


they located what appeared to be the victim who they determined was deceased at the scene. 


According to Sr. Deputy Nicholson the victim appeared to be Caucasian in their early teens. 


BNSF Police from Barstow were notified as well as the Kern County Coroners Office. The name 


of the victim is being withheld due to age and notification of relatives.


BNSF Police arrived soon after and began their investigation into the cause of the accident. The 


Kern County Coroner arrived just before 9:30 p.m. and took custody of the remains and trains 


heading in both directions resumed normal operation sometime after 10 p.m.


sheriff's deputies and fire crews 


await coroner after teen is killed 


by BNSF freight train
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Boron Resident Hit by Freight Train


By Patti Orr | Posted: Friday, February 8, 2013 12:00 pm 


Boron – A Boron resident was struck and killed by 


a freight train shortly before 5 p.m. on Thursday 


January 30, 2013. The incident occurred just south 


of Twenty Mule Team Road and directly across 


from Gardiner Street (Ironically, the incident 


occurred just one year after a Boron teenager was 


struck and killed by an eastbound BNSF freight 


train in approximately the same area.)


According to the reports Kern County Fire 


Department Station 17 led by Captain Perkins from 


Boron received a call for a person allegedly struck 


by an eastbound BNSF freight train. When 


emergency crews arrived they located the adult 


male laying near some brush near a dirt access road just north of Patricia Ave. and Jessie Street. 


According to K.C.S.O. Senior Deputy Fred Wheeler the victim was allegedly walking south 


across the desert and while crossing the tracks and was struck by the train. The victim was thrown 


approximately 50 feet from the eastbound tracks. Hall Ambulance crews arrived and the adult 


male was determined to be deceased at the scene. Fire and Sheriff’s department personnel quickly 


went to work to determine the cause of the incident and secure the scene. BNSF personnel and 


police arrived a short time later to aid with the investigation while the Kern County Coroner’s 


office was notified. Freight train traffic resumed normal operation just before 10 p.m. after the 


freight cars were reconnected to the engines of the train.


The coroner’s office arrived just before 8 p.m. and took possession of the deceased who was later 


identified as 63 year old Joe Perez of Boron.


sheriff's Deputies Awaiting 


Arrival of Coroner for Victim of 


Train Accident


Page 1 of 1Boron Resident Hit by Freight Train - Mojave Desert News : News


06/14/2016http://www.desertnews.com/news/article_93302976-7165-11e2-814f-001a4bcf887a.html...







Hero to victim
BY CHRISTINA SOSA AND GRETCHEN WENNER, Californian staff writers e-mails: 


csosa@bakersfield.com; gwenner@bakersfield.com


THURSDAY, NOV 23, 2006 12:54 AM


A heroic act turned deadly Tuesday night in Boron when a 15-year-old 
Bakersfield girl tried to save a friend who'd fallen in front of an oncoming train.


Brittany Louise Juilfs and five or so other teens were trying to beat a train across 
railroad tracks just south of Boron's main street shortly before 10 p.m., 
according to the Kern County Sheriff's Department.


One girl's shoe came off. She fell on the tracks and froze, witnesses said.


"She knew it was over," said one of the teens, Angel Anrooney, 14, as she stood 
near the accident scene Wednesday morning. "She looked up and looked over at 
the train and just screamed."


Angel's brother, 18-year-old Robert Litzan, sprang to action.


"I don't know how he did it," Angel said. "He dove and grabbed her and just 
rolled."


Litzan, who cried as friends raised a cross near the tracks, said he did not want 
to be interviewed.


At first the group was elated because they thought everyone was OK, said Angel, 
who held a broken bottle of perfume Brittany had carried the night before. 


Then someone yelled: "Where's Brittany?"


They realized Brittany -- who had crossed safely -- had turned back to help the 
fallen girl, Erica Hagood, 18.


"I fell, and she tried to save me," Hagood said while visiting Brittany's family in 
Bakersfield.
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Brittany, a sophomore at Foothill High School, had been in Boron for a cousin's 
birthday party. The small desert town sits near the southeastern corner of Kern 
County.


Brittany spent Tuesday evening hanging out with friends and teenage cousins. 
They talked and sang.


Late in the evening, the teens headed to a friend's house on the south side of the 
tracks.


The group included Brittany, Angel, Litzan, Hagood and Brittany's cousin Jamie 
Hunt, 18, as well as one or two others.


Around 9:50 p.m., they crossed the tracks at Boron Avenue and Twenty Mule 
Team Road.


A Burlington Northern Santa Fe train heading from Barstow to Vancouver rolled 
along the westbound tracks.


Some neighbors and witnesses said it did not honk coming into town as trains 
usually do.


Hagood, the girl who fell, said the crossing arms were not down as the group 
started across the tracks.


Angel, whose brother saved Hagood, said the teens nevertheless knew the train 
was coming.


"We were stupid," she said. "I don't know what we were thinking."


After Hagood was pulled from the tracks, it took her a moment to realize what 
happened.


"I didn't know she came to try (to help me), too," Hagood said.


"Brittany was right behind (Robert) and didn't make it," said Hunt, Brittany's 
cousin.


A short time later in Bakersfield, Connie Hardin received the news every mother 
fears.


Her sister called to tell her Brittany had died.


Hardin wanted to rush to Boron but didn't have a ride, so she stayed in 
Bakersfield.


Brittany's cousins and friends drove to Bakersfield Wednesday to be with her.


"I just want her back," Hardin said, sobbing. "I still can't believe it."
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Brittany was the fourth in a family of six children.


She liked singing, dancing, writing poetry, soap operas and cosmic bowling with 
friends. She also enjoyed spending time with a youth group at a church near her 
grandmother's home.


She was funny, caring and tough, her mother said.


"She has a beautiful soul; didn't take nothing from nobody, either," Hardin said.


The teen was close with her large extended family.


"She was a good kid," said her uncle, Steven Hardin. "She helped my kids with 
their homework all the time. Very smart."


The train began braking immediately after the accident, Kern County Sheriff's 
Sgt. Ron Mainord said. It didn't completely stop for nearly a mile.


Mainord said the teens were trying to beat the train across the tracks, which is a 
violation. But given the circumstances, he said, they likely would not be cited.


Trains come and go frequently along the tracks, which separate Boron's business 
strip from a residential area.


In April 2004, 16-year-old Shaun Otto of Boron was killed by a train near the 
spot where Brittany died.


Before noon Wednesday, Brittany's cousin Brad Whitehead pulled up to the 
railroad tracks to meet Keith Howard, who is married to one of Brittany's other 
cousins.


In the bed of Howard's pickup truck laid a cross he'd just welded.


The men said railroad officials told them nothing could be placed within 30 feet 
of the tracks.


Whitehead and Howard silently dug a hole.


They planted the cross, made of pipe about the size of a backyard clothesline, 
and placed stones around the base. They spray-painted the cross white and 
inscribed Brittany's name with a black marker.


"We just wanted to get something up so people know where to put stuff," 
Howard said. "Everybody's talking about it around town."


"She was a good girl," Whitehead said.


Train safety tips
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• Never drive around lowered gates. If you suspect a signal is malfunctioning, 
call the 1-800 number posted on or near the crossing signal or your local law 
enforcement agency.


• Never race a train to the crossing. 


• If your vehicle stalls on a crossing, immediately get everyone out and far away 
from the tracks. 


• Always expect a train.


• Cross tracks only at designated pedestrian or roadway crossings.


• Flashing red lights signal that a train is approaching from either direction. You 
can be fined for failure to obey these signals. Never walk around or behind 
lowered gates at a crossing. 


• Do not attempt to hop aboard railroad equipment at any time. A slip of the foot 
can cost you a limb or your life.


Source: Bakersfield Police Department Detective Greg Terry 


Copyright ©2015 The Bakersfield Californian


Page 4 of 4Hero to victim - The Bakersfield Californian


06/03/2016http://www.bakersfield.com/news/2006/11/23/hero-to-victim.html







Annual WBAPS
WEB ACCIDENT PREDICTION SYSTEM


Accident Prediction Report for
Public at-Grade Highway-Rail Crossings


Including:


Disclaimer/Abbreviation Key
Accident Prediction List
Collision History
Abbreviated Inventory Profile
State and National Contact List


Provided by:


Federal Railroad Administration
Office of Safety Analysis


Highway-Rail Crossing Safety & Trespass Prevention


Date Prepared: 4/27/2016


Data Contained in this Report:


Crossing: 028210w'


2015
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U.S. Department
of Transportation
Federal Railroad
Administration


USING DATA PRODUCED BY WBAPS
(Web Accident Prediction System)


WBAPS generates reports listing public highway-rail intersections for a State, County, City or railroad ranked by predicted collisions per 
year.  These reports include brief lists of the Inventory record and the collisions over the last 10 years along with a list of contacts for 
further information.  These data were produced by the Federal Railroad Administration's Web Accident Prediction System (WBAPS).


WBAPS is a computer model which provides the user an analytical tool, which combined with other site-specific information, can assist 
in determining where scarce highway-rail grade crossing resources can best be directed.  This computer model does not rank crossings 
in terms of most to least dangerous.  Use of WBAPS data in this manner is incorrect and misleading.


WBAPS provides the same reports as PCAPS, which is FRA's PC Accident Prediction System. PCAPS was originally developed as a 
tool to alert law enforcement and local officials of the important need to improve safety at public highway-rail intersections within their 
jurisdictions.  It has since become an indispensable information resource which is helping the FRA, States, railroads, Operation 
Lifesaver and others, to raise the awareness of the potential dangers at public highway-rail intersections.  The PCAPS/WBAPS output 
enables State and local highway and law enforcement agencies identify public highway-rail crossing locations which may require 
additional or specialized attention.  It is also a tool which can be used by state highway authorities and railroads to nominate particular 
crossings which may require physical safety improvements or enhancements.


The WBAPS accident prediction formula is based upon two independent factors (variables) which includes (1) basic data about a 
crossing's physical and operating characteristics and (2) five years of accident history data at the crossing.  These data are obtained 
from the FRA's inventory and accident/incident files which are subject to keypunch and submission errors.  Although every attempt is 
made to find and correct errors, there is still a possibility that some errors still exist.  Erroneous, inaccurate and non-current data will 
alter WBAPS accident prediction values.  While approximately 100,000 inventory file changes and updates are voluntarily provided 
annually by States and railroads and processed by FRA into the National Inventory File, data records for specific crossings may not be 
completely current.  Only the intended users (States and railroads) are really knowledgeable as to how current the inventory data is for a 
particular State, railroad, or location.


It is important to understand the type of information produced by WBAPS and the limitations on the application of the output data.  
WBAPS does not state that specific crossings are the most dangerous.  Rather, the WBAPS data provides an indication that conditions 
are such that one crossing may possibly be more hazardous than another based on the specific data that is in the program.  It is only 
one of many tools which can be used to assist individual States, railroads and local highway authorities in determining where and how to 
initially focus attention for improving safety at public highway-rail intersections.  WBAPS is designed to nominate crossings for further 
evaluation based only upon the physical and operating characteristics of specific crossings as voluntarily reported and updated by 
States and railroads and five years of accident history data.


PCAPS and WBAPS software are not designed to single out specific crossings without considering the many other factors which may 
influence accident rates or probabilities.  State highway planners may or may not use PCAPS/WBAPS accident prediction model.  Some 
States utilize their own formula or model which may include other geographic and site-specific factors.  At best, PCAPS and WBAPS 
software and data nominates crossings for further on-the-ground review by knowledgeable highway traffic engineers and specialists. 
The output information is not the end or final product and the WBAPS data should not be used for non-intended purposes.


It should also be noted that there are certain characteristics or factors which are not, nor can be, included in the WBAPS database.  
These include sight-distance, highway congestion, bus or hazardous material traffic, local topography, and passenger exposure (train or 
vehicle), etc.  Be aware that PCAPS/WBAPS is only one model and that other accident prediction models which may be used by States 
may yield different, by just as valid, results for ranking crossings for safety improvements.


