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6/7/2016

TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System

SAFE RouTEs TO ScHooL CoLLisioN Map VIEWER

Interactive map and data summaries of bicycle and/or pedestrian collisions around school.

User Entered Address

56525 Little League Dr, Yucca Valley, CA 92284, USA

http:/tims.berkeley.edu//tools/srts/main.php

Types of Collisions: Bicycle Pedestrian
Collision Severity: Fatal Severe Injury Other Visible Injury Complaint of Pain
Years : 2005 - 2013
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6/7/2016

TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System
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%‘ﬁ, Yucca Trail il i Yucca Trail Yucca Trail
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T & = T = 2z 3 & i

W = % & 3 € = =

= % g R § 8 a3 3 = £ & =

oy S 3 B §F T R oo R - :

rail Pueblo T-_rail rﬁiﬁlseuésigfég - Pueblao Trail Pueblo Trail
Yucca Valley
GD gle ‘rl_'{lif]ﬁaqﬁiﬂ!ﬂi = Map c Report’a map error
Summary Statistics
Radius Fatal Severe Injury | Visible Injury Comgél:rllnt of Pedestrian Bicycle Total
<Vami. 0 0 0 0
Ya-Yami. 1 2
Total 1 2 1
Collision List

Case ID Date Time Primary Secondary Distance Direction Bike Ped
1891944 2005-02-01 = 18:12 RT 62 PALM AV 0 - No Yes
2232084 2005-08-15 = 12:22 RT 62 PALM AV 0 E Yes No
3571511 2008-01-02 = 20:09 RT 62 CHOLLA AV 0 - No Yes
4060941 2008-10-23 = 20:43 RT 62 TROJAN LN 2640 w No Yes
6290754 2013-02-06 = 18:16 RT 62 GRAND AV 394 w No Yes

http:/tims.berkeley.edu//tools/srts/main.php
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https://www.google.com/maps/@34.125544,-116.430698,15z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=34.125544,-116.430698&z=15&t=m&hl=en-US&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3
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Janet Yochmowitz

From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of ATP@CCC
<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 2:51 PM

To: Janet Yochmowitz

Subject: FW: Town of Yucca Valley - ATP 3 Cycle Call Little League Drive Pedestrian
Improvement

Janet,

The CCC is unable to assist with this ATP project. Please include a copy of this email with your application.
Thank you,

Melanie Wallace

Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps
1719 24™ Street

Sacramento, CA 95816

0 (916)341-3153

M (916)508-1167

F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov

Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:

Save Qur

Water

SaveOurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Janet Yochmowitz [mailto:JYochmowitz@YUCCA-VALLEY.ORG]

Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 9:49 AM

To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

Cc: Qishta, Alex@YUCCA-VALLEY <aqishta@yucca-valley.org>

Subject: Town of Yucca Valley - ATP 3 Cycle Call Little League Drive Pedestrian Improvement

Gentleman:

The Town of Yucca Valley will be submitting applications for the ATP 3 Cycle Call for project and would like some
input; the following is information on one of the projects that the Town will be submitting:

Title: Little League Drive Pedestrian Improvements
Location: Little League Drive from Palm Avenue to Sage Avenue
Project: Little League Drive Pedestrian Improvement Project from Sage Avenue to Palm Avenue

- Bus Stop at Boys and Girls Club: This is one of the most used bus stops within the
Town Boundary, the buses pick up at that location for the Middle School (8AM) and two
Elementary School (8:30AM). The Project will provide sidewalk, curb and gutter,
Handicap Ramps, driveways, minor flooding improvements, and widening (Non-

1





Participating Cost) of Barron Drive from Avalon Avenue to Linda Lee Drive. The project
will encourage more students and parents to walk to the bus stop to be picked up at
school. It will also serve as connection to Brehm park, one of the few parks in California
that cater to handicap children by offering a Miracle League playground and also a
connection to the business district that located on State Route 62 (SR62) that is located
to the south of the site.

Cost:
Project Total Project Non- Match Total ATP
Cost Participating Funds
Cost Requested
Little League $750,000 S0 $150,000 $600,000
Drive
Pedestrian
Improvement

At this time, the Town Council did not act on the Match for this project.

Alex Qishta,P.E.

Public Works Director
Town of Yucca Valley
760-369-1265
agishta@yucca-valley.org







Janet Yochmowitz

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Hello Janet,

Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>

Tuesday, June 07, 2016 3:34 PM

Janet Yochmowitz

ATP@ccc.ca.gov; Alex Qishta

Re: Town of Yucca Valley - ATP 3 Cycle Call Little League Drive Pedestrian Improvement

Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable to participate in this project. Please
include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Conservation Corps.

Thank you,
Dominique

On Tue, Jun 7, 2016 at 9:48 AM, Janet Yochmowitz <JYochmowitz@yucca-valley.org> wrote:

Gentleman:

The Town of Yucca Valley will be submitting applications for the ATP 3 Cycle Call for project and would like
some input; the following is information on one of the projects that the Town will be submitting:

Title:

Location:

Little League Drive Pedestrian Improvements
Little League Drive from Palm Avenue to Sage Avenue

Project: Little League Drive Pedestrian Improvement Project
from Sage Avenue to Palm Avenue - Bus Stop at Boys and Girls Club: This is
one of the most used bus stops within the Town Boundary, the buses pick up at
that location for the Middle School (8AM) and two Elementary School
(8:30AM). The Project will provide sidewalk, curb and gutter, Handicap Ramps,
driveways, minor flooding improvements, and widening (Non-Participating
Cost) of Barron Drive from Avalon Avenue to Linda Lee Drive. The project will
encourage more students and parents to walk to the bus stop to be picked up at
school. It will also serve as connection to Brehm park, one of the few parks in
California that cater to handicap children by offering a Miracle League
playground and also a connection to the business district that located on State
Route 62 (SR62) that is located to the south of the site.

Cost:

Project Total Project | Non- Match Total ATP
Cost Participating Funds
Cost Requested






Little League | $750,000 $0 $150,000 $600,000

Drive

Pedestrian
|_Improvement

project.

Alex Qishta,P.E.
Public Works Director
Town of Yucca Valley
760-369-1265

agishta@yucca-valley.org

Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting

1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

xl

At this time, the Town Council did not act on the Match for this






Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cyde 3 Cdll for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency's resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
the public right-of-way facilities (reG%onsibie for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.

Signature: ( W\ @/\.\«Q . Date: 6/7/2016

Name: ALEX QISHTA, P.E. Phone: 760-369-6575 X304
Title: PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR e-mail: agishta@yucca-valley.org

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

(For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency's resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*

(For use only when appropriate)

If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/diae.htm






Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Call for Projects - Application Form - Attachment B

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC's
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:

Chapter 7; Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer’s Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles

and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application’s technical information and engineerifrg data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

‘The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the project’s Scope,
Cost and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and
application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials: __AQ
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials: _AQ
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” limits and limits of each
primary element of the project. Scale must be shown on the plan/map
b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

13

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials: __N/A_
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the fypical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials: __AQ
a. The Caltrans Project Estimate (Attachment F) must be filled out per the instructions and attached to the
application, in the appropriate location.
b.  Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

¢. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines
as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines chapter 22.6 ‘

d. Al project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal
corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost





Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Call for Projects - Application Form - Attachment B

5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer's Initials: _AQ _

a. Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within influence
area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials: _AQ _

a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable federal requirements
and timeframes.

b. “Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

C. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUSs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,_
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with Implementing Agency’s
expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.

7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials: _ N/A_

a. For new Traffic Control Signals — an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrants 1- 9
O N/A (CAMUTCD) must be submitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final
decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must
include the name and license number of the responsible engineer and must be attached to the
application in the “Additional Attachments” section.

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials: _AQ _
a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate
b.  When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for

the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:
Narme (Last, First):| QISHTA, ALEX |
Title: | PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR |

Engineer License Number | 66702 l

Signature: M‘&\/\\P—

Date: | 6/7/2016

Email: | agishta@yucca-valley.org |
Phone: | 760-369-6575 x304 [







PROJECT AREA: LITTLE LEAGUE DRIVE BETW. PALM AVENUE AND SAGE AVENUE

= LITTLE LEAGUE DRIVE -

=
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: BOYS & GIRLS CLUB | AL -
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RRFHN PARK |

——— | EXISTING INFRASTRUCTURE C——— | PROPOSED INFRASTRUCTURE

LITTLE LEAGUE DRIVE FROM PALM AVE TO SAGE AVE: Proposed Installation of Approx. 16,200 sf of Sidewalk, 2,700 If of Curb &
Gutter, 4 Handicapped Ramps & 8 Driveway Approaches.
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Instructions

		ATP  -  Application Instructions for 
Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost

		• Applicants are expected to use this template for estimating/documenting the cost of construction items and the overall project costs. (eligible & non-participating)
•The Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs must tie to the information presented in Part 1 - 8 of the ATP Application Form.
• Do NOT input values in gray cells. These cells are formula-driven and will automatically update.

		Project (Engineer's) Information

		• The Licensed Engineer in 'responsible charge' of the overall ATP application must review all information presented in this Estimate form and ensure the values are consistent with the corresponding plans included in the application.   This requirement is considered necessary to ensure the ATP application meets the CTC's PSR-Equivalent requirement - including the use of construction items, quantities and unit prices that meeting industry standards for PSR-Equivalents.   The engineer is also expected to review the breakdown of eligible vs. ineligible (non-participating) costs shown in estimate and confirm they are consistent with the ATP Guidelines.

		Engineer's Estimate & Cost Breakdown

		For each construction item in this table, the following items must be filled: 

				Item:           indicate the name of a construction item used in this project.

				Quantity:   indicate the total quantity of each construction item

				Units:        indicate the units of measurement (i.e. Square Feet or SQFT.) Refer to the Unit Cost Guide tab

				Unit Cost:    indicate the unit cost for one quantity.

				Total Item Cost will be automatically calculated once the above information are provided for each line item (row).

				If more rows are needed to account for more construction items (including Overhead, General, or Landscaping) than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button on the right side of the form.   NOTE: Before clicking the button, first click on the Excel row number above where you want to add the line.

				General Overhead:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.    
The % of eligible vs. ineligible costs are automatically calculated based on the ratio of these costs for all of the other construction items.

				Landscaping:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.  
The eligibility of landscaping costs is dependent on if it is considered functional or non-functional (Decorative).   Functional landscaping is 100% eligible. The eligibility of the non-functional (Decorative) landscaping must be considered as part of the 5% maximum allowable for decorative costs. These decorative costs must include all items necessary to prepare for, install, and maintain the non-functional landscaping; including but not limited to: removal of existing concrete, roadway excavation, imported backfill/top-soil, irrigation, plantings, plant establishment, etc.    

		Cost Breakdown             See Caltrans ATP Guidelines, Chapter 22.5 and 22.6 for more details on eligible and ineligible items.

				ATP Eligible Items/costs:   these are expected to represent all construction items that are ATP eligible.   

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "ATP Eligible items".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

				ATP Ineligible (non-participating) Items/costs:  these are expected to represent all construction costs that are not ATP eligible.  The % and costs are automatically calculated based on the "%" value the applicant entered for the eligible costs. 