Finally, it should be noted that this database is not the sole indicator of the condition of a specific public highway-rail intersection.  The 
WBAPS output must be considered as a supplement to the information needed to undertake specific actions aimed at enhancing 
highway-rail crossing safety at locations across the U.S.  The authority and jurisdiction to appropriate resources towards the safety 
improvement or elimination of specific crossings lies with the individual States.


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Third Floor West


Washington, DC 20590
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The lists produced are only for public at-grade highway-rail intersections for the entity listed at the top of the page.  The parameters 
shown are those used in the collision prediction calculation.


RANK:


PRED COLLS:


Crossings are listed in order and ranked with the highest collision prediction value first.


The accident prediction value is the probability that a collision between a train and a highway 
vehicle will occur at the crossing in a year.


CROSSING: The unique sight specific identifying DOT/AAR Crossing Inventory Number.


RR: The alphabetic abbreviation for the railroad name.


CITY: The city in (or near) which the crossing is located.


ROAD:


NUM OF 
COLLISIONS:


The name of the road, street, or highway (if provided) where the crossing is located.


DATE CHG: The date of the latest change of the warning device category at the crossing which impacts the 
collision prediction calculation, e.g., a change from crossbucks to flashing lights, or flashing 
lights to gates.  The accident prediction calculation utilizes three different formulas, on each for 
(1) passive devices, (2) flashing lights only, and (3) flashing lights with gates.  When a date is 
shown, the collision history prior to the indicated year-month is not included in calculating the 
accident prediction value.


WD:
The type of warning device shown on the current Inventory record for the crossing where: 
FQ=Four Quad Gates; GT = All Other Gates; FL = Flashing lights; HS = Wigwags, Highway 
Signals, Bells, or Other Activated; SP = Special Protection (e.g., a flagman); SS = Stop Signs; 
XB = Crossbucks; OS = Other Signs or Signals; NO = No Signs or Signals.


Number of total trains per day.


Total number of railroad tracks between the warning devices at the crossing.


TTBL SPD: The maximum timetable (allowable) speed for trains through the crossing.


HWY LNS:


HWY PVD:


AADT:


Is the highway paved on both sides of the crossing?


The number of highway traffic lanes crossing the tracks at the crossing.


The Average Annual Daily Traffic count for highway vehicles using the crossing.


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE


Third Floor West


Washington, DC 20590


ABBREVIATION KEY
for use with WBAPS Reports


The number of accidents reported to FRA in each of the years indicated. Note: Most recent 
year is partial year (data is not for the complete calendar year) unless Accidents per Year is 
'AS OF DECEMBER 31'.


HWY LNS:


AADT: The Average Annual Daily Traffic count for highway vehicles using the crossing.AADT:


TOT TRNS:


TOT TRKS:


U.S. Department
of Transportation
Federal Railroad
Administration
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PUBLIC HIGHWAY-RAIL CROSSINGS RANKED BY PREDICTED


RANK PRED CROSSING RR COUNTY


14* 13 12 11


DATE


CHG


TOT TOT


TRK


W
D


TTBL


SPD


HWY


PVD


HWY


LNS


AADT


ACCIDENTS PER YEAR AS OF 12/31/2014*


10


*Num of Collisions: Most recent year is partial year (data is not for the complete calendar year) unless Accidents per Year is 'AS 
OF DECEMBER 31'.


TRNCOLLS.


ROADCITYSTATE NUM OF COLLISIONS


BNSF CA KERN BORON BORON AVE 0 0 0 0 0  GT 70 2YES35 2 1,4501 0.020463 028210W


0 0 0 0 00.020463TTL:
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PUBLIC HIGHWAY-RAIL CROSSINGS RANKED BY PREDICTED


No. PREDCROSSING RRCOUNTY


ACCIDENTS PER YEAR AS OF 12/31/2014*


*Num of Collisions: Most recent year is partial year (data is not for the complete calendar year) unless Accidents per Year is 'AS 
OF DECEMBER 31'.


COLLS.


ROADCITYSTATE MPRANK


BNSFCA KERN BORON BORON AVE1 0.020463028210W 1 0783.84


0 0 0 0 00.020463TTL:
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TEN YEAR COLLISION HISTORY AT PUBLIC AT-GRADE CROSSINGS ON THE
ACCIDENT PREDICTION LIST


Crossing Date/Time Railroad City/hwy Highway User/ 
User Speed


Type Track/ 
Train Speed


Weather Circumstances/ View of 
Track Obstructed


Warning Devices/ 
Operating?


Interc/ 
Lights


# Killed / 
# Injured


028210W


11/21/06


9:45PM


BNSF BORON               


BORON AVE            


PEDEST MAIN


052MPH


50 F


CLEAR


TRN STRUCK HWY USR


NOT OBSTRUCTED


GATES


YES


 


YES


1


0


Total Accidents: 1


Total accidents this report: 1







ABBREVIATED HIGHWAY-RAIL CROSSING INVENTORY PROFILE


Crossing State County City Highway Railroad


Division Subdivision Milepost Train Movements


Typical Train Speed Type Development # Traffic Lanes Highway Paved?


Passive Devices Active Devices


Tracks Highway System Function Class % TrucksAADT


028210W CA KERN BORON  BNSF


CALIFORNIA MOJAVE 0783.84 18 Day thru / 17 Night thru


12 2 1 / 1,2


2 2 R-W GATE


1 MAIN / 1 8 0 1450 05


From 1 to 70 MPH







FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION GRADE
CROSSING PROGRAM CONTACT LIST


FRA HEADQUARTERS


FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
OFFICE OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS, ROA-30
1200 NEW JERSEY AVENUE, S.E.
THIRD FLOOR WEST
WASHINGTON, DC  20590
(202) 493-6024


FRA HEADQUARTERS


FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
OFFICE OF SAFETY, RRS-23
1200 NEW JERSEY AVENUE, S.E.
THIRD FLOOR WEST
WASHINGTON, DC  20590
(202) 493-6299


FRA REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR


ALVIN L. SETTJE
REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR - VII
FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
801 I STREET, SUITE 466
SACRAMENTO, CA  95814
(916) 498-6540


FRA REGIONAL CROSSING MANAGER


CHARLES M. HAGOOD
REGIONAL CROSSING MANAGER
FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
P. O. BOX 453
OAKHURST, CA  93644
(559) 641-7649
(800) 724-5997


RAILROAD CONTACT


STACY SAUER
MANAGER OF MAPS & RECORDS
BURLINGTON NORTHERN SANTA FE  RR
4515 KANSAS AVENUE
KANSAS CITY, KS  66106
(913) 551-4523
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Area Facts


F


Boron/Desert Lake Pedestrian Path
5 pedestrian accidents in the last 10 years*


      


3 pedestrian fatalities in the last 10 years*


0 0.25 Miles


An estimated 196 residents walk both communities


Population is 2,253 Accident Map
Fatality
Injury#*


#*


#* #*
#*#*


Project Area
Average severity of pedestrian accidents in the last 10 years of 2 (serious)


* Data based on local records & latest TIMS reportable data 2015


Area Facts
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Area Facts


F


Boron/Desert Lake Pedestrian Path
5 pedestrian accidents in the last 10 years*


      


3 pedestrian fatalities in the last 10 years*


0 0.25 Miles


An estimated 196 residents walk both communities


Population is 2,253 Accident Map
Fatality
Injury#*


#*


#* #*
#*#*


Project Area
Average severity of pedestrian accidents in the last 10 years of 2 (serious)


* Data based on local records & latest TIMS reportable data 2015


Area Facts


#*







SWITRS Collisions from 1-1-11 to 12-31-15, ALL, KERN


Sources: Esri, HERE, DeLorme, USGS, Intermap, increment P Corp.,
NRCAN, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri (Thailand),
MapmyIndia, © OpenStreetMap contributors,  and the GIS User Community


June 15, 2016
0 0.7 1.40.35 mi


0 1 20.5 km


1:42,030


Copyright UC Regents, 2013
Made by: SWITRS GIS Map at TIMS (http:/ /tims.berkeley.edu)











SWITRS Collisions from 1-1-06 to 12-31-15, ALL, KERN


Sources: Esri, HERE, DeLorme, USGS, Intermap, increment P Corp.,
NRCAN, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri (Thailand),
MapmyIndia, © OpenStreetMap contributors,  and the GIS User Community
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Copyright UC Regents, 2013
Made by: SWITRS GIS Map at TIMS (http:/ /tims.berkeley.edu)











Boron Teen Hit by Freight Train


By Patti Orr | Posted: Friday, January 27, 2012 12:00 pm 


Boron - Details are still sketchy but a Boron 


teenager was allegedly hit and killed by a BNSF 


freight train around 5 p.m. on Tuesday January 24, 


2012. The accident occurred just south of Twenty 


Mule Team Road in the eastbound railroad tracks. 


The BNSF train stopped approximately 1 mile east 


of the impact point.


According to reports a call came into the Kern 


County Sheriff's Dispatch Center for a person 


allegedly hit by an eastbound freight train. Kern 


County Sheriff's Senior Deputy Nicholson, Deputy 


Vollmeer and Kern County Fire Station 17 led by 


Captain Perkins out of Boron arrived on scene and 


began looking for the victim. After a brief search, 


they located what appeared to be the victim who they determined was deceased at the scene. 


According to Sr. Deputy Nicholson the victim appeared to be Caucasian in their early teens. 


BNSF Police from Barstow were notified as well as the Kern County Coroners Office. The name 


of the victim is being withheld due to age and notification of relatives.


BNSF Police arrived soon after and began their investigation into the cause of the accident. The 


Kern County Coroner arrived just before 9:30 p.m. and took custody of the remains and trains 


heading in both directions resumed normal operation sometime after 10 p.m.


sheriff's deputies and fire crews 


await coroner after teen is killed 


by BNSF freight train


Page 1 of 1Boron Teen Hit by Freight Train - Mojave Desert News : News
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Boron Resident Hit by Freight Train


By Patti Orr | Posted: Friday, February 8, 2013 12:00 pm 


Boron – A Boron resident was struck and killed by 


a freight train shortly before 5 p.m. on Thursday 


January 30, 2013. The incident occurred just south 


of Twenty Mule Team Road and directly across 


from Gardiner Street (Ironically, the incident 


occurred just one year after a Boron teenager was 


struck and killed by an eastbound BNSF freight 


train in approximately the same area.)


According to the reports Kern County Fire 


Department Station 17 led by Captain Perkins from 


Boron received a call for a person allegedly struck 


by an eastbound BNSF freight train. When 


emergency crews arrived they located the adult 


male laying near some brush near a dirt access road just north of Patricia Ave. and Jessie Street. 


According to K.C.S.O. Senior Deputy Fred Wheeler the victim was allegedly walking south 


across the desert and while crossing the tracks and was struck by the train. The victim was thrown 


approximately 50 feet from the eastbound tracks. Hall Ambulance crews arrived and the adult 


male was determined to be deceased at the scene. Fire and Sheriff’s department personnel quickly 


went to work to determine the cause of the incident and secure the scene. BNSF personnel and 


police arrived a short time later to aid with the investigation while the Kern County Coroner’s 


office was notified. Freight train traffic resumed normal operation just before 10 p.m. after the 


freight cars were reconnected to the engines of the train.


The coroner’s office arrived just before 8 p.m. and took possession of the deceased who was later 


identified as 63 year old Joe Perez of Boron.


sheriff's Deputies Awaiting 


Arrival of Coroner for Victim of 


Train Accident


Page 1 of 1Boron Resident Hit by Freight Train - Mojave Desert News : News
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Hero to victim
BY CHRISTINA SOSA AND GRETCHEN WENNER, Californian staff writers e-mails: 


csosa@bakersfield.com; gwenner@bakersfield.com


THURSDAY, NOV 23, 2006 12:54 AM


A heroic act turned deadly Tuesday night in Boron when a 15-year-old 
Bakersfield girl tried to save a friend who'd fallen in front of an oncoming train.