				To be constructed by Corps/CCC:  these are expected to include all items & costs that will be constructed by the Corps/CCC.

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "Corps/CCC to construct".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

		Subtotals and Contingencies:

				Subtotal of Construction Items:				This field will automatically calculate the total of all construction items indicated above.

				Construction Item Contingencies: 				Insert percentage of contingencies, which is intended to account for the cost of minor construction items not defined at the time the ATP applications are prepared.

				Total (Construction Items 
& Contingencies) cost:				This field will automatically calculate the total from all information indicated above.

		Project Delivery Costs:            The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for all Project Delivery Costs.

				Environmental Studies 
and Permits(PA&ED):				Total cost of Environmental Studies and Permits phase of the project. 

				Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):				Total cost of Plans, Specifications and Estimates phase of the project.    

				Total PE:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (PA&ED) + (PS&E)     Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for PE should not exceed 25%.  All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Right of Way Engineering				Total cost of Right of Way Engineering, including obtaining the RW Certification.

				Acquisitions and Utilities:				Total cost of  Acquisitions and Utilities.

				Total RW:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (RW Eng.) + (Acq.&Utilities)

				Construction Engineering (CE):				Total cost of Construction Engineering.    Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for CE should not exceed 15%.   All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Total Project Delivery:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (CE) + (Con. Item. & Contig.)

		Total Construction Costs:       The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for these Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above.  This value is to be used in filling out the application form.  

		Total Project Cost Estimate:          The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for the Total Project Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above. 
• This value must represent the total estimated cost of the entire ATP project.
• The application must account for the ineligible (non-participating) costs being funded with local funds.   Because this local funding is considered non-participating, it cannot be considered leveraging or matching funding.  

		Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

		The following are examples of how Engineer's can present their logic and calculations for splitting the projects costs between eligible and ineligible (non-participating) costs.

		Example #1 - Pavement Rehabilitation:  The roadway paving and base repair needed for the roadway is within the limits of the new bike lanes and motorized lanes.  The area within the physical limits of the new bike lanes is estimated to be 3'x300'=900' and the area outside these limits is estimated to be 10'x300'=3,000'.   The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to the Pavement Rehabilitation is calculated to be 900/(900+3000) = 23%.   This split was used for Asphalt Concrete, Aggregate Base, and Excavation.

		Example #2 - New roadway lighting:  Of the newly lighted roadway width, the motorized lanes and parking lanes account for 40’ and the bike lanes and sidewalks account for 26’. The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to these streetlights is calculated to be 26/(26+40) = 39%.   This split was used for light poles, conduit, trenching, and new service.

		Example #3 - Decorative Items:  5% of the eligible construction item cost is $46,500 (per the calculation box just below the "Subtotal of Construction Items:").   The project includes decorative pavers (Item 10) which are estimated to cost $30,000 and are shown to be 100% ATP eligible.  The project includes decorative landscaping costs of $70,000 - made up of $10,00 plantings, $20,000 irrigation, $10,000 topsoil, and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal and roadway excavation.    For ease, the $10,000 in plantings is shown as 100% eligible; the $10,000 topsoil and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal & roadway excavation are shown as 100% ineligible (non-participating); and the ATP eligible portion of the irrigation costs is calculated to be $46,500-($30,000+$10,000) = 6,500  => 6,500/20,000 = 62.5%.   



















Engineer Est. & Project Cost

		Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs

		Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).



		Project Information:

		Agency:				TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY																		Date:		6/8/16

		Project Description:						Construction of curb & gutter, sidewalks, driveway approaches and handicapped ramps

		Project Location:						On Little League Drive between Palm Avenue and Sage Avenue

		Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate:																		Alex Qishta, P.E.						License #:				66702



		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



		Item No.		Item 				F, D or M		Quantity		Units		Unit Cost		Total
Item Cost		%		$		%		$				%		$

		General Overhead-Related Construction Items

		1		Mobilization						1		LS		$80,000.00		$80,000		80%		$64,000		20%		$16,000				0%		$0				For projects estimates with more Items (Overhead, General, or Landscaping) that than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button below.

Before clicking the button, click on the Excel row number you where you want to add the line

		2		Traffic Control						1		LS		$20,000.00		$20,000		80%		$16,000		20%		$4,000						$0

		3		Stormwater Protection Plan						1		LS		$10,000.00		$10,000		80%		$8,000		20%		$2,000						$0

		4		Clearing & Grubbing						1		LS		$30,000.00		$30,000		80%		$24,000		20%		$6,000						$0

		5		Construction Survey						1		LS		$10,000.00		$10,000		80%		$8,000		20%		$2,000						$0

		6		Construction Sign						2		EA		$500.00		$1,000				$0		100%		$1,000						$0

		General Construction Items (non-decorative only)

		7		Grading 						1		LS		$70,000.00		$70,000		80%		$56,000		20%		$14,000						$0

		8		Signing & Striping						1		LS		$25,000.00		$25,000		80%		$20,000		20%		$5,000						$0

		9		Construct P.C.C. 8" Curb & Gutter						2700		LF		$25.00		$67,500		80%		$54,000		20%		$13,500						$0

		10		Construct P.C.C. Sidewalk				11		16200		SF		$15.00		$243,000		80%		$194,400		20%		$48,600						$0

		11		Construct Driveway Approaches						8		EA		$1,100.00		$8,800		80%		$7,040		20%		$1,760						$0

		12		Construct ADA Access Ramps						4		EA		$1,300.00		$5,200		80%		$4,160		20%		$1,040						$0

		13		Construct Asphalt Pavement						500		TON		$75.00		$37,500		80%		$30,000		20%		$7,500						$0

		14														$0		80%		$0		20%		$0						$0

		15														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		16														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		17														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		18														$0		0%		$0		100%		$0						$0

		19														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

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

		20														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		21														$0		0%		$0		100%		$0						$0

		22														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		23														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		24														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		25														$0		0%		$0		100%		$0						$0

		26														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		Subtotal of Construction Items:														$608,000				$485,600				$122,400						$0

																				$24,280		<= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 



		Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):												10.00%

Richard Ke: Enter % for Contingencies
		$60,800				$48,560				$12,240

		Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:														$668,800				$534,160				$134,640



		Project Delivery Costs:

		Type of Project Cost												Cost $

		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																		ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):												$   5,000						$3,993				$1,007

		Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):												$   80,000						$63,895				$16,105				"PE" costs / "CON" costs

		Total PE:												$   85,000						$67,888				$17,112				13%		25% Max



		Right of Way (RW)

		Right of Way Engineering:												$   -						$0				$0

		Acquisitions and Utilities:												$   -						$0				$0

		Total RW:												$   -						$0				$0



		Construction Engineering (CE)																										"CE" costs / "CON" costs

		Construction Engineering (CE):												$   25,000						$19,967				$5,033				4%		15% Max 



		Total Project Delivery:												$110,000						$87,855				$22,145



		Total Construction Costs:												$693,800

																				ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Total Project Cost:												$778,800						$622,015				$156,785



		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)
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DRAFT ATP Unit Cost Guide

		ATP Construction Item Unit Cost Guide      (For items common to ATP projects)



		Index #		Description 		Typical Units		Notes



		General Overhead and Contingency Related Construction Items

				Mobilization, RE office, Traffic Control, Water Quality, Clearing and Grubbing, temporary items, etc.		LS		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Mobilization 		LS		Dependent on project size & location

				Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan		LS		$5,00 to $10,000

				Erosion Control		LS		1.50%

				       Hydroseed		SF		Average $1

				       Fiber Rolls		LF		Average $5

				Traffic Control  		LS

				Clearing and Grubbing		LS



		Removal, Excavation, and Import Related Construction Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $35

				Embankment / Fill  / Import Material		CY		Average $25



				Remove Fence, Culvert, Inlet, Curb, etc.		Varies		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Remove Concrete (Miscellaneous)		CY		Sidewalk, Pavement & Curb/Gutter Average $75

				Sawcut existing AC		LF

				Sawcut and Remove existing AC and AB		SF

				Remove Existing Pavement		SF

				Remove Existing Sidewalk		SF

				Cold Plane AC (2" thickness)		SY		$1.75 to $3.50

				Remove Tree		EA

				Remove Power Pole		EA

				Utility Relocation		LS

		Roadway Paving Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $38

				Class 2 Aggregate Base		CY		$30 to $70

				Hot Mix Asphalt		TON		1 ton covers approx. 12' x 6.5' at 2" final thickness $40 to $125

				Place HMA Dike		LF		average $1.75



				Adjust Frame and Cover to Grade		EA		average $650



				Slurry Seal

				AC Dike



		Sidewalks, Concrete, Plazas, etc

				Concrete curbing		LF		6" x 6" average $3.50

				Curb & Gutter

				 		 

				Concrete Sidewalk 		SF		average $15

				Concrete Driveway

				Minor Concrete (Textured Paving)		SF		average $5

				Prepare and Stain concrete		SF		average $2.75



				Concrete Pavers / Bricks		SF

				Curb Ramp		EA		$3000 to $5,500

				Bollards		EA		$100 to $750



		Crosswalk and Roadway-Crossing Items

				Thermoplastic  Crosswalk		LF

				Bulb-outs (No Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Include Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Surface Mounted)		EA





		Striping and Pavement Marking Items

				4" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		$0.65 to $0.75

				6" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				8" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				Thermoplastic Pavement Marking/Legend		SF		average $5.5





		Signs, Flashing Beacons, Ped Signals, Signal Upgrades

				Sign- 1 post		EA		$250 to $300

				Sign- 2 post		EA		average $550

				Radar Speed Feedback Sign		EA

				Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (Ped Actuated)		EA		average $5000











		Lighting

				Pedestrian Lights  (Poles only)		EA

				Pedestrian Lights (including: conduit, boxes, etc.)		EA

				Street Lights   (Poles only)		EA

				Street Lights (including: conduit, boxes, etc.)		EA

				Conduit and Boxes		LF or LS		Option stand-alone item (can be part of lighting)







		Landscaping Items

				Transplant Tree		EA		No Palm Trees allowed. Average $400

				Tree Well		EA		average $600

				Remove Tree 		EA		Small trees are accounted for in clearing and grubbing (5" diameter or smaller) $700 to $800

				Tree Grate		EA		average $350

				Fall Tree		EA		average $1,000

				 











		Other Miscellaneous Items

				Minor Concrete (Minor Structure)		CY		average $1200

				6' Retaining Wall		CY		6' tall L shape wall 0.60 cy/lf.  Average $800

				4' Retaining Wall		CY		4' tall L shape wall 0.45 cy/lf.  Average $700



				Ped/Bike Bridge		EA





				Roadway Drainage		LS

				Chain Link Fence

				Iron / Decorative Fence
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MORONGO BASIN TRANSIT AUTHORITY

May 31, 2016

ATP Program Manager
California Department of Transportation

Subject: California Department of Transportation — ATP
Town of Yucca Valley Grant Application .
Town of Yucca Valley — Little League Drive Pedestrian Improvement Project

Dear ATP Manager:

The Morongo Basin Transit Authority is pleased to support the Town of Yucca Valley’s grant
application for Active Transportation (ATP) funding to construct needed pedestrian improvements
near Onaga Elementary School, Yucca Valley Elementary School, La Contenta Middle School
and Yucca Valley High School.

The Morongo Basin Transit Authority supports the new proposed project that will provide new
sidewalks along streets that serve one of the busiest bus stop in the Town of Yucca Valley that bus
students to different schools, Onaga Elementary School, Yucca Valley Elementary School, La
Contenta Middle School and Yucca Valley High School Communities. As part of the installation
of the new sidewalks, the Town of Yucca Valley will upgrade all pedestrian access ramps and
driveway approaches within the project area to current Americans with Disabilities Act Standards.

The improvements are consistent with the Town of Yucca Valley General Plan at making our
streets safer for pedestrians, especially children walking to bus stops. Additionally, the project
will encourage more students to walk which will alleviate traffic near the school and help the Town
of Yucca Valley work towards becoming healthier, more active community.

The Town of Yucca Valley is a small community in need of infrastructure investment and the
Active Transportation Program presents an important opportunity to provide neeqed
improvements which will improve safety conditions and encouraging healthy transportation
alternatives for both children and adults.

Mark Goodale

General Manager

62405 Verbena Road ¢ Joshua Tree, California 92252 (760) 366-2986 ¢ FAX (760) 366-2445





351 N. Mountain View Ave., San Bernardino, CA 92415 | Phone: 909.387.9146 Fax: 909.387.6228

- Trudy Raymundo
SAN BERNARDINO Public Health Director

C OU NTY Administration Corwin Porter

Assistant Director

Maxwell Ohikhuare, M.D.
Health Officer

June 1, 2016

Caltrans

Division of Local Assistance

1120 N Street, MS1

Attention: Chief, Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Active Transportation Program — Letter of Support

The San Bernardino County Department of Public Health (SBCDPH) is proud to support for the Safe
Routes to School ATP application proposed by the Town of Yucca Valley. This proposal complements
and builds upon best practices already in place through San Bernardino County’s Healthy Communities
Program.

The proposal will make needed pedestrian improvements near one of the busiest bus stops that serve
Yucca Valley High School, Onaga Elementary School, and La Contenta Middle School in the Town of
Yucca Valley. The proposed project will provide new sidewalks to complement the ADA upgrades being
done on all pedestrian access ramps and driveway approaches being implemented by the Town of
Yucca Valley. Additional opportunities for pedestrian accessibility may support more physically active
lifestyles.

We commend the Town of Yucca Valley on its efforts to improve the wellbeing of its residents by
pursuing increased opportunities for safe physical activity and safer routes to school. SBCDPH fully
supports Yucca Valley’s steps towards improving public health and looks forward to successful
outcomes from the project.

Sincerely,
1]
(—ea—~Cu—~
Maxwell OKikhuare, M.D.
Health Officer

BOARID OF SUPERVISORS

ROBERT A LOVINGOOD JANIGE RUTHERFORD JaMES RAMOS CURT HAGMAN JOSIE GONZALES
Vice Chairman, First District Second [AStrict Chalrman, Third District Kourth Dastrict Fifth District






Board of Education
Chris Proudfoot, President

Karalee Hargrove
Ron Palmer
! L. Hilary Slotta
= UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT Ed will
5715 Utah Trail (P.O. Box 1209), Twentynine Palms, CA 92277 (760) 367-9191 or 365-3394 Fax: (760) 367-7189
Tom Baumgarten
District Superintendent
May 31, 2016
Town of Yucca Valley
58928 Business Center Drive
Yucca Valley, CA 92284

RE:  Grants through the Active Transportation Program .
Town of Yucca Valley — Little League Drive Pedestrian Improvement Project

To Whom It May Concern:

Morongo Unified School District supports the efforts of the Town of Yucca Valley to
obtain Active Transportation Program Grant funding to improve the safety and
convenience of walking to and from school.

Yucca Valley is a small town with so many schools in such a small area. Families in the
neighborhoods want to encourage their children to walk to school; however, unsafe
conditions have resulted in many children walking in the middle of the roadway or
crossing mid-block to get to safer areas on the street.

Morongo Unified School District supports the new proposed project that will provide
new sidewalks along streets that serve one of the busiest bus stops in the Town of Yucca
Valley that bus students to different schools, Onaga Elementary School, Yucca Valley
Elementary School, La Contenta Middle School and Yucca Valley High School
Communities. As part of the installation of the new sidewalks, the Town of Yucca Valley
will upgrade all pedestrian access ramps and driveway approaches within the project area
to current Americans with Disabilities Act Standards.

The improvements are consistent with the Town of Yucca Valley General Plan at making
our streets safer for pedestrians, especially children walking to bus stops. Additionally,
the project will encourage more students to walk which will alleviate traffic near the
school and help the Town of Yucca Valley work towards becoming healthier, more active
community.

This project is essential to our community, The Active Transportation Program Grant
would allow the Town to make upgrades that will greatly benefit our school children; as
well as, all the families in the neighborhood.

& Learning for Life ¢





I appreciate your leadership and your efforts in this very beneficial safet}'/ project. It is
with great pleasure and anticipation that I endorse this application and lend it support.

Tom Baumgarten
District Superintendent
/

Sharon Flores, Assistant Superintendent
Business Services





AL N

SAN BERNARDINO

COUNTY

May 26, 2016

ATP Program Manager
California Department of Transportation

Subject: California Department of Transportation — ATP ‘
Town of Yucca Valley — Little League Pedestrian Improvement Project

Dear ATP Manager:

The San Bernardino County Sheriff’s Department is pleased to support the Town of Yucca Valley’s grant
application for Active Transportation Program (ATP) funding to construct needed pedestrian improvements
near one of the busiest bus stops where students are picked up and transferred to Yucca Valley Elementary
School, La Contenta Middle School, and Onaga Elementary School.

The new proposed project will provide new sidewalks along streets within the Community. As part of the
installation of the new sidewalks, the Town of Yucca Valley will upgrade all pedestrian access ramps g.nd
driveway approaches within the project area to current Americans with Disabilities Act Standards. During
wet weather conditions, many school children move out onto the street to avoid mud and puddles.

The Town of Yucca Valley is a small community in need of infrastructure inyestment and the_ Actix_'e
Transportation Program presents an important opportunity to provide the needed improvements which will
improve safety conditions and encouraging healthy transportation alternatives for both children and adults.

The San Bernardino County Sheriff’s Department fully supports the Town of Yucqa Valley steps toward
improving public safety and health by increasing opportunities for safe physical activity and providing local
residents with Safe Routes to School.

Sincerely,

e

Jeff Joling
Captain

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT o
655 East Third Street o San Bemardino, California 82415-0061 Post Office Box 569  San Bemardino, California 92402-0569





San Bernardino Associated Governments

| Governments |
SAN BAG 1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd FI, San Bernardino, CA 92410

5 Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 ¢ TRANSPORTATION
Working Together RS www.sanbag.ca.gov MEASURE I

eSan Bernardino County Transportation Commission eSan Bernardino County Transportation Authority
eSan Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency eService Authority for Freeway Emergencies

June 7, 2016

ATP Program Manager
California Department of Transportation

Subject: California Department of Transportation — ATP )
Town of Yucca Valley — Little League Drive Pedestrian Improvement Project

Dear ATP Manager:

San Bernardino Associated Government (SANBAG) is pleased to see the Town of Yucca
Valley’s grant application for Active Transportation Program (ATP) funding to construct needed
pedestrian improvements near one of the busiest bus stops that serves Yucca Valley Elementary
School, Yucca Valley High School, Onaga Elementary School, and La Contenta Middle School
in the Town of Yucca Valley.

The new proposed project will provide new sidewalks along streets within the Community.
As part of the installation of the new sidewalks, the Town of Yucca Valley will upgrade all
pedestrian access ramps and driveway approaches within the project area to current Americans
with Disabilities Act Standards.

The Town of Yucca Valley is a disadvantaged community in need of infrastructure investment
and the Active Transportation Program presents an important opportunity to provide needed
improvements which will improve safety conditions and encouraging healthy transportation
alternatives for both children and residents.

Please contact Steve Smith at (909)884-8276, or by email ssmith@sanbag.ca.gov, should you
have additional questions or need more information.

Sincerely

Steve Smith
Director of Planning

Cities of: Adelanto, Barstow, Big Bear Lake, Chino, Chino Hills, Colton, Fontana, Grand Terrace, Hesperia, Highl.and, mea Limf'a, Montclair
Needles, Ontario, Rancho Cucamonga, Redlands, Rialto, San Bernardino, Twentynine Palms, Upland, Victorville, Yucaipa
Towns of® Apple Valley, Yucca Valley County of San Bernardino





BOYS & GIRLS CLuUB
OF THE HI-DESERT

lune 14, 2016

ATP Program Manager

California Department of Transportation

Subject: California Department of Transportation — ATP

Town of Yucca Valley ~ Little League Drive Pedestrian Improvements

Dear ATP Manager:

The Boys & Girls Club of the Hi-Desert requests the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
and the California Transportation Commission (CTC) to consider the application of the Cycle Ill Active
Transportation Program grant toward the Town of Yucca Valley Little League Drive Pedestrian
Improvements Project.

The proposed project will provide new sidewalk along streets that serve one of the busiest bus stops in
the Town of Yucca Valley. This stop services Onaga Elementary School, Yucca valley Elementary School,
La Contenta Middle school, Yucca Valley High Schoal, Yucca Mesa Elementary School and the Boys &
Girls Club of the Hi-Desert.

The Boys & Girls Club of the Hi-Desert services children throughout the Town of Yucca Valley
Community. We currently have 1,875 Club members from age 5-18. Our members attend the local
schools as listed above and many of our teen Club members walk from Yucca Valley High School on the
roadside. This is very unsafe and we would like to see change (sidewalks) that would make this walk
much safer when traveling by foot to and from the Club. Our organization has multiple disabled children,
one of whom is in an electric wheelchair. Not having sidewalks makes it difficult for him to exit from the
bus stop to our front door, especially after it rains. The Boys & Girls Club of the Hi-Desert and the Town
of Yucca Valley aim to work towards becoming a safer, healthier and more active community.

We believe the project will encourage more young people to walk and attend our Boys & Girls Club and
feel safe on their journey.

The Boys & Girls Club of the Hi-Desert appreciates Caltrans and CTC’s consideration of the Town of
Yucca Valley's request for Cycle Ill Active Transportation Program Grant Funds for the Little League Drive
Pedestrian Improvements Project. Please do not hesitate to contact Kristine Perrance, Executive
Director, at 760-365-KIDS (5437) or by email at kperrance@bgchd.org should you have additional
questions or need for more information.