Brittany Louise Juilfs and five or so other teens were trying to beat a train across 
railroad tracks just south of Boron's main street shortly before 10 p.m., 
according to the Kern County Sheriff's Department.


One girl's shoe came off. She fell on the tracks and froze, witnesses said.


"She knew it was over," said one of the teens, Angel Anrooney, 14, as she stood 
near the accident scene Wednesday morning. "She looked up and looked over at 
the train and just screamed."


Angel's brother, 18-year-old Robert Litzan, sprang to action.


"I don't know how he did it," Angel said. "He dove and grabbed her and just 
rolled."


Litzan, who cried as friends raised a cross near the tracks, said he did not want 
to be interviewed.


At first the group was elated because they thought everyone was OK, said Angel, 
who held a broken bottle of perfume Brittany had carried the night before. 


Then someone yelled: "Where's Brittany?"


They realized Brittany -- who had crossed safely -- had turned back to help the 
fallen girl, Erica Hagood, 18.


"I fell, and she tried to save me," Hagood said while visiting Brittany's family in 
Bakersfield.


Page 1 of 4Hero to victim - The Bakersfield Californian
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Brittany, a sophomore at Foothill High School, had been in Boron for a cousin's 
birthday party. The small desert town sits near the southeastern corner of Kern 
County.


Brittany spent Tuesday evening hanging out with friends and teenage cousins. 
They talked and sang.


Late in the evening, the teens headed to a friend's house on the south side of the 
tracks.


The group included Brittany, Angel, Litzan, Hagood and Brittany's cousin Jamie 
Hunt, 18, as well as one or two others.


Around 9:50 p.m., they crossed the tracks at Boron Avenue and Twenty Mule 
Team Road.


A Burlington Northern Santa Fe train heading from Barstow to Vancouver rolled 
along the westbound tracks.


Some neighbors and witnesses said it did not honk coming into town as trains 
usually do.


Hagood, the girl who fell, said the crossing arms were not down as the group 
started across the tracks.


Angel, whose brother saved Hagood, said the teens nevertheless knew the train 
was coming.


"We were stupid," she said. "I don't know what we were thinking."


After Hagood was pulled from the tracks, it took her a moment to realize what 
happened.


"I didn't know she came to try (to help me), too," Hagood said.


"Brittany was right behind (Robert) and didn't make it," said Hunt, Brittany's 
cousin.


A short time later in Bakersfield, Connie Hardin received the news every mother 
fears.


Her sister called to tell her Brittany had died.


Hardin wanted to rush to Boron but didn't have a ride, so she stayed in 
Bakersfield.


Brittany's cousins and friends drove to Bakersfield Wednesday to be with her.


"I just want her back," Hardin said, sobbing. "I still can't believe it."
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Brittany was the fourth in a family of six children.


She liked singing, dancing, writing poetry, soap operas and cosmic bowling with 
friends. She also enjoyed spending time with a youth group at a church near her 
grandmother's home.


She was funny, caring and tough, her mother said.


"She has a beautiful soul; didn't take nothing from nobody, either," Hardin said.


The teen was close with her large extended family.


"She was a good kid," said her uncle, Steven Hardin. "She helped my kids with 
their homework all the time. Very smart."


The train began braking immediately after the accident, Kern County Sheriff's 
Sgt. Ron Mainord said. It didn't completely stop for nearly a mile.


Mainord said the teens were trying to beat the train across the tracks, which is a 
violation. But given the circumstances, he said, they likely would not be cited.


Trains come and go frequently along the tracks, which separate Boron's business 
strip from a residential area.


In April 2004, 16-year-old Shaun Otto of Boron was killed by a train near the 
spot where Brittany died.


Before noon Wednesday, Brittany's cousin Brad Whitehead pulled up to the 
railroad tracks to meet Keith Howard, who is married to one of Brittany's other 
cousins.


In the bed of Howard's pickup truck laid a cross he'd just welded.


The men said railroad officials told them nothing could be placed within 30 feet 
of the tracks.


Whitehead and Howard silently dug a hole.


They planted the cross, made of pipe about the size of a backyard clothesline, 
and placed stones around the base. They spray-painted the cross white and 
inscribed Brittany's name with a black marker.


"We just wanted to get something up so people know where to put stuff," 
Howard said. "Everybody's talking about it around town."


"She was a good girl," Whitehead said.


Train safety tips
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• Never drive around lowered gates. If you suspect a signal is malfunctioning, 
call the 1-800 number posted on or near the crossing signal or your local law 
enforcement agency.


• Never race a train to the crossing. 


• If your vehicle stalls on a crossing, immediately get everyone out and far away 
from the tracks. 


• Always expect a train.


• Cross tracks only at designated pedestrian or roadway crossings.


• Flashing red lights signal that a train is approaching from either direction. You 
can be fined for failure to obey these signals. Never walk around or behind 
lowered gates at a crossing. 


• Do not attempt to hop aboard railroad equipment at any time. A slip of the foot 
can cost you a limb or your life.


Source: Bakersfield Police Department Detective Greg Terry 


Copyright ©2015 The Bakersfield Californian
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Annual WBAPS
WEB ACCIDENT PREDICTION SYSTEM


Accident Prediction Report for
Public at-Grade Highway-Rail Crossings


Including:


Disclaimer/Abbreviation Key
Accident Prediction List
Collision History
Abbreviated Inventory Profile
State and National Contact List


Provided by:


Federal Railroad Administration
Office of Safety Analysis


Highway-Rail Crossing Safety & Trespass Prevention


Date Prepared: 4/27/2016


Data Contained in this Report:


Crossing: 028210w'


2015
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U.S. Department
of Transportation
Federal Railroad
Administration


USING DATA PRODUCED BY WBAPS
(Web Accident Prediction System)


WBAPS generates reports listing public highway-rail intersections for a State, County, City or railroad ranked by predicted collisions per 
year.  These reports include brief lists of the Inventory record and the collisions over the last 10 years along with a list of contacts for 
further information.  These data were produced by the Federal Railroad Administration's Web Accident Prediction System (WBAPS).


WBAPS is a computer model which provides the user an analytical tool, which combined with other site-specific information, can assist 
in determining where scarce highway-rail grade crossing resources can best be directed.  This computer model does not rank crossings 
in terms of most to least dangerous.  Use of WBAPS data in this manner is incorrect and misleading.


WBAPS provides the same reports as PCAPS, which is FRA's PC Accident Prediction System. PCAPS was originally developed as a 
tool to alert law enforcement and local officials of the important need to improve safety at public highway-rail intersections within their 
jurisdictions.  It has since become an indispensable information resource which is helping the FRA, States, railroads, Operation 
Lifesaver and others, to raise the awareness of the potential dangers at public highway-rail intersections.  The PCAPS/WBAPS output 
enables State and local highway and law enforcement agencies identify public highway-rail crossing locations which may require 
additional or specialized attention.  It is also a tool which can be used by state highway authorities and railroads to nominate particular 
crossings which may require physical safety improvements or enhancements.


The WBAPS accident prediction formula is based upon two independent factors (variables) which includes (1) basic data about a 
crossing's physical and operating characteristics and (2) five years of accident history data at the crossing.  These data are obtained 
from the FRA's inventory and accident/incident files which are subject to keypunch and submission errors.  Although every attempt is 
made to find and correct errors, there is still a possibility that some errors still exist.  Erroneous, inaccurate and non-current data will 
alter WBAPS accident prediction values.  While approximately 100,000 inventory file changes and updates are voluntarily provided 
annually by States and railroads and processed by FRA into the National Inventory File, data records for specific crossings may not be 
completely current.  Only the intended users (States and railroads) are really knowledgeable as to how current the inventory data is for a 
particular State, railroad, or location.


It is important to understand the type of information produced by WBAPS and the limitations on the application of the output data.  
WBAPS does not state that specific crossings are the most dangerous.  Rather, the WBAPS data provides an indication that conditions 
are such that one crossing may possibly be more hazardous than another based on the specific data that is in the program.  It is only 
one of many tools which can be used to assist individual States, railroads and local highway authorities in determining where and how to 
initially focus attention for improving safety at public highway-rail intersections.  WBAPS is designed to nominate crossings for further 
evaluation based only upon the physical and operating characteristics of specific crossings as voluntarily reported and updated by 
States and railroads and five years of accident history data.


PCAPS and WBAPS software are not designed to single out specific crossings without considering the many other factors which may 
influence accident rates or probabilities.  State highway planners may or may not use PCAPS/WBAPS accident prediction model.  Some 
States utilize their own formula or model which may include other geographic and site-specific factors.  At best, PCAPS and WBAPS 
software and data nominates crossings for further on-the-ground review by knowledgeable highway traffic engineers and specialists. 
The output information is not the end or final product and the WBAPS data should not be used for non-intended purposes.


It should also be noted that there are certain characteristics or factors which are not, nor can be, included in the WBAPS database.  
These include sight-distance, highway congestion, bus or hazardous material traffic, local topography, and passenger exposure (train or 
vehicle), etc.  Be aware that PCAPS/WBAPS is only one model and that other accident prediction models which may be used by States 
may yield different, by just as valid, results for ranking crossings for safety improvements.


Finally, it should be noted that this database is not the sole indicator of the condition of a specific public highway-rail intersection.  The 
WBAPS output must be considered as a supplement to the information needed to undertake specific actions aimed at enhancing 
highway-rail crossing safety at locations across the U.S.  The authority and jurisdiction to appropriate resources towards the safety 
improvement or elimination of specific crossings lies with the individual States.


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Third Floor West


Washington, DC 20590
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The lists produced are only for public at-grade highway-rail intersections for the entity listed at the top of the page.  The parameters 
shown are those used in the collision prediction calculation.


RANK:


PRED COLLS:


Crossings are listed in order and ranked with the highest collision prediction value first.


The accident prediction value is the probability that a collision between a train and a highway 
vehicle will occur at the crossing in a year.


CROSSING: The unique sight specific identifying DOT/AAR Crossing Inventory Number.


RR: The alphabetic abbreviation for the railroad name.


CITY: The city in (or near) which the crossing is located.


ROAD:


NUM OF 
COLLISIONS:


The name of the road, street, or highway (if provided) where the crossing is located.


DATE CHG: The date of the latest change of the warning device category at the crossing which impacts the 
collision prediction calculation, e.g., a change from crossbucks to flashing lights, or flashing 
lights to gates.  The accident prediction calculation utilizes three different formulas, on each for 
(1) passive devices, (2) flashing lights only, and (3) flashing lights with gates.  When a date is 
shown, the collision history prior to the indicated year-month is not included in calculating the 
accident prediction value.


WD:
The type of warning device shown on the current Inventory record for the crossing where: 
FQ=Four Quad Gates; GT = All Other Gates; FL = Flashing lights; HS = Wigwags, Highway 
Signals, Bells, or Other Activated; SP = Special Protection (e.g., a flagman); SS = Stop Signs; 
XB = Crossbucks; OS = Other Signs or Signals; NO = No Signs or Signals.


Number of total trains per day.


Total number of railroad tracks between the warning devices at the crossing.


TTBL SPD: The maximum timetable (allowable) speed for trains through the crossing.


HWY LNS:


HWY PVD:


AADT:


Is the highway paved on both sides of the crossing?


The number of highway traffic lanes crossing the tracks at the crossing.


The Average Annual Daily Traffic count for highway vehicles using the crossing.


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE


Third Floor West


Washington, DC 20590


ABBREVIATION KEY
for use with WBAPS Reports


The number of accidents reported to FRA in each of the years indicated. Note: Most recent 
year is partial year (data is not for the complete calendar year) unless Accidents per Year is 
'AS OF DECEMBER 31'.