Sincerely,







6/14/2016 California Office of Traffic Safety (OTS)

CALlFORNlA OFFICE OF efault.as
TRAFFIC SAFETY -dcfautase)

2013 OTS RANKINGS

W Home (/) -» media and research (/media_and_research/) -= rankings

Agency Year County Group Population (Avg) DVMT
Yucca Valley 2013 SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY E 21,002 201,940
VICTIMS
TYPE OF COLLISION KILLED &OTS RANKING

INJURED

Total Fatal and Injury 44 71/105

Alcohol Involved 4 73/105

Had Been Drinking Driver < 21 0 95/105

Had Been Drinking Driver 21 - 34 1 81/105

Motorcycles 3 45/105

Pedestrians 6 46/105

Pedestrians < 15 1 44/105

Pedestrians 65+ 2 17/105

Bicyclists 2 86/105

Bicyclists < 15 0 91/105

Composite 19 86/105

FATAL &
TYPE OF COLLISION INJURY OTS RANKING

COLLISIONS

Speed Related 7 66/105

Nighttime (9:00pm - 2:59am) 6 43/105

Hit and Run 1 90/105

TYPE OF ARRESTSARRESTS% RATEOTS RANKING*

http://www.ots.ca.gov/media_and_research/rankings/default.asp 12



http://www.ots.ca.gov/

http://www.ots.ca.gov/media_and_research/

http://www.ots.ca.gov/default.asp



6/14/2016 California Office of Traffic Safety (OTS)

DUI Arrests 48 0.38 38/108

Q@ Address: 2208 Kausen Drive, Suite 300, Elk Grove, CA 95758
. Public Information Inquiries: (916) 509-3030 | Fax (916) 509-3055

¥% Email:

Copyright © 2014 State of California

http://www.ots.ca.gov/media_and_research/rankings/default.asp
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http://www.ots.ca.gov/Site_Map.asp
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<¢ U.S. Census Bureau

o

DP03 SELECTED ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

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 104.11, San Bernardino County, California
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percean Margin of
| . __Error
EMPLOYMENT STATUS |
| Population 16 years and over 5,333 +/-451 5,333 (X)
In labor force l 2,762 +-418 51.8% +-6.7
Civilian labor force ’ 2,636 +/-437 49.4% | +/-7.0
Employed 1,971 +/-389 37.0% +/-6.6
Unemployed 665 +/-218 12.5% +/-3.9
Armed Forces 126 +/-91 2.4% +/-1.7
Not in labor force 2,571 +/-427 48.2% +/-6.7
Civilian labor force 2,636 +/-437 2,636 (X)
Percent Unemployed (X) (X) 25.2% +/-7.3
Females 16 years and over 2,797 +/-352 2,797 (X)
In labor force 1,225 +/-265 43.8% +/-9.1
Civilian labor force 1,225 +/-265 43.8% +/-9.1
Employed 890 +/-242 31.8% +/-8.2
Own children under 6 years 496 +/-312 496 (X)
All parents in family in labor force 145 +/-160 29.2% +/-29.9
Own children 6 to 17 years 1,127 | +/-302 1,127 (X)
All parents in family in labor force 532 +/-184 | 47.2% +/-17.3
COMMUTING TO WORK f
Workers 16 years and over 2,081 +/-372 2,081 (X)wg
Car, truck, or van -- drove alone 1,504 +/-334 | 72.3% +-9.6 |
Car, truck, or van -- carpooled 178 +/-86 8.6% +/-4.2 ‘
Public transportation (excluding taxicab) 14 +-22 0.7% +/-1.0 |
Walked 130 +-109 6.2% | +-5.1 |
Other means 0 +-17 0.0% 17 |
Worked at home 255 +-170 12.3% +-77 |
Mean travel time to work (minutes) 23.8 +/-3.9 (X) (X)
OCCUPATION
Civilian employed population 16 years and over 1,971 +/-389 1,971 (X)
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Subject

Census Tract 104.11, San Bernardino County, California

Estimate | Margin of Error Percent Percerg Margin of
rror
Management, business, science, and arts 702 +/-285 35.6% +/-10.6
occupations
Service occupations 431 +/-160 21.9% +/-7.9
Sales and office occupations 397 +/-127 20.1% +/-6.6
Natural resources, construction, and maintenance 290 | +-151 14.7% +/-7.0
occupations |
Production, transportation, and material moving 151 +/-104 7.7% +-5.1
occupations
NDUSTRY
Civilian employed population 16 years and over 1,971 +/-389 1,971 (X)
Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining 0 +-17 0.0% +/-1.8
Construction 123 +/-103 6.2% +/-56.3
Manufacturing 88 +/-73 4.5% +/-3.5
Wholesale trade 0 +-17 0.0% +/-1.8
Retail trade 151 +/-88 7.7% +/-4.4
Transportation and warehousing, and utilities 89 +/-59 4.5% +/-3.0
Information 39 +/-62 2.0% +/-3.2
Finance and insurance, and real estate and rental 151 +/-88 7.7% +/-4.2
and leasing
Professional, scientific, and management, and 68 +/-64 3.5% +/-3.2
administrative and waste management services
Educational services, and health care and social 572 | +/-187 29.0% +-8.7
assistance |
Arts, entertainment, and recreation, and 263 +-195 13.3% +-9.4
accommodation and food services
Other services, except public administration 165 +/-138 8.4% +/-6.5
Public administration 262 +/-204 13.3% +/-9.9
CLASS OF WORKER
Civilian employed population 16 years and over 1,971 +/-389 1,971 (X)
Private wage and salary workers 1,209 +/-299 61.3% +-12.4
Government workers 574 +/-260 29.1% +/-11.2
Self-employed in own not incorporated business 125 +-91 6.3% +/-4.4
workers
Unpaid family workers 63 +/-66 3.2% | +-3.1
|
NCOME AND BENEFITS (IN 2014 INFLATION- [
IADJUSTED DOLLARS) |
Total households 2,604 +-215 2,604 | (X)
Less than $10,000 168 +/-88 6.5% | +/-3.3
$10,000 to $14,999 271 +-123 10.4% | +/-4.4
$15,000 to $24,999 431 +/-169 16.6% | +/-6.4
$25,000 to $34,999 351 +/-150 13.5% +/-5.8
$35,000 to $49,999 266 +-107 10.2% +/-4.1
" $50,000 to $74,999 553 +/-200 21.2% +-7.3
$75,000 to $99,999 339 +/-152 13.0% B +/-6.0
$100,000 to $149,999 175 +-97 6.7% +/-3.7
$150,000 to $199,999 31 +/-27 1.2% +/-1.0
$200,000 or more 19 +/-24 0.7% +-0.9
Median household income (dollars) | 38,824 +/-12,158 (X) (X)
Mean household income (dollars) 49,071 +/-5,921 (X) (X)
With earnings 1,599 +/-227 61.4% +/-7.4
Mean earnings (dollars) 51,529 +/-7,080 | (X) (X)
With Social Security 1,015 +/-189 39.0% +/-6.6
Mean Social Security income (dollars) 17,926 +/-1,949 (X) (X)
With retirement income 665 +/-149 25.5% +/-5.4
Mean retirement income (dollars) 17,391 +/-4,647 (X) (X)
I
|
With Supplemental Security Income 199 | +-116 7.6% +/-4.3
Mean Supplemental Security Income (dollars) 8,891 | +/-4,061 (X) (X)
With cash public assistance income 337 | +/-145 | 12.9% +/-56.5
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“Census Tract 104 11 San Bemardino County, Caltfornia

: L Esﬂmate = Percent Percent Margin of .
A e e R : : . “Error L
Mean cash public assistance income (dollars) 8, 3{)7 +/.4,723 (X) {X)
With Food Stamp/SNAP beneﬁts rnihe past12 L T EBA T AR 1 T 18I8%, N Y .
months e . L . ST g T T TR e e SRR I T

Families .m0 T  Rag LT el A BAR | e K)
Less lhan $10 000 211 +-139 13.7% +/-8.6
0 $10,00010 $14,999 1 L T e gt T gl T T gee T
$15,000 to $24,999 218 +-121 14.1% +/-7.5
$2500010$34,999 T UTUEe . wks0| . aae%] . 480
$35,000 to $49,999 206 +/-96 13.4% +-6.2
$50,00010$74,999 o oo w b o eeg o ygiad b q74% L 78
$75,000 to $99,999 252 16.3% +/-7.9
$150,000 to $199, 999 31 2.0% +-1.8
.7$200,000 or.more SRR R O T e T A L 0B s s 0.8
Median family income (doﬂars) 42,734 +/-11,433 X) X)
Meanfamrlymcome(dol!ars) .v 51'119 T +/-8,778 (X) (X)

- +Per capitaincome (dollars) . i 19,888 R OTE ] )] ()

Median nonfamily income (dollars) 30,781 +/-16,960 (X) X)

:Median eamings foi workers (dollars) - n S e o osgg g T
Median earnings for male full-time, year-round workers 50,694 +/-11,670 x)
{dollars) e
Median eamxngs for femal 41X

workers {dotlars):

Civilian noninstitutionalized population . 6,630
““With heallh insurance coverage,. . . ... Lh
With private health insurance 2,780
Wit public coverage VR R L8
No health insurance coverage 1,399

ull-time, year-roun 37,891

6,630 {X)
C78E% | w95
41.9% +-8.0

211% +85

“Civiian noninstitutionalized population under 18 T 1897 | /502 1,697
years O ——
-+« Nohealth insurance coverage -

260% |

Crvrhan'nonmsmmronahzed pu +l-412f‘ B

!n labor force +/-409 2,464 (X)
Wrth heallh msurance coverage 1,418 +/-345 78.8% +/-8.9

“ . Withprivate healih insurance i R8s e 808 T eee% e
With public coverage +/-148 15.2% +/-8.1

_ Nohealthinsurancecoverage. .~ | ag W88 2% | 88
Unemployed' +-218 665 {X)

- With healthiinsurance coverage - » %, ©h 005 e e e gag e gy T s ige 19D
With pnvate health insurance 102 +/-64 15.3% +-9.8
“With:public coverage 7/ B R e B T R S T Y )

No health insurance coverage 327 +/-164 49.2% +-19.2
cooNetintlaberforcer i T e T g qeR L ggee [ A AEE e (X)
With health insurance coverage 946 +/-313 79.2% +-9.3

"2~ With private health insurance = oo b e g B g o g gy T g4l
With public coverage 678 +/-311 56.7% +/-13.5
#i:*No health insurance coverage . *. - 720 0 - 1" S LT hAB2 T T 208% w48
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L Subject. .Census Tract 104.11, San Bernardino County, California ,
S B *Estimate - |‘Margin of Error | - Percent -Pe,r,cg:g Margin of
PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES AND PEOPLE WHOSE s P
INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS IS BELOW THE , ,
OVERTYLEVEL - -~ - - -
All families X) X 17.6% +-8.2
"With related children under 18 years Sy Ky 80.1% “+-15.9
With related children under 5 years only x {X) 0.0% +/-49.3
Married couple familigs . : <. o v Xy LHX) i38% 4/-3.8
With related children under 18 years X) (X) 24% +/-4.2
“With related children under 5 years only S HX) ) 0.0% +-49.3
Families with female householder, no husband present x) {X) 49.1% +-22.0
‘With related children under 18 years 09 1 X)L 78.9% 4259
With related children under 5 years only (7] X) R -
All peopie ) X 19.7% +-7.8
“Under18years o0 o T gy b S Ay 1 - 32.0% “+/-18.1
Related children under 18 years Xy X) 32.0% +/-18.1
~Related childrenunder 5 years = =. .- S S - 33.7% - 4/-82.0
Related children 5 to 17 years X) {X) 31.3% +-16.4
A8 yearsandover oo T T s o C158% 362"
18 to 64 years {X) 19.7% +/-8.1
65.years and over - ) CXY e 0% 4/-3.3
Peaple in families X) (X} 19.7% +/-8.9
“Unrelaled individuals 15 years and over Lo XY 49.5% | G 85

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 80 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.

Workers include members of the Armed Forces and civilians who were at work last week.
Occupation codes are 4-digit codes and are based on Standard Occupational Classification 2010.

Industry codes are 4-digit codes and are based on the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS). The Census industry codes for 2013
and later years are based on the 2012 revision of the NAICS. To allow for the creation of 2010-2014 tables, industry data in the multiyear files (2010-
2014) were recoded to 2013 Census industry codes. We recommend using caution when comparing data coded using 2013 Census industry codes
with data coded using Census industry codes prior to 2013. For more information on the Census industry code changes, please visit our website at
hitp//www.census.gov/peoplefio/methodology/.

Logical coverage edits applying a rules-based assignment of Medicaid, Medicare and military health coverage were added as of 2009 - please see
htip://www.census.govihhes/wwwihlihins/publications/coverage_edils_final.pdf for more details. The corresponding 2008 data table in American
FactFinder does not incorporate these edits and is therefore not comparable 1o this table in 2009, 2010, 2011, or 2012. Select geographies of 2008
data comparable to the 2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012 tables are accessible at hitp//iwww.census.gov/hhes/www/hithins/data/acs/2008/re-run.himi.

The health insurance coverage category names were modified in 2010, See ACS Health Insurance Definitions for a list of the insurance type
definitions.

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 principa! 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.8. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates
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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 avaitable 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"*"** enfry 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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Allison Brucker

—= s E=—
From: Lesley Copeland
Sent: Thursday, April 30, 2015 1:55 PM
Subject: PR- Public Workshop- Safe Routes To Schools, Bike and Trails Grant

www.yucca-vallev.org

April 30,2015 FORIMMEDIATE RELEASE  RELEASE # 15-0021

' = : , 5
For more information please contact: Allison Brucker at {760) 369-6579 x308
Town Seeks Public Input for Local Safe Routes to Schools, Bike and Trails Grant

On Tuesday evening, May 12, 2015, from 6:00 pm to approximately 7:00 pm, the Planning Commission
and the Parks, Recreation, and Cultural Commission will hold a public workshop to provide an overview
of an upcoming Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant opportunity, and will cover topics such as
potential projects and project funding sources for local transportation projects. Public input is sought
to identify potential pedestrian, bicycie and trails projects that could be eligible for the grant funds;
residents are encouraged to bring their ideas forward for consideration. Public input to the Planning
Commission and Parks, Recreation and Cultural Commission is essential in assisting the Town in
identification of needed pedestrian oriented transportation projects that are eligible under the ATP grant
program. The workshop will be held in the Yucca Room at the Yucca Valley Community Center located
at 57090 Twentynine Palms Highway, Yucca Valley, CA 92284, If you will not be able to attend the
workshop but would like to submit your input, please email your comments to Allisen Brucker at

abrucker@yucca-valley.org.

The workshop reflects the continued interest the Town Council has shown to pursue additional Safe
Routes to School access improvement projects as well as other pedestrian access and recreational

trail projects by directing staff to search for funding sources to bring these improvement projects to the
1





community. Governor Brown signed Senate Bill 99 and Assembly Bill 101 to create the Active
Transportation Program (ATP) which consolidated Federal and State transportation programs. A call
for projects for both Safe Routes to School, as well as recreational trails, is currently open. The submittal

deadline is June 1, 2015.

For more information contact the Town of Yucca Valley Community Development Department at (760)

369-6575, Monday through Thursday, 7:30 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. (closed from 12:00 p.m. to 1:00 p.m.).

S

Lesley Copeland, CMC

Town Clark

Town of Yueea Valley

57090 Twentynine Palms Hwy
Yucca Valley, CA 92284
Icopeland@vucca-valley.org
{760} 369-7209 x 226

{760) 363-0626 (fax)





Allison Brucker

== e T

From: Susan Earnest
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 10:08 AM
To; Alex Qishta; Allison Brucker
Ce: Curtis Yakimow; Shane Stueckle; Lesley Copeland
Subject: Radio Ad Script for Joint Meeting

Follow up

Completed

Hi Alex and Allison,

From Z107.7 from our NR. This ad will run 15 times between now and the meeting. Let me know if you would like any
changes.

Thanks,
Sue

TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY
PUBLIC WORKSHOP
5/6/15 - 5/12/15

:30 SECONDS

CAN YOU ENVISION A SAFER, EASIER PATH FOR YOUR CHILD TO WALK TO SCHOOL? WISH
THERE WAS A BETTER WAY TO NAVIGATE ON FOOT OR YOQUR BICYCLE? THE TOWN OF
YUCCA VALLEY WANTS TO HEAR FROM YOQU! DON'T MISS THE PUBLIC WORKSHOP,
TUESDAY, MAY 12 AT 6 P.M. AT THE YUCCA ROOM OF THE COMMUNITY CENTER! HEAR
ABOUT POTENTIAL LOCAL TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS AND BRAINSTORM IDEAS OF YOUR
OWN! THE TOWN NEEDS THE HELP OF LOCAL PEDESTRIANS AND WANTS TO KNOW WHAT
YOU NEED! CAN'T ATTEND THE WORKSHOP? EMAIL YOUR IDEAS TO “A BRUCKER AT YUCCA

DASIH VALLEY DOT ORG.”





Sue Farnest
Community Services Manager
Town of Yucca Valley

57090 29 Palms Hwy.

Yucea Valiey, CA 92284

(760) 369-7211 ext 244

fax (760) 369-1605
searnest@yucca-valley.org





Active Transportation Program Workshop
Participation Signup Sheet
May 12, 2015
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TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY
JOINT PLANNING COMMISSION/PARKS, RECREATION
AND CULTURAL COMMISSION MINUTES
May 12, 2015

Chair Bridenstine called the regular meeting of the Yucca Valley Planning Commission to order
at 6:00 p.m.

Commissioners present were:

Jeff Drozd, Commissioner, Planning Commission

leff Evans, Commissioner, Planning Commission
Charles McHenry, Commissioner, Planning Commission
Steve Whitten, Vice Chair, Planning Commission

Vickie Bridenstine, Chair, Planning Commission

Gregory Hill, Commissioner, Parks Recreation and Cultural Commission
Eric Quander, Commissioner, Parks Recreation and Cultural Commission
Laurine Silver, Commissioner, Parks Recreation and Cultural Commission
Ed Keesling, Vice Chair, Parks Recreation and Cultural Commission
Randy Eigner, Chair, Parks Recreation and Cultural Commission

Town of Yucca Valley Staff presént were:

Shane Stueckle, Deputy Town Manager

Alex Qishta, Project Engineer

Sue Earnest, Community Services Manager

Diane Olsen, Planning Technician

Allison Brucker, Planning Secretary

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chair Bridenstine
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

MOTION
That the Commission approve the agenda.

RESULT: APPROVED [UNANIMOUS]

MOVER: Steven Whitten, Vice Chairman

SECONDER: Jeff Evans, Commissioner

AYES: Drozd, Evans, McHenry, Whitten, Bridenstine, Eigner, Hill, Keeling, Quander,

Silver





PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES May 12, 2015

PUBLIC COMIMENTS ON CONSENT AGENDA

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP)
An overview of the Town’s adopted plans, policies and implementation actions and
available funding for the Active Transportation Program.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle and Project Engineer Qishta provided the staff report. The
intent of this item was to discuss potential projects which could be submitted to the Active
Transportation Program, ATP, a competitive grant program offered by the State of California.
Staff presented potential projects which staff thought had the best potential to score well and
requested the Commission’s input and direction. Staff had also actively advertised the meeting
to solicit input from the community.

Staff identified four potentially high scoring projects which would encourage students walking
to and from school. Those project included two projects near the Yucca Valley High School, one
consisting of the installation of curb, gutter, handicap ramps and sidewalks on Onaga Trail from
Palm Avenue West to Acoma Avenue, and the other consisting of the installation of curb,
gutter, handicap ramps and sidewalks on Sage Avenue for Onaga Trail to Joshua Drive; one
project near the Yucca Valley Elementary School consisting of the installation of curb, gutter,
handicap ramps and sidewalk on Pueblo Trail from Hopi East to Deer Trail; and one near La
Contenta Middle School consisting of the installation of curb, gutter, handicap ramps and
sidewalks on and possible road widening on Yucca Trail from Palomar/Avalon East to La
Contenta Road. Staff also provided an overview of how proposed projects would be scored.

Staff identified a potential recreational trail project, but they felt that it would be a low scoring
project for the purposes of this grant. The specific trail project identified was along Yucca
Creek, a major flood control channel from approximately Sage Avenue to the Boys and Girls
club. The issues which would potential make this a low scoring project included the length of
time required to reach an agreement with the San Bernardino Flood Control District, who own
that portion of Yucca Creek, and the difficulty finding a trail head location. There is currently no
pedestrian crossing for the creek at Sage Avenue. The Town will have to look into establishing a
parking area near the Coyote BMX site, a pedestrian crossing across Sage Avenue and
maintenance road access. Staff is working on this project, and while the lack of right of way and
other issues make this a potentially low scoring project, long term this is the first multi-use trail
project which can be implemented. Secondarily and other potential Safe Routes to School
project down Sage would allow the currently SRTS projects to link into the potential recreation
trail project. Staff recommended keeping these prajects as a high priority even if they are not
successful with the grant.
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Staff spoke about the potential for dedicated bike lanes. Dedicated bike lanes required a
certain amount of road width, and most of the streets in Town developed under County
jurisdiction do not have the necessary width. Also many of our road would need to be paved or
repaired to make the suitable for bicycle use.

Chair Bridenstine opened the meeting to public comment on item 1.

PUBLIC COMMENTS ON ITEM 1

Gary Benedict, Joshua Tree, spoke in support of the potential projects. He was a long time
Yucca Valley resident, and his son and daughter are current residents. He said that when his
children were growing up in Yucca Valley, he didn’t allow them to walk to school. He said that
many of the Towns roads are unsafe to let your kids walk on. He spoke in support of the
proposed Safe Routes to School projects and noted that Busses are not available for students
living within two miles of the school. He noted that visibility on Yucca Trail in the early
mornings is poor and that makes walking to La Contenta Middle School dangerous. He also
spoke in support of connecting Safe Routes to School routes between schools.

END PUBLIC COMMENT

Commissioner Quander asked staff how many students would be using the proposed routes.
Staff said that the current number of students walking varied from 3 students walking to La
Contenta to about 40 walking to the High School. Staff said that if the Yucca Trail
improvements were put in, they would expect the number of students walking to La Contenta
to increase from 3 to 15.

Commissioner Quander also asked how these improvements would affect the disadvantaged in
the community. Staff said that the grant application provides specific standards to established
disadvantage communities and that some grant money was set aside specifically for
disadvantaged communities. Staff will be going through the criteria for disadvantaged
communities, including the percentage of students receiving free meals, to see if we meet
them.