HWY LNS:


AADT: The Average Annual Daily Traffic count for highway vehicles using the crossing.AADT:


TOT TRNS:


TOT TRKS:


U.S. Department
of Transportation
Federal Railroad
Administration
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PUBLIC HIGHWAY-RAIL CROSSINGS RANKED BY PREDICTED


RANK PRED CROSSING RR COUNTY


14* 13 12 11


DATE


CHG


TOT TOT


TRK


W
D


TTBL


SPD


HWY


PVD


HWY


LNS


AADT


ACCIDENTS PER YEAR AS OF 12/31/2014*


10


*Num of Collisions: Most recent year is partial year (data is not for the complete calendar year) unless Accidents per Year is 'AS 
OF DECEMBER 31'.


TRNCOLLS.


ROADCITYSTATE NUM OF COLLISIONS


BNSF CA KERN BORON BORON AVE 0 0 0 0 0  GT 70 2YES35 2 1,4501 0.020463 028210W


0 0 0 0 00.020463TTL:
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PUBLIC HIGHWAY-RAIL CROSSINGS RANKED BY PREDICTED


No. PREDCROSSING RRCOUNTY


ACCIDENTS PER YEAR AS OF 12/31/2014*


*Num of Collisions: Most recent year is partial year (data is not for the complete calendar year) unless Accidents per Year is 'AS 
OF DECEMBER 31'.


COLLS.


ROADCITYSTATE MPRANK


BNSFCA KERN BORON BORON AVE1 0.020463028210W 1 0783.84


0 0 0 0 00.020463TTL:
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TEN YEAR COLLISION HISTORY AT PUBLIC AT-GRADE CROSSINGS ON THE
ACCIDENT PREDICTION LIST


Crossing Date/Time Railroad City/hwy Highway User/ 
User Speed


Type Track/ 
Train Speed


Weather Circumstances/ View of 
Track Obstructed


Warning Devices/ 
Operating?


Interc/ 
Lights


# Killed / 
# Injured


028210W


11/21/06


9:45PM


BNSF BORON               


BORON AVE            


PEDEST MAIN


052MPH


50 F


CLEAR


TRN STRUCK HWY USR


NOT OBSTRUCTED


GATES


YES


 


YES


1


0


Total Accidents: 1


Total accidents this report: 1







ABBREVIATED HIGHWAY-RAIL CROSSING INVENTORY PROFILE


Crossing State County City Highway Railroad


Division Subdivision Milepost Train Movements


Typical Train Speed Type Development # Traffic Lanes Highway Paved?


Passive Devices Active Devices


Tracks Highway System Function Class % TrucksAADT


028210W CA KERN BORON  BNSF


CALIFORNIA MOJAVE 0783.84 18 Day thru / 17 Night thru


12 2 1 / 1,2


2 2 R-W GATE


1 MAIN / 1 8 0 1450 05


From 1 to 70 MPH







FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION GRADE
CROSSING PROGRAM CONTACT LIST


FRA HEADQUARTERS


FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
OFFICE OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS, ROA-30
1200 NEW JERSEY AVENUE, S.E.
THIRD FLOOR WEST
WASHINGTON, DC  20590
(202) 493-6024


FRA HEADQUARTERS


FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
OFFICE OF SAFETY, RRS-23
1200 NEW JERSEY AVENUE, S.E.
THIRD FLOOR WEST
WASHINGTON, DC  20590
(202) 493-6299


FRA REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR


ALVIN L. SETTJE
REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR - VII
FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
801 I STREET, SUITE 466
SACRAMENTO, CA  95814
(916) 498-6540


FRA REGIONAL CROSSING MANAGER


CHARLES M. HAGOOD
REGIONAL CROSSING MANAGER
FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
P. O. BOX 453
OAKHURST, CA  93644
(559) 641-7649
(800) 724-5997


RAILROAD CONTACT


STACY SAUER
MANAGER OF MAPS & RECORDS
BURLINGTON NORTHERN SANTA FE  RR
4515 KANSAS AVENUE
KANSAS CITY, KS  66106
(913) 551-4523
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Boron/Desert Lake Pedestrian Path
Census Map


Median Household Income $31,333 Score: 4 (51%)


0 0.25 Miles


Population is 2,253


Project Area


Area Facts


Census Tract/Block Group/Place Number: 06029005600
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H. Letters of
Support


ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
Boron/Desert Lakes Pedestrian Project


KERN
COUNTY


1. Kern County Supervisor Zack Scrivner
2. Muroc Joint Unified School District
3. Kern Council of Governments
4. Kern Regional Transit
5.  Kern County Public Health Department
6. Kern County Parks & Recreation
7. Desert Lake Community Services District
8. Local resident Tami Gunter (for Tim Toulle)
9. Local resident Kimberley Core
10. Local resident Kevin Cordes








































































A. Application
Signature Page


ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
Rexland Acres Community Sidewalk Project


KERN
COUNTY
















B. Engineer's
Checklist


ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
Rexland Acres Community Sidewalk Project


KERN
COUNTY
























D. Project Map/Plans


ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
Rexland Acres Community Sidewalk Project


KERN
COUNTY




































E. Photo's of Existing
Conditions


ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
Rexland Acres Community Sidewalk Project


KERN
COUNTY







 


Railroad Crossing at 20 mule teams Rd. Sidewalk Uplift on 20 mule Teams Rd 


No Curb Ramps Railroad crossing at Boron Ave. 


 


 


 


 


 







 


Pedestrian Walking on Dirt @ 20 Mule Team Rd. 


Boron Ave north of Jessie St 


Intersection of 20 Mule Team Rd 


and Gardiner St 


 


No Ram/Soil Buildup  


@Elementary School 


 


 


 


 


There is a pedestrian path that leads from the eastern end of Webb Avenue to the west back side of Kern Valley High School. 


 








F. Project Estimate


ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
Rexland Acres Community Sidewalk Project


KERN
COUNTY







Date:


Item 


No.


F, D 


or M
Quantity Units Unit Cost


Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $95,000.00 $95,000 100% $95,000


2 1 LS $29,000.00 $29,000 100% $29,000


3 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000


4 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000


5 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000


6 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000


7 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000


8 2400 CY $40.00 $96,000 100% $96,000


9 130 CY $120.00 $15,600 100% $15,600


10 2220 TON $150.00 $333,000 100% $333,000


11 200 SQYD $30.00 $6,000 100% $6,000


12 430 CY $95.00 $40,850 100% $40,850


13 620 CY $300.00 $186,000 100% $186,000


14 4210 LF $20.00 $84,200 100% $84,200


15 73 CY $500.00 $36,500 100% $36,500


16 50 CY $500.00 $25,000 100% $25,000


17 30 CY $300.00 $9,000 100% $9,000


18 110 CY $900.00 $99,000 100% $99,000


19 70 CY $600.00 $42,000 100% $42,000


20 2100 SQFT $5.50 $11,550 100% $11,550


21 1 EA $500.00 $500 100% $500


22 1 LS $200,000.00 $200,000 100% $200,000


23 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000


24 1 EA $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000


25 100%


26 100%


27 100%


28 100%


29 100%


30 100%


31 100%


$1,349,200 $1,349,200
$67,460 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


20.00% $269,840 $269,840


$1,619,040 $1,619,040


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$100,000


$300,000


$400,000 24.71% 25% Max


$5,000


$55,000


$60,000


$240,000 14.82% 15% Max 


$700,000


$2,319,040


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$2,319,040


Roadway Excavation


Survey Monument Encasement


Thermoplastic Crosswalk Marking


Place Hot Mix Asphalt (Miscellaneous 


Minor Concrete (Curb Ramp)


Minor Concrete (Cross Drain)


Repair Existing Landscaping


Hot Mix Asphalt (Type B)


Minor Concrete (Drive Approach)


Minor Concrete (Driveway)


Minor Concrete (Sidewalk)


Minor Concrete (Curb and Gutter)


Class 2 Aggregate Base


Railroad Crossing


Total Project Cost: $2,319,040


Total Project Delivery: $700,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 240,000$                                         


Total Construction Costs: $1,859,040


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 300,000$                                         


Total PE: 400,000$                                         


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 100,000$                                         


Total RW: 60,000$                                           


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)


Right of Way Engineering: 5,000$                                             


Acquisitions and Utilities: 55,000$                                           


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 06/03/2016Kern County


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)


Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 


Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 


Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC


to construct


Mobilization


Remove Concrete


Item 


Minor Concrete (Type C Drive 


Rapid Flashing Beacon


Project Description: Boron Pedestrian Improvement


Boron, CA


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: License #:


Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Lead Compliance Plan


Finishing Roadway


Stormwater Protection Plan


Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


Develop Water Supply


Clearning and Grubbing


06/15/2016 1 of 2







Date:


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 06/03/2016Kern County


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Project Description: Boron Pedestrian Improvement


Boron, CA


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: License #:


Project Location:


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  


Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


CONTINGENCIES


Note: The Construction Item Contingencies of 20% inclues the actual contingency of 10% and the inflation rate for the next four years when construction starts. The infliation rate was calculated by 


averaging the inflation rate from 2000 to 2015, which was 2.23%. This rate was then used as follows: Future Value= Present Value * (1+i)^t; i=.0223 and t=4; FV=PV*(1.0922). Thus an extra 10% was applied 


in the Contingencies.


06/15/2016 2 of 2
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Kern County Public Works Department 
2700 M Street, Suite 400 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 
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Kern County Public Works Department 


1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION FOR COST BENEFIT ANALYSIS 


1.1. COST BENEFIT ESTIMATE MODEL 


Since no model has been provided for the ATP Cycle 3 Applications, this cost-benefit 
analysis is prepared under the guidelines of the 2016 Benefit-Cost Analysis Guidance 
for TIGER Grant Applications and the BCA Resource Guide.  For this Benefit-Cost 
Analysis, the following guidance were used to determine the monetary value of the 
benefits, as directed by the above mentioned documents: 


 Statistical Value of Life and Injuries: 2015 Office of the Secretary 
memorandum on the “Guidance on Treatment of the Economic Value of 
Statistical Life in U.S. Department of Transportation Analysis.” 


  Value of Time: 2011 Office of the Secretary memorandum on "Revised 
Departmental Guidance on Valuation of Travel Time in Economic Analyses." 


2. SUMMARY OF BENEFIT-COST ANALYSIS 


All other statistical values of Benefit have are calculated utilizing the values included 
within the 2016 Benefit-Cost Analysis Guidance for TIGER Grant Applications and the 
BCA Resource Guide.  The preliminary design of the Boron/Desert Lake Pedestrian 
Path is based on the policies and procedures established in Kern County Development 
Standards and CalTrans Highway Design Manual.  Specific costs associated with the 
Project were established using the most current as-built construction costs for items of 
similar projects located within Kern County.  The results are summarized below in Table 
1. 


Table 1: Summary Benefit-Cost Analysis 


ATP Funding Maintenance Cost Total Cost Total Benefit 
Cost/Benefit 


Ratio 


$2,319,040 $248,000 $2,567,040 $143,734,454.41 55.99 
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Kern County Public Works Department 


3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 


The Boron/Desert Lake Pedestrian Path’s primary design is to connect the residents of 
the disadvantaged communities of Boron and Desert Lakes to each other, local 
businesses, and public services.  The proposed project will connect the residential 
portions of the communities to the downtown business center and regional public 
transportation stops.  Existing infrastructure is in extreme disrepair, a majority of which 
is not ADA compliant. The community has identified the closing of this the gap and 
repair of existing infrastructure to be one the highest priorities.  