Commissioner Hill asked staff about the grant process and asked when staff was first made
aware of the grant opportunity. Staff said that they were made aware of the grant during the
first week of April.

Chair Bridenstine asked staff if the four projects identified were able to stand alone. Staff said
that there was no maximum number of applications, and that the projects were able to stand
alone.





PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES May 12, 2015

Commissioner Evans said that the Safe Route to School improvements from Sage to the High
School have been used by students and made traveling that area easer, but there are still issues
on Onaga moving toward Yucca L, as there are some students walking in that area.
Commissioner Evans asked staff if we have any numbers on pedestrian fatalities to support the
grants question about how the proposed projects will reduce pedestrian fatalities. Staff said
that they are currently working on gather information on pedestrian fatalities, but they were
currently not aware of any happening in those areas.

Commissioner Whitten asked if the grant process varied from year to year or if it stayed the
same. Staff said that this was cycle 2 of this this grant and that the process is more involved
than previously application. Commissioner Whitten about having these kind of project ready to
go in advance. Staff said that in recent experience additional criteria and added or modified in
each grant cycle to make them more competitive. Additionally while keeping these kind of
projects shelf ready will be preferable, it takes staffing resources and special studies that we
don't currently have the resources to do.

Commissioner Whitten spoke about the emails which were submitted to the Commission
pravided community input on potential project, and said that Safe Routes to School projects
were the most popular, with bike routes, trails and improved bus stops following. He also
noted that there should be some consideration of the gaps in the sidewalks along Highway 62,
and that to his knowledge the highways are the only locations with pedestrian fatalities. He said
that Safe Routes to School should be the first priority with the sidewalks on Hwy 62 as the
second, and that moving forward the Town should be careful about giving up space which
might be needed later. Commissioner Whitten also said that the Town should look into trails
which connect to our outer communities or merge with trails belonging to our neighboring
communities. He also said that he would like to see more pedestrian improvements in the
Paradise area.

Commissioner Quander said that it would wonderful to see safe walking routes to the identified
bus stops in the Paradise area.

Commissioner Drozd also suggested that a lot of grants referred to free or reduced lunches.
Staff said that they would check with the school district to get the correct numbers for free or
reduce cost meals.

Commissioner McHenry asked staff about the possibility of putting in a cross walk across Yucea
Trail heading South near La Contenta or a School Zone on Yueea Trail to reduce speeds while
school is in session. Staff said that there are a number of issues on Yucca Trail. It has the
highest traffic volume in town other than Hwy 62, and recent changes in traffic patterns have
effected certain intersections. Staff is discussing evaluating Yucca Trail in both the short and

4
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long term. School zones can only be established adjacent to school property, so a school zone
is not possible for that section of Yucca Trail, and that the installation of a cross walk requires
traffic control measure and ADA access. Currently the County has said that the Yucca Trail/La
Contenta intersection does not meet the requirements for a four way stop. That intersection
will continue to be monitored as part of the effort to bring safety measure in Town.
Commissioner Evans said that he had appreciation for off road routes, and noted that the grant
talked about enhancing health. He asked what the current and future plans were for that kind
of project.

Staff said that outdoor recreational activities is commonly tied into health. Staff provided an
overview of potential trail projects as shown in the Master Trail Plan. Staff noted that many
communities implement these kind of trail master plans along with development. Yucca Valley
hasn’t had the kind of development which would allow us to do that, and prior to incorporation
the County did not lay out a trail plan for this area.

Chair Bridenstine spoke in support of a multi-use trail along Yucca Creek, and if the Town was
able to connect it up Sage it would allow us to connect the recreational facilities such as the
pool, the Community Center, Brehm Park, Tri-Valley Little League and the Girls and Boys Club.
She would encourage us to do the work ahead of time for this project to make it ready for the
next grant opportunity.

Chair Bridenstine opened the meeting to public comment on item 1.

PUBLIC COMMENTS ON ITEM 1

Gary Benedict, Joshua Tree, spoke in support of trails and bike routes. He said that he was a
member of a cycling clubs, and offered to provide letters of support. He spoke in support of a
multi-use trail by Yucca Creek, and said that any trails or walking areas you can tie together
helps children, adults and visitors. He also suggested North Park as an off road riding and hiking
area.

Sheela Hendrix, Yucca Valley, spoke in support of bike lanes. She said she is an avid cyclist and
wants to leave Yucca Valley because of the lack of safe areas to ride bicycles. She said the area
has a lot of potential, but bike lanes are required.

CLOSE PUBLIC COMMENT
Commissioner Whitten asked staff to explain the difference between bike routes and bike

lanes. Staff said that routes are a limited option, which just marks out a bike route with signs,
while bike lanes require enough road width to mark a dedicated lane, Yucca Valley does not
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have any significant lengths of connecting road way wide enough to create dedicated bike
lanes.

MOTION
That the Commissions receive the presentation, and provide input to staff as deemed necessary
based upon the presentation, available information and public participation.

RESULT: APPROVED [UNANIMOUS]

MOVER: Jeff Evans, Commissioner

SECONDER: Eric Quander, Commissioner

AYES: Drozd, Evans, McHenry, Whitten, Bridenstine, Eigner, Hill, Keeling, Quander,
Silver





Allison Brucker

From: Smith, Sandy <ssmith@cmccd.edu>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 3:32 PM

To: Allison Brucker

Subject: INPUT ON PEDESTRIAN AND BIKE ROUTES AND TRAILS

I am unable to make tonight’s meeting but would like to comment that having a bike trail from either end of the basin
(or both ends) to Copper Mountain College would be a great benefit for our staff and students. It would provide a
healthy, green alternative to driving and become a safe haven for walking, jogging, bicycling along HWY 62.

Thank you,

Sandy Smith
Executive Director
Copper Mountain College Foundation

V: 760.366.5256
F: 760.366.5260
www.CMCCD.edu

Did the tax man take a bite out of you this year? Want a secret to reducing your tax for 20167 Charitable
giving! Monthly giving over the course of the year can significantly reduce your tax burden come April 15,
2016. Sign up online and know you are easily helping fund scholarships, campus-wide improvements, extra-
curricular activities and more at Copper Mountain College, all while reducing the amount you will pay to Uncle
Sam. Win-win!! https://app.eta pestry.com/onlineforms/CopperMountainCollegeFoundati/annual2014.html

This message has been scanned for malware by Websense. www.websense.com






lison Brucker

From: Blair CIV Michelle K <michelle.blair@usmc.mil>

Sent: Friday, May 01, 2015 7:24 AM

To; Allison Brucker

Subject: Safe route to schools- News from Town of Yucca Valley
Allison,

I'd like ta share an observation | have made over the past 11 years of living in Yucca Valley. There is A LOT of pedestrian
traffic, kids walking and running (for sports) from the high school {Sage Ave) on Onaga Trl down to Kickapao Trl. Also
from Sage Ave & Qnaga Trl to Acoma Trail up until the pavement turns to dirt.

There is also foot traffic up the partion of Acoma Trl between Joshua Drive and San Andreas Rd (from elderly, people
walking dogs, high school students and even horseback riders going to the apen country above San Andreas Rd). People
seem ta like going up Acoma Trl due to the hill for exercise. There is an established dirt path adjacent to Acoma Trail
between Joshua Drive and San Andreas then people either go up the dirt road or make a right on San Andreas.

R/
Michelle Blair

-----0riginal Messagg-----

From: The Town of Yucca Valley [mailto:lcopeland @yucca-valley.org]

Sent: Thursday, April 30, 2015 3:46 PM

To: Blair CIV Michelle K

Subject: [EEMSG: Marketing] CORRECTION - News from Town of Yucca Valley

<http://r20.rs6.net/on.jsp?ca=0c87648a-7953-491c-8ead-
d006beblaca5&a=1102009602563&d=1120920705797&r=3&o=http://ui.consta ntcontact.com/images/pix1.gif&c=4da

909d0-dfge-11e2-876a-d4ae5292c40b&ch=4dac1710-df8e-11e2-876a-d4ae5292c40b>
Town of Yucca Valley  Press Release

Town Seeks Public Input for Local Safe Routes to Schools, Bike and Trails Grant

April 30, 2015

Release # 15-0021

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE





Allison Brucker

== —
From: lari doughty <lari1944@live.com>
Sent: Monday, May 11, 2015 3:08 PM
To: Allison Brucker
Subject: safe routes to school

DEAR PLANNING COMMISSION,

I AM A DISABLED SENIOR & CANNOT COME TO MEETINGS, BUT | WANTED TO EXPRESS A CONCERN OF
MINE. | LIVE ON ASTER AV. NEAR THE H.S. AND THERE IS A BUS PICKUP FOR THE YOUNGER CHILDREN
BETWEEN SAGE & ASTER ON PUEBLO. THERE ARE QUITE A FEW CHILDREN & NO SIGNAGE OR CROSSING
GUARD & MANY OF THE YOUNGSTERS ARE NOT ACCOMPANIED BY AN ADULT. THE CARS AT THESE TIMES, IN
THE MORNING & AFTERNOON, SPEED DOWN ASTER AVE. WITH LITTLE CAUTION FOR KIDS OR PETS.

I'M HOPING AT LEAST THERE CAN BE SOME SIGNS PUT UP & MAYBE AN OFFICER THERE ONCE IN A WHILE OR
MAYBE ONE OF THE PARENTS COULD BE DESIGNATED AS CROSSING PERSON.

THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION IN THIS MATTER.
SINCERELY,

MRS. DOUGHTY (RETIRED SPECIAL ED. TEACHER)
760-369-6520





Allison Brucker
Al

— e ST
From: Kyria Guthrie <Aaronrexdog@aol.com>
Sent: Sunday, May 03, 2015 1:11 PM
To: Allison Brucker
Subject; Re: town trails

I am not able to go to the town meeting, but | would like to voice my opinion. | am a female runner. | have wanted a
running path for years. We have to share the road with cars, and that is not safe. Most larger populated areas have
designated running/biking paths. We don't. There a lot of runners/bikers in this area. We have several community runs.
The next one being the Grubstakes run. Look at how many local people get involved. We live in an area with NO
sidewalks, so we are forced to share the roads with cars. When | run | move over as far as possible into the dirt even and
still have been almost hit by a car several times. If the town were to get a running path even if | don't live near it, | would
drive to it to be able to use it. 1 live in upper Sky Harbor, it's a peaceful quiet neighborhood. On any given morning there
are dozens of people out walking, jogging and biking. From mothers with strollers to seniors. Please listen to the
community on this topic. Thank you. Kyria Guthrie.

Sent from my iPhone





Allison Brucker

From: Jima Reed <jtreebikeshop@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 4:47 PM

To: Allison Brucker

Subject: Bicycle lanes in Yucca Valley

Thank you for taking the time 1o look into more compicte streets in our community.
David Cooper did a great job getting bike lanes into the Yucca Valley Master Plan and I would like to see that
become a reality.

Here are some more suggestions | would like to see to help our community grow.

Bike lanes on Onaga Trail, Yucca Trail to La Contenta, and Joshua Lane to Machris Park.
This would connect our schools under the Safe Routes to School Act and increase protection for our children.