The communities of Boron and Desert Lake are divided by two heavily traveled rails 
with a high speed of 70 miles per hour. This intersection is in the top 30 percent state-
wide for California Public Utilities Commission’s predicted collisions, and has 
experienced 2 pedestrian deaths in the last 5 years. The Project proposes to improve 
this rail to road interface and construct a pedestrian overcrossing.  
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Kern County Public Works Department 


3.1. PROJECT & NO-BUILD ALTERNATVIE  


The primary goal of the Boron/Desert Lake Pedestrian Path is to provide a safe, 
connected, accessible transportation system for the multimodal movements of people 
within the communities of Boron & Desert Lakes. The Cost Benefit Analysis contained 
herein only calculates the financial benefits of the safety improvements in relation to 
Injury, Death, and Delays.  Additional benefits/costs not monetarized, for both scenarios 
include, but are not limited to: 


1. A no-build case in which no multi-use trail, sidewalks, curbs, gutters, crosswalks, 
pedestrian railroad overcrossings, and repair of existing infrastructure. This 
resulted in: 


a. Continued lack of access for residents with transportation disadvantages to job 
opportunities, educational facilities, government services, and healthcare 
facilities.  


b. The continuation of a pedestrian involved accidents every year in this rural 
community.  


c. Poor health due to lack of access to community health and fitness activities for 
students and adults. 


2. The build case that constructs sidewalks, curbs, gutters, storm water infrastructure, 
pedestrian overcrossings, and existing infrastructure repair will result in: 


a. Increased accessibility for residents with transportation disadvantages to job 
opportunities, educational facilities, government services, and healthcare.  This 
will result in an overall transformation of the community by improving 
community health and revitalize downtown businesses.  


b. Decreasing the overall cost of transportation by improving access to free active 
transportation options and low cost regional public transit.  


c. Improved health for students and adults due to increased access to community 
health and fitness activities. 
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Kern County Public Works Department 


3.2. ECONOMIC BENEFITS 


The analysis quantifies the following economic benefits of the build-case relative to the 
no-build case (a more detailed list is included in the economic benefits Section 2, 
below): 


1. Decreased roadside pedestrian injuries and fatalities due to motor vehicle accidents. 
(See Table 2 below) 


2. Decreased locomotive pedestrian injuries and fatalities due to railroad accidents. 
(See Table 3 below) 


Additional benefits resulting from an increase in overall facility condition, economic 
competitiveness, quality of life, and environmental sustainability were not provided 
monetarily analyzed in this report, but are discussed in greater detail within the ATP 
Cycle 3 Grant Application.  
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Table 2: Cost of Pedestrian Injuries1 


Date 
Number of  
Pedestrians 


Severity 
 of Injury 


Monetized Value 
of Injury2 


Total Cost  
of Injury3 


07/02/2011 1 2 $432,400 $432,400 


     


  Historical Cost (10 Years) $432,400 


  Project Life Cost (20 Years)4 $864,800 


  Discounted Residual Cost (7%)5 $804,264.00 


  Total Projected Cost $1,669,064.00 
1 Accident data was obtained from UC Berkeley's TIMS, querying pedestrian/ bicycle involved accidents during all available dates 01/2011-12/2015. 
2 Monetized Value of Injury was obtained from TIGER BCA Resource Guide Page 3. 
3 Total Cost of Injury is the Number of Pedestrians injured multiplied by the Monetized Value of Injury. 
4 Project life is 20 years, as recommended by the Benefit-Cost Analysis Guidance for TIGER Applicants Pg. 2. 
5 


Actual life of pedestrian facilities within Kern County exceed 40 years. A conservative 7% discount was applied to residual value. 


 


Table 3: Cost of Fatalities1 


Date 
Statistical 


Value of Life2 


Train Hours 
Delayed per 


Fatality3 


Train Hours 
Delayed4 


Cost of  
Train Delay5 


Total Cost of 
Fatality 


10/03/2012 $9,200,000 4.5 30 $1,126 $9,201,126 


1/30/2013 $9,200,000 4.5 30 $1,126 $9,201,126 


  


Historical Cost (5 Years) $18,402,253 


Project Life Cost (20 Years)6 $73,609,010.58 


Discounted Residual Cost (7%)7 $68,456,379.83 


Total Projected Cost $142,065,390.41 
1 Accident data was obtained from News Stories published in local papers, and may not include all fatalities over the last 5 years. 
2 Statistical Value of Life was obtained from TIGER BCA Resource Guide Page 3. 
3 Time of Delay per fatality is based on the NCHRP Report 755: Comprehensive Costs of Highway-Rail Grad Crossing Crashes, Table 11. 
4 Train hours delayed is based off the estimated delay time per fatality applied to the number of trains delayed during that time period. 
5 The cost per hour of a Locomotive Engineer was obtained from TIGER BCA Resource Guide Page 5. 
6 Project life is 20 years, as recommended by the Benefit-Cost Analysis Guidance for TIGER Applicants Pg. 2. 
7 Life of maintained pedestrian facilities within Kern County exceed 40 years. A conservative 7% discount was applied to residual value. 
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Kern County Public Works Department 


3.3. ECONOMIC COSTS  


ATP funds requested total $2,319,040. The Oil Industry makes up over 30% of Kern 
County’s property tax revenues. With the looming financial crisis, no discretionary funds 
are available for this Project. The projected construction cost of the Project is 
$1,619,040 (See Table 5 below) with an annual maintenance cost of $12,400 (See 
Table 6) totaling $248,000 over 20 years.  The ongoing maintenance cost will be 
covered by the Kern County Public Works Department as part of their ongoing 
maintenance in the community. The Boron/Desert Lake Pedestrian Path is not 
anticipated to have a measurable impact on the overall maintenance budget for the 
County. 
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Kern County Public Works Department 


 


Table 5: Projected Cost Estimate 


# ITEM 
Est. 
Qty 


UNIT UNIT COST ESTIMATE 


1 Strom Water Pollution Prevention Plan 1 LS  $      5,000.00   $         5,000.00  


2 Lead Compliance Plan 1 LS  $      5,000.00   $          5,000.00  


3 Mobilization (10%) 1 LS  $    95,000.00   $       95,000.00  


4 Temporary Traffic Control (3%) 1 LS  $   29,000.00   $       29,000.00  


5 Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS  $    10,000.00   $        10,000.00  


6 Develop Water Supply 1 LS  $      5,000.00   $          5,000.00  


7 Finishing Roadway 1 LS  $      5,000.00   $          5,000.00  


8 Roadway Excavation 2400 CY  $             40.00   $        96,000.00  


9 Remove Concrete 130 CY  $           120.00   $        15,600.00  


10 Hot Mix Asphalt (Type B) 2220 TON  $           150.00   $       333,000.00  


11 Place Hot Mix Asphalt 200 SQYD  $           260.00   $           6,000.00  


12 Class 2 Aggregate Base 430 CY  $             30.00   $         40,850.00  


13 Minor Concrete (Sidewalk) 620 CY  $            95.00   $       186,000.00  


14 Minor Concrete (Curb and Gutter) 4210 LF  $           300.00   $         84,200.00  


15 Minor Concrete (Type C Drive Approach) 73 CY  $            20.00   $        36,500.00  


16 
Minor Concrete (Drive Approach and 


Sidewalk) 
50 CY  $             10.00   $        25,000.00  


17 Minor Concrete (Driveway) 30 CY  $           500.00   $          9,000.00  


18 Minor Concrete (Curb Ramp) 110 CY  $           500.00   $        99,000.00  


19 Minor Concrete (Cross Drain) 70 CY  $           300.00   $        42,000.00  


20 Thermoplastic Crosswalk Marking 2100 SQFT  $               5.50   $        11,550.00  


21 Survey Monument Encasement 1 EA  $           500.00   $             500.00  


22 Pedestrian Railroad Overpass 1 LS  $   200,000.00   $     200,000.00  


23 Repair Existing Landscaping 1 LS   $       5,000.00  $          5,000.00  


24 Rapid Flashing Beacon 1 EA  $       5,000.00   $          5,000.00  


NOTEs: 
1. This is a preliminary estimate and is subject to 
change. 
2. Assumed 0.35' AC and 0.60' A Class 2 Agg. Base 
for AC tie-in. 
3. Estimate includes:  Multi-use Trail, Sidewalks, 
Curb, Gutter, Curb Ramps, Crosswalks, Railroad 
Crossings, and Drive Approaches. 
4. Roadway excavation includes concrete removal. 
 


Contract Item:  $   1,349,200.00  


≈ 20% Contingency:  $      269,840.00  


  
Construction 


Total: 
Construction 


Total: 
 $   1,619,040.00  


    
Design & 


Environmental ≈ 
20%: 


 $     400,000.00  


Constr. Eng. (C.E.) ≈ 18%:  $     240,000.00  


    
ROW Acquisition 


for sumps: 
 $      60,000.00  


  


  Grand Total:   $ 2,319,000.00  
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Kern County Public Works Department 


 


Table 6: Maintenance Cost Estimate 


# ITEM Est. Qty UNIT UNIT COST ESTIMATE 


1 
Asphalt Roadway 


Maintenance 
1 TON  $3,000.00   $3,000.00  


2 
Sidewalk Maintenance 1% 


per year 
50 LF  $40.00   $2,000.00  


3 
Curb and Gutter 


Maintenance 50 Ft per year 
50 LF  $40.00   $2,000.00  


4 
Drive Approach and Sidewalk 


2 Per year 
2 EA  $1,000.00   $2,000.00  


5 Curb Ramp 1 Per Year 1 EA  $1,000.00   $1,000.00  


6 
Cross drain Maintenance 1 


per Year 
1 EA $1000.00 $1,000.00 


7 
Thermoplastic Crosswlak 
markings; 1 set per year 


140 SQFT 10 $1,400.00 


  Subtotal (Annually):  $12,400.00  
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KERN COUNTY FACTS
F


Kern County 
Public Works
Department


Muroc Joint Unified
 Attendance Area


Boron/Desert Lake Pedestrian Path


June 2016
320 Students within the Project Area
West Boron Elementary School


269 Students currently Walk/Bike (68%)


0 1 Miles


199 Students Qualify for FRP Meals (62%)
No Sidewalks are #1 reason for not walking (63%).


School
Park
Project Area


Boron Junior-Senior High School
243 Students within the Project Area


165 Students currently Walk/Bike (68%)
126 Students Qualify for FRP Meals (52%)


Military Base Attendance Area
MJUSD K-12 Boundary
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Report: School Enrollment by Grade 


Year: 2015-16 


School: 6009906 -- West Boron Elementary 


Gender: All 


Type: Primary Enrollment 


California Department of Education
Educational Demographics Unit 


CDE » DataQuest » Enrollment Report 


Enrollment by Grade for 2015-16 


School Enrollment by Grade 


West Boron Elementary Report


School Code K
Grade 


1
Grade 


2
Grade 


3
Grade 


4
Grade 


5
Grade 


6
Grade 


7
Grade 


8
Ungr 
Elem


Grade 
9


Grade 
10


Grade 
11


Grade 
12


Ungr 
Sec


Total 
Enroll


Adults 
in K-12 


Program


West Boron Elementary 6009906 47 49 45 45 42 48 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 320 0


Report Total


Level Code K
Grade 


1
Grade 


2
Grade 


3
Grade 


4
Grade 


5
Grade 


6
Grade 


7
Grade 


8
Ungr 
Elem


Grade 
9


Grade 
10


Grade 
11


Grade 
12


Ungr 
Sec


Total 
Enroll


Adults 
in K-12 


Program


Muroc Joint Unified Total 1563685 179 162 156 152 150 149 146 119 129 0 161 131 153 129 0 1,916 0


Kern Total 15 16,560 13,631 14,391 13,603 14,560 14,091 13,774 13,400 13,439 0 14,645 12,806 13,167 13,297 29 181,393 8


State Total 00 530,531 444,573 463,881 470,157 485,885 476,427 471,467 470,753 465,322 416 487,202 488,004 472,968 492,835 6,316 6,226,737 1,196


Download Data  Download a semicolon-delimited file of this data to your computer. You will need to select "Save" after selecting the 


"Download Data" button. Once the file is saved to your computer it may be imported into another software for analysis.