A Pump Track in town for the community. It would only need an acre of desert land. The City of Truckee
completed one two years ago with volunteer effort for under fifty thousand dollars, and is considered a hub for
the community with all ability and age levels participating.

Thank you again for your time.

Jima Reed

Joshua Tree Bicycle Shop
760 366 3377
joshuatreebicveleshop.com






Allison Brucker

ST
From: Elizabeth Goza <goza®@verizon.net>
Sent; Tuesday, May 12, 2015 4:03 PM
To: Allison Brucker
Subject: bicycle routes

I just heard about the meeting tonight. Too late for me to make it. | live on the mesa inside the town limits. | use my
bicycle for regular transportation, including trips to the grocery store, post office, restaurants and library. My main
concern is that paved roads, including Yucca Mesa Road, be safe for bicycle travel. | support the goal of more bike
paths, but for now, | just want to be able to use existing roads without feeling that my life is in danger. Improving
existing roads to accommedate motor vehicle traffic in both directions plus bicycle traffic, making signal lights more
bicycle friendly, keeping the far right of the roadway in good condition - these are the kind of improvements | would like
to see in the near future. Thank You, Tim Goza





Town of Yucca Valley

TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council
From: Curtis Yakimow, Town Manager
Date: October 29, 2015

Meeting Date: November 3, 2015
Subject: Strategic Planning Outreach Efforts

Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Town Council:

1. Receive and file the report on the results from the Town’s Strategic Planning Outreach
efforts;

2. Provide input as desired for background information, topical information, or general
areas of interest to include as part of the Town'’s Strategic Planning activities.

Order of Procedure
Staff Report
Public Comment
Board Discussion
Motion/Second
Discussion on Motion
Roll Call Vote

Discussion

The Town utilizes the Strategic Planning process to determine the appropriate goals and
objectives that will further the mission of the Town in the near, mid and long term planning
horizons. Through the process, prioritization of objectives and initiatives are developed that
are then reflected in a measurable work plan supported by the Town’s allocation of resources

through the adopted budget.

Strategic Planning Process

A key component of the Strategic Planning process includes significant public outreach efforts
designed to engage and encourage residents, businesses and other stakeholders to provide
input on concerns and issues of importance to them.

Through these associated Council workshops and Town outreach efforts, stakeholders will be






able to contribute thoughts, ideas and suggestions for Council consideration in the Strategic
Planning process.

In accordance with the Town Council’s Strategic Planning Calendar, the Council focused the
better part of the month of October on these outreach efforts.
October
Council hosted public workshops to provide:
Review of prior work plan successes, challenges and alterations.

Opportunity for residents, businesses and other stakeholders to provide input on
proposed Strategic Plan direction.

Discussion and deliberation on ideas, goals, objectives and priorities.

Workshop #1 completed on October 6, 2015 at 4 pm
Workshop #2 completed on October 20, 2015 at 4 pm
Extended Council discussion on similar topics as part of the October 20, 2015

regular Town Council meeting.

Additional extended input from the community through the Town’s social media
presence, solicitation of submitted comments, and community newsletter interaction.
Survey distributed and solicitation of responses throughout October.

Qutreach Results

Attached for the Council’s review is a summary of the outreach results received through
Wednesday October 28, 2015. Additional input will be solicited through the end of the month.
At the November 3, 2015 Town Council meeting, staff will present the results of the outreach
efforts in a summarized format. Additionally, the results will be posted on the Town's social
media sites for community review and information.

After review of the outreach efforts, the Council will be afforded an opportunity to provide
continued feedback and direction to staff as work on the Strategic Plan continues. The
remaining calendar for the completion of the Strategic Plan is as follows:

November
Review and analysis of the outreach efforts.
Completion of the draft Strategic Plan update of goals, objectives and initiatives.

Development of the proposed work plan in support of updated Strategic Plan.

~Packet P






December
Approval of the final Strategic Plan update of goals, objectives and initiatives.
Finalization of the proposed work plan in support of updated Strategic Plan.
Policy guidance to staff regarding integration of Strategic Plan work plan into the FY

2016-18 budget process, commencing in January 2016.

While it is anticipated that the proposed schedule should accommodate the activities necessary
to effectively complete the Strategic Planning process, the schedule is flexible in providing
sufficient time for additional workshops, meetings or discussions should they be necessary.

Alternatives
None Recommended

Fiscal Impact
None with this item

Attachments:

outreach_response_summary
sp_outreach_comments

PacketPg.192.
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Executive Summary

ES.1.0 Introduction

A safe, interconnected cycling and walking system can be a major asset to both individual
communities and to an urban area, particularly one as well suited to these activities as San
Bernardino County. The climate and topography are highly conducive for these and other
outdoor pursuits. Both natural and m an-made corridors provide ideal opportunities for
development of a comprehensive system of cycling facilities, pathways, and trails. Even though
San Bernardino County is known for its recreational opportunities, such a system is not well
developed in many areas of the County.

However, progress is being made. In 2001, the combined total of centerline miles of bicycle
infrastructure for all jurisdictions was 53 miles. As of 201 1, the combined total of centerline miles
of bicycle infrastructure for all jurisdictions is 468 miles. This represents an eight-fold growth in
the County’s bicycle infrastructure.

The challenge ahead involves developing a cohesive, integrated plan and identifying sources of
funds to implement that plan. This is the goal of the San Bernardino County Non-Motorized
Transportation Plan (NMTP). The NMTP of 2001 and the 2006 update have taken us part way
there. This 2011 P lan hopes to take the development of such systems to another level. 'It
identifies a comprehensive network, with a focus on the bicycle system. It is also a response, in
part, to the initiatives to reduce vehicle travel and greenhouse gas emissions embedded in
California Senate Bill 375 (SB 375). The Plan satisfies the State of California requirements of a

Bicycle Transportation Plan (BTP) for purposes of Caltrans Bicycle Transportation Account
(BTA) funding.

Implementation of the Plan will be a win-win on multiple fronts, and a strong partnership among
local governments, transportation agencies, and the citizens of San Bernardino County can
make it happen. The 2011 San Bernardino County NMTP will serve as a vehicle for
communicating the non-motorized vision for the County, which is represented by the collective
visions of each jurisdiction. Although the jurisdictions will be responsible for implementation of
the Plan, it is important to have a Plan that cuts across subareas and j urisdictions so that
coordination can occur on a physical facility level as well as in scheduling and funding.

ES.1.1 Overview of NMTP Development Process

The development of the 2011 NMTP was a collaborative effort between SANBAG and local
jurisdictions in San Bernardino County, with policy oversight by the SANBAG Board of Directors.
The existing 2006 update of the NMTP and the associated local jurisdiction plans provided the
starting point, but the 2011 Plan represents a wholesale upgrade of the entire document,
focusing principally on the bicycle system, but on the walking environment as well.

SANBAG staff conducted an initial inventory of all existing Class I, Il and lll bicycle facilities in

the County andr ode most of the facilities personally. This was supplemer)fcgd by local
jurisdiction inventory data. Existing facilities were then mapped, and proposed facilities from the

ES-1
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prior plan were superimposed. This served as the starting point for network development,
representing an interactive process between SANBAG and local jurisdiction staff.

Basic criteria were applied to gauge the need and feasibility for additional bicycle facilities,
including:

Connections to major destination points and trip generators

Connectivity within and across jurisdictional boundaries

Potential for usage of exclusive rights-of-way (i.e. for Class | facilities)

Physical characteristics of roadways and s uitability for accommodation of bicycle
facilities (i.e. for Class Il and Il facilities)

Closing gaps between existing facilities

Constructability and cost issues

* & & @

Accident data were tabulated from the Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System (SWITRS),
both by jurisdiction and for the County as awhole. A comprehensive countywide map of
existing and proposed facilities was then prepared, and a dr aft subarea map was prepared for
each jurisdiction. Each map was accompanied by tables of existing and proposed facilities, and
a narrative was prepared describing both existing conditions and the bikeway plan for each.
Construction costs were estimated for each improvement type and segment based on current

unit cost factors (in 2010 dollars). The relevant sections were provided to each jurisdiction for
review.

Typically two to three review cycles were undertaken before the city-level maps, tables, and text
were finalized. These represented the “core” of the bicycle portion of the plan and were
incorporated into Chapter 4. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) served
as a focal point for discussion of technical issues related to the NMTP. Periodic reviews of
NMTP status were provided to the TTAC beginning in 2009.

The body of the report was completed and provided for local jurisdiction review in mid-February
2011. The report was reviewed by the TTAC and by individual jurisdictions, and comments were
reflected in the text, as appropriate.

The SANBAG Plans and Programs Committee served as the committee with policy oversight
throughout the process. The committee approved the proposed NMTP policies in October 2009
and received reports on the Plan in February and March, 2011. Following approval of the NMTP
by the Committee on March 16 (action yet to come), the SANBAG Board approved the Plan on
April 6 (action yet to come). Individual jurisdictions were responsible for approval of the Plan
with their own city councils and the Board of Supervisors.

Public involvement opportunities have been available through the open meetings of the Plans
and Programs Committee. Agendas have been posted and are available to all through the
SANBAG website. However, direct outreach to the public and advocacy groups was limited
during the course of the development of this Plan, due to the compressed timeline in which the
Plan had to be prepared once the dates were set by the State for local jurisdiction applications
for Bicycle Transportation Account funds. Nevertheless, one of the implementation actions listed
in Chapter 7is to take this significantly upgraded NMTP to both bicycle and pedes trian
advocates and t he general public. Comments and suggestions from these groups will be
incorporated into the Plan, with another update of the NMTP anticipated by the end of 2012.

ES-2
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ES.1.2 NMTP Structure

The Non-motorized Transportation Plan is organized into the following chapters:

Executive Summary

Introduction

Regional System Overview and Goals, Objectives, and Policies
Bicycle Planning

Pedestrian Planning

Local Jurisdiction Bicycle Plans

Design Guidelines

Plan Implementation

Nooghrwp

Chapter 5 is the key chapter showing the NMTP for bikeways at the jurisdiction level. It includes
an inventory of existing and proposed facilities, mileage statistics, accident data, and a narrative
that ties each plan together. SANBAG acknowledges several Non-Motorized Transportation
Plans prepared for other California jurisdictions from which information, graphics, and examples
were drawn for inclusion in the San Bernardino County NMTP, specifically, bicycle plans for
Stanislaus County, San Francisco Bay Area, and City of Portland. Additional information was
extracted from the Caltrans Design Manual, Chapter 1000 — Bikeway Planning and Design,
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) Guidelines for
the Development of Bicycle Facilities, and the Federal Highway Administration’s Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD).

ES.2.0 Local Jurisdiction Plans

For purposes of the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan, the study uses the following study
areas:

East Valley
West Valley
Victor Valley
Mountains
Barstow Area
Morongo Basin
Needles Area

The subareas are generally consistent with the San Bernardino County Measure | subareas,
with the exception of the San Bernardino Valley. The Valley Measure | Subarea was further
disaggregated into the East Valley and West Valley to provide additional granularity when
mapping the NMTP facilities. Each of these subareas has unique aspects and demographics
relevant to establishing an effective NMTP. Chapter 2 further identifies and comments on the
unique geographic and demographic elements for each subarea.