Gender: All, Type: Primary Enrollment 


Report generated: 6/9/2016 8:53 AM
Source: California Logitudinal Pupil Achievement Data System (CALPADS) 


Web Pol icy


Page 1 of 1School Enrollment by Grade - Enrollment by Grade for 2015-16


06/09/2016http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/Enrollment/GradeEnr.aspx?cType=ALL&cGender=B&cYear=2015-16&Level=School&cSelect=W...







California Department of Education


Data Reporting Office
Prepared: 6/9/2016 9:47:15 AM


-Select another year- 


Selected School Level Data
West Boron Elementar--Muroc Joint Uni--1563685-6009906


for the year 2014-15


• Click on the school name to run other reports for the same school. 
• Click on "District Total", "County Total" or "State Total" to view reports at that level. 


School CDSCode Free & Reduced Price Meals Enrollment Used for Meals 


West Boron Elementary 15636856009906 183 (61.8%) 296 


District Total: 521 (26.9%) 1,936 


County Total: 128,094 (71.0%) 180,305 


State Total: 3,655,624 (58.6%) 6,236,439 


Page 1 of 1School Summary Data (CA Department of Education)


06/09/2016http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/Cbeds4.asp?FreeLunch=on&cSelect=West%5EBoron%5EElementar--Muroc%5EJoint%5EU...












G. Non-Infrastructure
Work Plan


ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
Rexland Acres Community Sidewalk Project
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G. State Funding


ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
Rexland Acres Community Sidewalk Project


KERN
COUNTY


NOT
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I. State Funding 
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J. AdditionalAttachments  
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMBoron/Desert Lakes Pedestrian Project
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1. Walk Boron: Website, Surveys & Flyers2. Powerpoint Presentation3. Muroc School Board Community Meeting4. Senior Center Community Meeting5. Community Health & Recreation Activities6. Elementary Student Support







walk KERN
What is an Active Transportation Project?


Project Status


ATP projects construct pedestrian sidewalks & bicycle paths to:
Increase the number of people that choose to bike or walk instead of driving;


Increase the safety of pedestrians and cyclists;


Improve air quality by reducing the number of people that drive to nearby places; &


Enhance public health by promoting active lifestyles.


The ProgramThe Program


Funding Participate


$360 million dollars
will be available this cycle. 


The Kern County Public 


Works Department is 


preparing to apply for 


these funds to benefit 


YOUR community at no 


cost you.


We want to improve YOUR 


community with wheelchair 


accessible sidewalks & curb 


ramps to improve pedestrian 


safety & connectivity within 


your neighborhood for 


schools, services & transit.


YOUR participation is a very 


important part of the ATP 


application process. Use our 


website below to:


• Ask questions


• Make suggestions


• Express your support 


A Kern County Public Works Project


WEBSITE & CONTACT INFO


Project Statuswww.http://roads.kerndsa.com/advanced-planning


Yolanda Alcantar @ (661) 862-5292  or  yolandar@co.kern.ca.us


Improvements



http://roads.kerndsa.com/advanced-planning

mailto:yolandar@co.kern.ca.us





A Community Sidewalk ProjectA Community Sidewalk Project


Rexland


Acres


East 


Bakersfield


Boron


Lake 


Isabella


Rosamond


Click On your Community







Share


Walk Rexland
A Kern County Public Works ProjectWalk Boron


A Pedestrian Path Project


The Project
•Curbs, Gutters


•Sidewalks


•Safe Crossings


(Click Here


for Details)


Muroc School District 


Board Meeting


4/28 @ 5:00 PM


Next Meeting


Participate
Complete 


Our Survey


(Click Here)


Community Supporters


District 2 Supervisor Zach Scrivner


Muroc Joint Unified School District 


Rio Tinto Minerals


Desert Lake Community Services District


Boron Community Service District


Boron Chamber of Commerce


Boron Senior Center







Sidewalks


1.5 miles of 


Sidewalks for in 


Boron and Desert 


Lakes


Pedestrian
Path


1.5 mile Pedestrian Path 


Connecting Boron to 


Desert Lakes


To
Participate


Walk Rexland
A Kern County Public Works ProjectWalk Boron


A Community Sidewalk Project


Click Here 


for  the 


Community 
Needs Map
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         Classroom Survey 
 


Teacher: ____________________  Grade: ______  Class Size:_______  
This Department is applying for a grant to build sidewalks near the school to improve 
mobility, access & safety in the area.  This data is needed to determine how many students 
and their families would benefit from a potential sidewalk project in the area.   


PLEASE SURVEY ALL STUDENTS TOGETHER & RECORD TOTALS FOR EACH CATEGORY: 
1. How did the students get to school today?             2. How will they get home today?    


a. Walked alone______________             a. Walk alone _____________    


b. Walked with an Adult________                      b. Walk with an adult_______     


             c.  Rode on the bus_____________        c. Ride the bus_____________ 


             d.  On a bike/scooter___________               d.  Bike/scooter___________        


             e.  In a car___________________                                  e.  In a car________________ 
 


3. For those that came in a car (e), would they walk if sidewalks were built?   


 How many said:   YES ______   NO______ 


4. How many walk with their families to the park or nearby stores? ________ 


      FOR TEACHER:  What problems are you aware of that keep students from walking? 
 


 
 
 
 


 


Thank you for participating in this survey!  If time permits, please ask one male and female 
student to submit a drawing or paragraph on “Why sidewalks are important?”  Please send 
a Household Survey home with each student. After one week, submit all items to the office 
and we will pick them up or they can be sent to:  
 
Craig Pope, Director             Updates on this Project can be found at:  
Kern County Public Works 
2700 M Street, Suite 400 
Bakersfield, CA 93301                                        Click on “BORON” 


   www.WalkKern.com 







Household Survey 


1. How many STUDENTS are in your household (Elementary, Middle and High School) _______?    


2. Do any of those STUDENTS walk to school/school bus stop?          YES  (Go to Question 3)            


a) If NO, what are some of the reasons they do not walk?   (Choose all that apply): 


              Prefer to Drive                                 No Sidewalks                                         No Crosswalks 
               Unsafe Traffic Speeds     No Handicap Accessibility           Too much dirt/mud 


       Other:   _____________________________________________________________________ 
      


3. Do any ADULTS walk to the school/park/community center/market or for exercise?      YES (Go to 3b)  
a) If NO, what are some of the reasons they do not walk?   (Choose all that apply): 


               Prefer to Drive                                 No Sidewalks                                         No Crosswalks 
               Unsafe Traffic Speeds     No Handicap Accessibility           Too much dirt/mud 


        Other:   _____________________________________________________________________ 


4. If sidewalks were available, would your household walk/bike more often?                NO           YES 


5. Does anyone use a bike to commute or for exercise?          YES  (Go to  Question 4b)             
a) If NO, what are some of the reasons they do not bike?   (Choose all that apply): 


               Prefer to Drive           No bike lanes           Don’t have a bike           No interest           


                      Other:   _____________________________________________________________________       
b)  If bike lanes were available, would your household bike more often?               NO           YES 


6. Does anyone use the Kern Regional Transit?        YES  (Go to Question 6) 
a) If NO, what are some of the reasons they do not use public transit?   (Choose all that apply): 


               Prefer to Drive            No sidewalks            Too expensive                Use Carpool            


                      Other:   _____________________________________________________________________       
 


7. What STREET improvements would make you increase the amount you walk/bike/use transit?  
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    For Updates, to Share or Support this project, scan here or go to: 
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A Kern County Public Works Project 







  
KERN COUNTY is applying for the  


ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  


 ATP GRANT  


 Over 9 Pedestrian Accidents with 3 fatalities in the last 10 Years! 


 Top 10% Unemployment rates in California. 


 72% of the population has less than a High School Diploma.  


KERN COUNTY Contact: 


SEND YOUR LETTER TO: 


Yolanda Alcantar with Kern County Public Works 


at (661) 862-5292. Original signatures required.  


Kern County Public Works 
2700 M Street, Suite 400 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 
Attn: Yolanda Alcantar 


Area Inventory: 


The following needs have been identified: 


 2.5 mile Pedestrian Path 


 1 mile of  Sidewalks. 


 Safer street crossings 


 Improved Traffic Signs &  
Pavement Markings. 


 Repair downtown, curb  
Ramps, sidewalks, and Drive approaches. 


 ADA Curb Ramps & Drive Approaches 


 TOTAL UNMET NEED 


IS Approx: 


$1,700,000 


ATP Contact: 


 


 


 


 


   
PROGRAM GOALS: 
 Promote active lifestyles 
 Increase walking & biking 
 Enhance Public Health 
 Increase Safety 
 Reduce vehicle trips 
 Improve air quality 


Go to 


to SHARE 


California Department of Transportation 
Chief, Office of Active Transportation & 
Special Programs 
Division of Local Assistance 
P.O. Box 942874, MS-1 
   Sacramento, CA  942741 







 


Kern County is applying for a GRANT and needs YOUR   


support to build Sidewalks, Curbs, Gutters, and  


Railroad Pedestrian Overcrossings for Boron 


Project Goals: Area Inventory: 


1. Foster a safe, connected, & accessible 
transportation system for all modes of 
transportation (eg. Vehicles, pedestrians, 
bicycles). 


2. Provide significant Transformational im-
provements to the condition of the existing 
community and its transportation facilities 
(Roads & Bus Stops). 


3. Improve access for Americans with 
transportation disadvantages through reli-
able, affordable, and convenient access to 
jobs, local businesses, parks, schools, 
and training. 


4. Improve the longevity and usability of local 
transportation infrastructure by controlling 
storm water runoff.  


The following needs have been identified: 


 Safer Pedestrian Rail Crossings 


 20 miles of  Sidewalks. 


 Americans with Disabilities Act Curb 
Ramps  & Drive Approaches 


 Stormwater Controls 


 Safer street crossings 


 Traffic Signs 
 


 


Without YOUR Support WE Cant’ Build!!! 


 Over 9 Pedestrian Accidents with 3 fatalities in the last 10Years! 
 Top 10% of Disadvantaged Communities in California. 
 Top 10% of communities with Low Birth Weights in California. 
 Top 10% Unemployment rates in California. 
 72% of the population has less than a High School Diploma.  


Write you letter of support TODAY!  If you have any questions regarding the Boron Unification and Revi-
talization Project, contact Yolanda Alcantar with the Kern County Public Works Depart-
ment at (661) 862-8913, or by e-mail at yolandar@co.kern.ca.us. Please address your 
letter of support to :  Craig Pope 


Kern County Public Works Department 
2700 M Street, Suite 400 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 































 


KERN PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT              


CRAIG M. POPE, P.E., DIRECTOR   
 


2700 “M” STREET, SUITE 400, BAKERSFIELD, CA 93301-2370 
Phone: (661) 862-8850 


FAX: (661) 862-8851 


Toll Free: (800) 552-5376 Option 5 


TTY Relay: (800) 735-2929 


email: roads@co.kern.ca.us 


website: www.co.kern.ca.us/roads 


 
 
 
Contact: Yolanda Alcantar          FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
Phone: (661)862-5292 
Email: yolandar@co.kern.ca.us 
 


RE: SIDEWALKS AND BIKE PATHS PROJECTS PROPOSED IN EASTERN KERN 


The Kern County Public Works Department is preparing grant applications for the state of California’s 


Active Transportation Program (ATP).  Over $240 million will be available statewide for projects that 


promote walking and bicycling. 


Public participation is an important part of this application.  Everyone is invited to come out, learn about 


the project and give us your ideas and feedback.  Presentations will be made as follows: 


ROSAMOND SIDEWALK PROJECT (Rosamond Boulevard near Rosamond Elementary School)  
7pm-Thursday, May 19, 2016 at Hummel Hall, 2500 20th Street West 
 
BORON BIKE PATH (Twenty Mule Team Road from Desert Lakes to downtown Boron) 
12pm-Thursday, May 19, 2016 at Boron Senior Center, 27177 Twenty Mule Team Rd 
 
People with questions or comments about the projects or Active Participation Program are invited to call the 
Public Works Department at (661) 862-5292. 
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KERN PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT              


CRAIG M. POPE, P.E., DIRECTOR   
 


2700 “M” STREET, SUITE 400, BAKERSFIELD, CA 93301-2370 
Phone: (661) 862-8850 


FAX: (661) 862-8851 


Toll Free: (800) 552-5376 Option 5 


TTY Relay: (800) 735-2929 


email: roads@co.kern.ca.us 


website: www.co.kern.ca.us/roads 


 
 
 
Contact: Yolanda Alcantar          FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
Phone: (661)862-5292 
Email: yolandar@co.kern.ca.us 
 


RE: SIDEWALKS AND BIKE PATHS PROJECTS PROPOSED IN EASTERN KERN 


The Kern County Public Works Department is preparing grant applications for the state of California’s 


Active Transportation Program (ATP).  Over $240 million will be available statewide for projects that 


promote walking and bicycling. 


Public participation is an important part of this application.  Everyone is invited to come out, learn about 


the project and give us your ideas and feedback.  Presentations will be made as follows: 


ROSAMOND SIDEWALK PROJECT (Rosamond Boulevard near Rosamond Elementary School)  
7pm-Thursday, May 19, 2016 at Hummel Hall, 2500 20th Street West 
 
BORON BIKE PATH (Twenty Mule Team Road from Desert Lakes to downtown Boron) 
12pm-Thursday, May 19, 2016 at Boron Senior Center, 27177 Twenty Mule Team Rd 
 
People with questions or comments about the projects or Active Participation Program are invited to call the 
Public Works Department at (661) 862-5292. 
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MUROC JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES 


 
WELCOMES YOU AND APPRECIATES 


YOUR INTEREST IN OUR SCHOOLS 
 
The Board of Trustees represents the residents of the Muroc Joint Unified School District as the elected 
body created to determine, establish, and uphold the educational policies of the District.  The Board 
functions under the laws of the State of California, but is authorized to plan for an educational program 
tailored to both the needs and resources of the communities served.  The following information is 
provided to assist the community in understanding the Board’s proceedings and to participate in those 
proceedings.  These rules and procedures help the Board conduct business in an orderly and efficient 
manner and allocate available time. 
 


ADDRESSING THE BOARD BOARD RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT 
The District welcomes comments from the public at 
appropriate times during the meeting.  The public may 
address the Board concerning items on the agenda as 
those items are taken up, prior to Board discussion and 
deliberation.  The public may also address the Board on 
items not on the agenda but within the jurisdiction of the 
Board at the time designated. 
 
Each speaker must fill out a “Speaker Request Form” at 
the beginning of the meeting stating the speaker’s name 
and the subject to be addressed, and provide the form to 
the Superintendent’s Secretary at the beginning of the 
meeting.  Please wait to be recognized by the Board 
President.  Comments should be addressed to the Board 
as a whole and not to individual members or District 
employees.  Unless otherwise determined by the Board, 
each person is limited to three minutes per item.  If 
multiple speakers wish to speak on a specific item, the 
total time allotted will be limited to twenty minutes. 


The purpose of public comment is to offer an opportunity 
for members of the public to provide information to 
school board members.  Board action on matters not 
listed on the agenda is prohibited by law with limited 
exceptions, and Board discussion on non-agenda items 
must also be limited as required by law. 
 
Board members may, but are not required to, briefly 
respond to statements made or questions posed by 
members of the public, refer an item to staff for study 
and analysis, or request that an item be placed on a 
future agenda.  Staff members are not required to 
address or respond to comments by the public. 
 
Note:  Under limited circumstances, the Board may 
discuss and act on matters not on the agenda if they 
involve certain emergency situations or if the need to act 
is critical and came to the attention of the Board and 
staff after posting the agenda. 


COMPLAINTS AGAINST DISTRICT 
EMPLOYEES CLOSED SESSION 


Whenever a member of the public initiates a specific 
complaint(s) or charge(s) against an employee, the 
Board President shall inform the complainant that it is the 
policy of the Board to hear such complaints or charges 
with advance notice to the affected employee, in closed 
session unless otherwise requested by the employee 
pursuant to Government Code section 44957.  This 
protects the employee’s right to adequate notice before a 
hearing of such complaints and charges, and also 
preserves the ability of the Board to legally consider the 
complaints or charges in any subsequent evaluation of 
the employee.  The Board President shall encourage a 
complainant wishing to discuss employee performance to 
follow the appropriate District complaint or appeal 
procedure. 
 
Speakers should be aware that they remain legally liable 
for statements made at the school board meeting.  Public 
testimony is not protected from damage claims for libel 
or slander. 


While most school business is conducted in an open, 
public session, under limited circumstances the Board 
may adjourn to a closed session to consider certain kinds 
of issues, such as real estate and labor negotiations, 
personnel matters, litigation, complaints or charges 
against employees, and student matters.  These items 
will be listed on the agenda.  When required, the Board 
will report out in open session certain actions approved in 
the closed session. 


Any materials required by law to be made available to the 
public prior to a meeting of the Board of Trustees of the 
District can be inspected at the following address during 
normal business hours: 
 
Muroc Joint Unified School District 
17100 Foothill Avenue – North Edwards, California 93523 
Monday-Friday, 8:00 a.m. – 3:30 p.m. 


ACCESS TO DOCUMENTS 


For information regarding how, to whom, and when a request for disability-related modification or accommodation, 
including auxiliary aids or services, may be made by a person with a disability who requires a modification or 
accommodation to participate in the public meeting, please contact the Superintendent. 







- 1 - 


MUROC JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
REGULAR BOARD MEETING 


District Board Room 
Richard B. Lynch Educational Center 


17100 Foothill Avenue  North Edwards, CA 93523 
 


 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES     SUPERINTENDENT 
Sherman Burkhead Jr., President     Michael L. McCoy Ph.D. 
Melinda Marchlewicz, Clerk     STUDENT BOARD MEMBERS 
Chuck James II, Member    April McGee, Desert High School 
Ross Swindlehurst, Member   Andrew Cordes, Boron High School 
 


 
BOARD MEETING AGENDA 


Wednesday, May 11, 2016 - 6:00 p.m. 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
FLAG SALUTE 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 At this time, the public may address the Board on any matter pertaining to the District that is 


not on the agenda.  Each member of the public wishing to speak is requested to limit his/her 
comments to three minutes.  The Board will consider public input, but cannot take any action 
at this meeting. 


 
BOARD INTERVIEWS         
 The Board will conduct interviews for the vacant Governing Board seat   
 (Trustee Area #2, Office C) 
 
PRESENTATIONS/INFORMATION ITEMS/BOARD POLICY/REPORTS 


Presentations 
♦ Desert High School Girls Soccer Team 
♦ Student Board Members Recognition 
♦ Teacher of the Year Recognition 
♦ Retiree Recognition 
Information Items 
♦ Active Transportation Project: Yolanda Alcantar 
♦ Enrollment Report: Trevor Walker    
♦ Technology Update: Trevor Walker 
♦ Local Control and Accountability Plan (LCAP) Survey Results: Trevor Walker 
♦ Wellness Plan: Trevor Walker 
♦ OEA Project Update: Trevor Walker 
Reports 
♦ Student Board Members 
♦ Muroc Education Association (MEA) 
♦ California School Employees Association (CSEA) 
♦ Principals 
♦ Superintendent 
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CONSENT AGENDA         
 All matters listed under Consent Agenda are considered by the Board to be routine and will 


be enacted by one motion in the form listed below, unless any member of the Board requests 
that an item be removed from the Consent Agenda for separate consideration. 


 
 BY GENERAL CONSENT THE FOLLOWING AGENDA ITEMS ARE APPROVED 


 A. Adoption of Minutes 
  1. Regular Board Meeting, April 13, 2016    
 B. Deposit Transactions, April 2016     
 C. Vendor Payment History, April 2016     
 D. Budget Transfers, April 2016      
 E. Declaration of Need for Fully Qualified Educators for 2016-17   
 F. Variable Term Waiver Request for 30-Day Substitute CBEST Waivers   
 G. Student Body Account Report for Desert Junior-Senior High School   
 H. Single Plan for Student Achievement for Branch Elementary, West Boron Elementary, 
  Boron Junior-Senior High, and Desert Junior-Senior High 
  (SPSAs available online as a separate document) 
 
ACTION AGENDA 
 Any resident of the District or staff member interested in speaking on an item listed under the 


Action Agenda, or an item that has been removed from the Consent Agenda and placed on 
the Action Agenda, should ask for recognition from the Board President to speak on the issue 
at the time it is being discussed. 


 
 A. Public Hearing:  Proposal for Implementing Increase in School Facilities Fees 
 


Consideration/Possible Action:  Adoption of Developer Fee Study and  
Resolution 5-16-02, Increasing School Facilities Fees 
(Developer Fee Study available online as a separate document) 


 
 B. Consideration/Possible Action:  Approval of Personnel Actions 
  1. Certificated Administrative Resignation    
  2. Administrative Appointments     
  3. Certificated Resignations      
  4. Certificated Stipends      
  5. Classified Resignations      
  6. Classified Employees      
  7. Changes to Classified Assignments     
  8. Temporary Classified Assignments     
  9. District Volunteers       
 
 C. Consideration/Possible Action:  Approval of a 10-hour-per-day/40-hour/4-day  


Summer Work Schedule for District Office, School Sites, and Technology Staff; and 
a 9-hour-per-day/80-hour-per-2-week Summer Work Schedule for Maintenance & 
Operations and Transportation Staff 


 
 D. Consideration/Possible Action:  Approval of Student Overnight Trip  
  1. Boron Junior-Senior High School Cheerleaders USA Cheer Camp at 
   California Lutheran University in Thousand Oaks, June 23-25, 2016 
 
 E. Consideration/Possible Action:  Approval to Add Six New High School CTE Courses-  
  Information Technology, Design Graphics I & II, Product Innovation and Design, 
  Game Design I & II 
 
 F. Consideration/Possible Action:  Ratification of Agreement with Kern County   


Superintendent of Schools for County Level Educational Services for K-6 
Students for 2016-2017 
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 G. Consideration/Possible Action:  Approval of Agreement with Kern County   


Superintendent of Schools for Teacher Induction Program for 2016-2017 
 
 H. Consideration/Possible Action:  Approval of Agreement with School Site Solutions  


for Architect Selection Services 
 
 I. Consideration/Possible Action:  Approval of Agreement with School Site Solutions  


for Facilities Services 
 
 J. Consideration/Possible Action:  Approval of Resolution 5-16-03, Finding the   


Modernization Project at Bailey Elementary School Exempt from the California 
Environmental Quality Act and Approving the Filing and Recordation of a 
Notice of Exemption 


 
 K. Consideration/Possible Action:  Approval of Agreement with CDW Government  


LLC for Technology Network Equipment 
 
 L. Discussion Only-No Action to be Taken:  Educator Effectiveness Grant   
 
 M. Consideration/Discussion/Possible Action:  Provisional Appointment of Trustee to Office C 
  and Administration of Oath of Office 
 
BOARD REPORTS/COMMENTS 


♦ Board Member Reports and/or Comments 
 
 ANNOUNCE CLOSED SESSION ITEMS 
 
CLOSED SESSION 
 The Board will consider and may act upon any of the following items in Closed Session.  Any 


action taken will be reported publicly at the end of the Closed Session as required by law. 
 A. Personnel Matters 
  1. Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957; 
   Public Employee Discipline/Dismissal/Release/Employment 
 B. Confer with Labor Negotiator 
  1. Certificated Bargaining Unit 
  2. Classified Bargaining Unit 
  3. Unrepresented Employee Groups 
 C. Potential Litigation 
 
 RECONVENE IN OPEN SESSION; ANNOUNCE CLOSED SESSION ACTION 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 At this time, the public may address the Board on any matter pertaining to the District that is 


not on the agenda.  Each member of the public wishing to speak is requested to limit his/her 
comments to three minutes.  The Board will consider public input, but cannot take any action 
at this meeting. 


 
ADJOURNMENT 



















































SCHPA Horseshoe Pitching Clubs


Click on the Club City to get an interactive map for driving directions to the courts.


If your club is not linked or map is incorrect send the address to Webmaster


Click here for printable directions to courts 


CLUB CITY 


(courts)
LOCATION CONTACT PHONE #


APPLE 


VALLEY (23) 


Courts being relocated to new location soon?


APPLE VALLEY


Jim Mudra 


Sr
760-242-5151


BAKERSFIELD


(26)
BEACH PARK, 21ST & OAK ST., BAKERSFIELD Danny Kyle 661-747-2643


BORON (13) JOHN STREET, CITY PARK, BORON


John Green


Bonnie 


Marshall 


760-404-7849 


760-590-4168


BUENA PARK


(15)


WILLIAM PEAK PARK, 7600 El Monte Dr, BUENA 


PARK


Revis 


McKee


Al Cardenas


714-293-2683


818-602-5282


BURBANK (6) JOSLYN CENTER, 1301 W. OLIVE, BURBANK Jim Atwell 818-953-2920


CARDIFF 


RIVIERA


Encinitas(6)


1100 Encinitas Blvd., OAKCREST PARK, Encinitas 


92024


Tom Watts


Tim Humitz 


760-845-3888


442-264-5225


FONTANA (24) COMMUNITY CENTER, 8380 CYPRESS, FONTANA
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Charles 


Valdepena 909-275-8881


LAKE 


ISABELLA (15)


TANK PARK, S. ISABELLA BLVD. HWY 178, LAKE 


ISABELLA OFF RAMP
Norm Cook 760-376-2604 


ORANGE (6)
HART PARK ON GLASSELL JUST NORTH OT THE 22 


FWY


Steve May


Revis 


McKee


951-201-5316


714-293-2683


RIDGECREST


(10)
LEROY JACKSON COUNTY PARK, RIDGECREST


Robert 


Baum


Jerry 


Hinman


760-793-0233


760-793-7052


SAN DIEGO


(16)
BALBOA PARK, 6TH & JUNIPER, SAN DIEGO


Charlie 


Castelo 
619-995-5437


SAN LUIS 


OBISPO (10)
SANTA ROSA PARK, SAN LUIS OBISPO


Tino 


Mansero
626-261-2646


SANTA 


BARBARA (8)


OAK PARK, 500 W. JUNIPERO ST., SANTA 


BARBARA


John Welty


Joe Aldana


805-403-8379


805-637-0380


SOUTH GATE


(18)


SOUTH GATE PARK 3 BLOCKS SOUTWEST OF 


ATLANTIC AND FIRESTONE


Frances or 


Ray Lopez


323-567-1611


STEVENSON 


RANCH (12)


DR. RICHARD RIOUX MEMORIAL PARK, 26300 


FAULKNER DR., STEVENSON RANCH


Nicole 


Salmen
818-384-6586


SUN CITY (8) 26850 SUN CITY BLVD. James Parr 951-204-7794


TORRANCE (8) WILSON PARK BETWEEN CARSON & SEPULVEDA


Les Smullen


Dave 


Smullen


310-922-0381


562-810-8319


VENTURA (6)
RALSTON BETWEEN JOHNSON & RAMILLA, 


VENTURA


John 


Harrison 
805-330-5034


Please send comments, questions, or suggestions to


Hal Griswold
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58th Annual Twenty Mule Team Day Celebration


By Patti Orr | Posted: Saturday, September 26, 2015 12:00 pm 


Boron – The Boron Chamber of Commerce and the Planning and Events Committee have 


announced the festivities for the 58  Annual Twenty Mule Team Day s Celebration.


The event is scheduled for Oct. 3&4, 2015 at the Boron Community Park.


Rio-Tinto Minerals Boron Operations with hold their Family Day in conjunction with the annual 


celebration.  This years theme is “Boots and Jewels in Honor of 20 Mules” and the Grand 


Marshals for this years parade are F.O. and Irene Roe who are longtime Boron residents and 


owners of the Boron Emporium.


  The weekend starts with the announcement of the winner of the annual Honorary Mayor contest 


and this will take place during the Boron Seniors Center Spaghetti dinner which will be held on 


Friday Oct. 2  from 5-7 p.m. at the Boron Seniors Center.  The Boron Bobcats will also be 


hosting Grace Bretheren during their football game in Boron that night.


  On Saturday Oct. 3 , the festivities continue with the Boron Seniors Center breakfast from 6-10 


a.m.; at 8 a.m. parade line-up will be held at the Boron High School parking lot.


The parade is scheduled to leave BHS for downtown Boron at 9:30 a.m. and will be coming down 


Twenty Mule Team Road shortly before 10 a.m.  The parade will be ending at the Boron 


Community Park where the celebration continues with mechanical bull-riding, arts and crafts, 


food vendors, carnival rides and games for all ages.


  The Mojave Mineral Society will also be having a Rock Bonanza as well as trips to different 


sites for rock hounds who want to collect their own specimens.


  The Boron Chamber of Commerce and Rio-Tinto Minerals promises that this year will be a very 


eventful one so come on out to Boron for a weekend of fun and adventure; Hope to see ya all here.


th


nd


rd
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KERN COUNTY FACTS
F


Kern County 
Public Works
Department


Muroc Joint Unified
 Attendance Area


Boron/Desert Lake Pedestrian Path


June 2016
320 Students within the Project Area
West Boron Elementary School


269 Students currently Walk/Bike (68%)


0 1 Miles


199 Students Qualify for FRP Meals (62%)
No Sidewalks are #1 reason for not walking (63%).


School
Park
Project Area


Boron Junior-Senior High School
243 Students within the Project Area


165 Students currently Walk/Bike (68%)
126 Students Qualify for FRP Meals (52%)


Military Base Attendance Area
MJUSD K-12 Boundary
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Report: School Enrollment by Grade 


Year: 2015-16 


School: 1530997 -- Boron Junior-Senior High 


Gender: All 


Type: Primary Enrollment 


California Department of Education
Educational Demographics Unit 


CDE » DataQuest » Enrollment Report 


Enrollment by Grade for 2015-16 


School Enrollment by Grade 


Boron Junior-Senior High Report


School Code K
Grade 


1
Grade 


2
Grade 


3
Grade 


4
Grade 


5
Grade 


6
Grade 


7
Grade 


8
Ungr 
Elem


Grade 
9


Grade 
10


Grade 
11


Grade 
12


Ungr 
Sec


Total 
Enroll


Adults 
in K-12 


Program


Boron Junior-Senior High 1530997 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32 30 0 49 47 48 37 0 243 0


Report Total


Level Code K
Grade 


1
Grade 


2
Grade 


3
Grade 


4
Grade 


5
Grade 


6
Grade 


7
Grade 


8
Ungr 
Elem


Grade 
9


Grade 
10


Grade 
11


Grade 
12


Ungr 
Sec


Muroc Joint Unified Total 1563685 179 162 156 152 150 149 146 119 129 0 161 131 153 129 0


Kern Total 15 16,560 13,631 14,391 13,603 14,560 14,091 13,774 13,400 13,439 0 14,645 12,806 13,167 13,297 29


State Total 00 530,531 444,573 463,881 470,157 485,885 476,427 471,467 470,753 465,322 416 487,202 488,004 472,968 492,835 6,316 6,226,737


Download Data  Download a semicolon-delimited file of this data to your computer. You will need to select "Save" after selecting the 


"Download Data" button. Once the file is saved to your computer it may be imported into another software for analysis.


Gender: All, Type: Primary Enrollment 


Report generated: 6/9/2016 8:38 AM
Source: California Logitudinal Pupil Achievement Data System (CALPADS) 


Web Pol icy
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California Department of Education


Data Reporting Office
Prepared: 6/9/2016 9:43:52 AM


-Select another year- 


Selected School Level Data
Boron Junior-Senior--Muroc Joint Uni--1563685-1530997


for the year 2014-15


• Click on the school name to run other reports for the same school. 
• Click on "District Total", "County Total" or "State Total" to view reports at that level. 


School CDSCode Free & Reduced Price Meals Enrollment Used for Meals 


Boron Junior-Senior High 15636851530997 143 (57.4%) 249 


District Total: 521 (26.9%) 1,936 


County Total: 128,094 (71.0%) 180,305 


State Total: 3,655,624 (58.6%) 6,236,439 
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S1901 INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2014 INFLATION-ADJUSTED DOLLARS)


2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.


Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.


Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.


Subject Census Tract 56, Kern County, California


Households Families Married-couple
families


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total 830 +/-103 557 +/-80 362
Less than $10,000 13.5% +/-6.0 15.3% +/-10.0 5.2%
$10,000 to $14,999 12.7% +/-6.4 6.3% +/-5.2 6.6%
$15,000 to $24,999 19.0% +/-8.0 21.7% +/-9.8 17.7%
$25,000 to $34,999 7.8% +/-5.5 8.3% +/-7.2 12.7%
$35,000 to $49,999 19.2% +/-7.1 13.3% +/-7.3 16.9%
$50,000 to $74,999 15.5% +/-5.5 19.9% +/-8.6 18.5%
$75,000 to $99,999 7.2% +/-4.0 7.7% +/-5.3 11.9%
$100,000 to $149,999 3.7% +/-2.5 5.6% +/-3.5 7.5%
$150,000 to $199,999 0.0% +/-4.1 0.0% +/-6.1 0.0%
$200,000 or more 1.3% +/-1.6 2.0% +/-2.3 3.0%


Median income (dollars) 31,333 +/-10,175 31,534 +/-14,046 39,833


Mean income (dollars) 40,179 +/-5,146 44,269 +/-7,051 N


PERCENT IMPUTED


  Household income in the past 12 months 20.6% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Family income in the past 12 months (X) (X) 19.6% (X) (X)
  Nonfamily income in the past 12 months (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract 56, Kern County, California
Married-couple


families
Nonfamily households


Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total +/-77 273 +/-90
Less than $10,000 +/-7.7 16.5% +/-10.2
$10,000 to $14,999 +/-7.2 23.1% +/-13.1
$15,000 to $24,999 +/-11.7 13.6% +/-10.7
$25,000 to $34,999 +/-10.4 2.9% +/-4.2
$35,000 to $49,999 +/-10.1 31.1% +/-16.1
$50,000 to $74,999 +/-9.0 8.8% +/-7.0
$75,000 to $99,999 +/-7.9 4.0% +/-5.0
$100,000 to $149,999 +/-5.3 0.0% +/-12.0
$150,000 to $199,999 +/-9.2 0.0% +/-12.0
$200,000 or more +/-3.7 0.0% +/-12.0


Median income (dollars) +/-11,875 19,536 +/-23,410


Mean income (dollars) N 29,197 +/-6,424


PERCENT IMPUTED


  Household income in the past 12 months (X) (X) (X)
  Family income in the past 12 months (X) (X) (X)
  Nonfamily income in the past 12 months (X) 19.4% (X)


Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.


While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.


Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.


Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Explanation of Symbols:


    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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KERN COUNTY FACTS


F


Boron/Desert Lake Pedestrian Path


Number of Gaps: 16


      
Total Length: 4,200 LF


              0 0.25 Miles
    


Area Facts
Arterials
Arterials


Infrastructure Gap Map
Gap LocationSchool


Park
Project Area


Population is 2,253
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.3
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
Page  of 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.3
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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