ES-3
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ES.2.1 Goals

The infrastructure improvements and programs recommended in San Bernardino County for the
NMTP will be shaped by the Plan’s goals and policies. Goals provide the context for the specific
policies discussed in the NMTP. The goals provide the long-term vision and s erve as the
foundation of the Plan. Goals are broad statements of purpose, while policies identify specific
initiatives and provide implementation direction on elements of the Plan.

The following represent the goals of the NMTP:

1.

Increased bicycle and pedestrian access - Expand bicycle and pedestrian fagi!ities and
access within and bet ween neighborhoods, to employment centers, shopping areas,
schools, and recreational sites.

Increased travel by cycling and walking - Make the bicycle and walking an integral part
of daily life in San Bernardino County, particularly (for bicycle) for trips of less than five
miles, by implementing and m aintaining a bi keway network, providing end-of-trip
facilities, improving bicycle/transit integration, encouraging bicycle use, and m aking
bicycling safer and more convenient.

Routine accommodation in transportation and land use planning - Routinely consider
bicyclists and pedestrians in the planning and design of land development, roadway,
transit, and other transportation facilities, as appropriate to the context of each facility
and its surroundings.

Improved bicycle and p edestrian safety - Encourage local and statewide policies and
practices that improve bicycle and pedestrian safety.

ES.2.2 Policies

A set of policy recommendations was approved the SANBAG Plans and Programs Committee
in October 2009 and reconfirmed in February 2011. The policies are as follows:

1.

Local jurisdictions are the agencies responsible for the identification of non-motorized
transportation projects within their jurisdiction for inclusion into the Plan. SANBAG shall
only serve in an advisory capacity with respect to the identification of projects on the
regional network. SANBAG shall provide advice on the inclusion of projects that may
serve to better establish connectivity between jurisdictions, intermodal facilities and
regional activity centers. However, local jurisdictions have sole authority over all projects
included in the Plan

Local jurisdictions are also responsible for implementation of the projects included in the
NMTP. SANBAG may provide advisory support to jurisdictions in the project
development process on request. Should SANBAG be requested to provide assistance
delivering a project in the Plan, such instances should be limited to development of
regional non-motorized transportation facilities that provide connectivity to more than
one jurisdiction or complete gaps within the regional non-motorized transportation
network or serve to provide better access to transit facilities.

ES-4
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1.

12.

San Bernardino County Non-Motorized Transportatin P “ -

SANBAG shall, when feasible, support local education and safety efforts currently being
implemented through local law enforcement, highway patrol, Caltrans and schools to
better educate children and adults on the safe use of bicycles and to promote the non-
motorized transportation system.

SANBAG shall prepare and update the comprehensive map identifying the County’s
non-motorized transportation system using its in-house GIS capabilities. Mamtenance_ of
the maps is also an important element of SANBAG's proposed 511 Traveler Information
System.

SANBAG shall work with its member agencies to develop a regional way-finding system
to assist travelers to identify the non-motorized transportation system. Any such system
developed shall be de veloped in collaboration with local jurisdictions, will afford an
opportunity for member agency customization, and promote connectivity to transit
facilities, park and ride lots, and other regional activity centers.

SANBAG shall work with and encourage member agencies to incorporate non-motorizgd
transportation facilities into general and specific plans as well as provide assistance in
identifying design standards that provide for pedestrian- and bicycle-friendly access to
transit facilities.

SANBAG shall use the NMTP as one ¢ omponent of the overall strategy to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions pursuant to SB 375.

SANBAG shall work with and encourage transit operators to provide end-of-trip
pedestrian and bicycle-serving facilities, such as bike lockers, racks, and capacity on
transit vehicles to carry bicycles and better facilitate the integration and use of non-
motorized transportation within the regional transportation system.

SANBAG shall use this plan as the basis to allocate state, federal, and local funds for
delivery of non-motorized transportation improvements. Fund types may include, but are
not limited to, federal Transportation Enhancement (TE), Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality (CMAQ), state Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA), and Transportation
Development Act (TDA) Article 3 funds.

SANBAG shall work with member agencies to coordinate delivery of the NMTP and
projects contained in the Nexus Study.

SANBAG shall work with member agencies to identify state/federal bicycle and
pedestrian infrastructure or planning grant opportunities. When funding opportunities
arise, SANBAG shall work to support local jurisdiction grant applications or collaborate
with local jurisdictions to directly submit grant applications for projects in the Plan.

SANBAG and member agencies shall conduct regular bicycle and pedestrian counts to
monitor the effects of implementation of the NMTP. SANBAG shall work to identify
funding for the monitoring of Class |, separated shared-use facilities, so that no financial
impact is borne by the local jurisdictions for collection of count information. Counts
conducted on Class Il and Class lll, on-street bicycle facilities, shall correspond with
counting for intersections that are both on the non-motorized network and require CMP
Monitoring as outlined in the Congestion Management Program. When counts for non-
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CMP intersections are desired, SANBAG shall be responsible for identifying funding for
such counts.

These policies constitute a m odest expansion of SANBAG's role in implementing the NMTP.
Most of the policy recommendations are incorporated into SANBAG's current activities, although
they may not be explicitly stated. All of the proposed policies are consistent with the agency’s
role as a County Transportation Commission and a Council of Governments. Moreover,
SANBAG programs significant state, federal and local funding sources to implement the
components of the NMTP, and needs to play an active role in providing for regional non-
motorized transportation from that perspective as well.

ES.3.0 Bicycle Planning

Chapter 3 provides an overview of bicycle planning as it relates to the San Bernardino C_ounty
Non-Motorized Transportation Plan. The chapter begins by outlining the classes of bicycle

facilities. For the purposes of the NMTP, there are three classes of bicycle facilities and are as
follows:

* Class | (Share Use or Bike Path): A bikeway physically separated from any street or
highway. Shared Use Paths may also be used by pedestrians, skaters, wheelchair
users, joggers, and other non-motorized users.

e Class Il (Bike Lane): A portion of roadway that has been des ignated by striping,
signaling, and pavement markings for the preferential or exclusive use of bicyclists.

» Class Il (Bike Route): A generic term for any road, street, path, or way that in some
manner is specifically designated for bicycle travel regardless of whether such facilities
are designated for the exclusive use of bicycles, or are to be s hared with other
transportation modes.

ES.3.1 Types of Riders

Despite the advances various cities have made in facilitating bicycling, many individuals still
have concerns about the safety of bicycle transportation. Other bikeway plans have used a
typology to categorize riders based on their approach to bicycling. A more thorough description
of the four classes of bike riders identified by Alta Planning in collaboration with the City of
Portland include:

Strong and Fearless
Enthused and Confident
Interested but Concerned
Not Interested

Of course there are limitations to any model that categorizes individuals; however, there is stil
some utility to considering these four generalizations, namely that it forces SANBAG to better
think about who the plan is intended to serve. A major premise of this plan is that the residents
who are described as ‘interested but concerned’ will not be attracted to bicycle for transportation

by the provision of more bike lanes, but may be more willing to ride if a network of low-stress
bikeways is provided.
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ES.3.2 Existing Bicycle Network

ES.3.2.1 Overview

San Bernardino County has some excellent non-motorized facilities already in p_lace f<_>r bo’gh
recreation and commuting. The following describes these assets in detail and their relationship
to the NMTP.

The growth of the non-motorized system has been substantial during the past decade. In 2001,
the combined total of centerline miles of bicycle infrastructure for all jurisdictions was 53 miles.
As of 2011, the combined total of centerline miles of bicycle infrastructure for all jurisdictions is
468 miles. This represents anincrease of 415 centerline miles and a 780% growth in the
County’s bicycle infrastructure.

Subarea maps of existing and proposed bicycle facilities are provided in Figures ES.1 through
ES.7. The full set of maps may be referenced at the end of the Executive Summary. Additional
information and tabular summaries of existing and proposed route mileage are provided for
each individual jurisdiction in Chapter 5.

ES.3.2.2  Existing Regional Non-Motorized Assets

San Bernardino County has some excellent non-motorized facilities already in place for both
recreation and c ommuting. Chapter 3 more thoroughly describes the assets, but the NMTP
recognizes the following as assets within the context of the Plan.

Pacific Electric Trail

Santa Ana River Trail

Flood Control Channels

Power Line Corridors

Cajon Pass Connector — Route 66 Heritage Trail
Orange Blossom Trail

ES.3.3 Future Bicycle Network

In addition to the above-mentioned existing regional assets that span across cities, many
jurisdictions have developed their own Class |, Class I, and/or Class lll bikeways. Collectively,
these represent the bikeways portion of the NMTP. Figures ES.1 through ES.7 showcase these
future facilities at the subarea level. Table ES.1 summarizes the total centerline mileage of
existing and planned bicycle network by class. These mileage totals represent a summation of
those in the individual jurisdiction plans. Because some of the planned facilities represent
conversions from one class to another, the total existing plus planned is a slight over-counting of
the actual mileage expected when the plan is complete.
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Table ES.1. Summary of Existing and Planned Bicycle Network Centerline Mileage
(Note: Total existing plus planned represents a slight over-representation of the future network
totals — see text.)

Class| | Class Il | Class Ill | Total
Existing | 78.1 270.1 116.3 464.5
Planned | 277.9 756.6 247.6 1282.1
Total 356.0 1026.7 | 363.9 1746.6

The local jurisdiction plans in Chapter 5 are drawn from the subarea maps and provide a more
detailed discussion on specific bikeway facilities, end-of-trip facilities, and project priorities,
where appropriate. C hapter 6 addr esses design considerations when implementing bicycle
facilities. Chapter 7 presents an overall implementation strategy and priorities.

ES.3.4 Recommendations for the Regional Bikeway System

Specific project lists, recommendations, and priorities are contained in the individual jurisdiction
bicycle plans in Chapter 5. This section provides recommendations that are regional in nature,
with emphasis on the physical infrastructure in San Bernardino County. Chapter 7 presents an
implementation strategy that takes these a step further, and provides regional priorities.

1.

Deliver the Class I, Il and Ill identified in the subarea maps referenced in Chapter 3.
Although the Class | facilities can be considered a backbone bicycle system, there is
much more to the network than just Class | facilities. Other types of facilities can also be
delivered more quickly and less expensively, improving regional connectivity.

Develop better bicycle connectivity between cities and s ubareas of the County by
coordinating the location and staging of network improvements. This must include
improved collaboration with Caltrans, given the number of State highways connecting
the subareas. Connectivity on Class Il and Class Ill bicycle facilities can be increased
by prioritizing the “low-hanging fruit’ — parts of the regional system that are low-cost,
close gaps in the system, and provide connections to key destinations.

Develop a better “sense of a system” through improved signage, markings, and way-
finding for both cyclists and pedestrians.

Develop animproved inventory of end-of-trip facilities, particularly at transit stations,
schools, other public buildings, and major employment centers.

Proactively coordinate integration of cycling and w alking accommodations with the
State’s Complete Streets requirements, once guidelines are finalized by the State.
Proactively coordinate integration of cycling and walking access accommodations to and
from transit stations.

Continue safety education and promotion of cycling through schools, newsletters, and
public websites.
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ES.4.0 Pedestrian Planning

It is often perceived that pedestrian transportation is essentially a local concern, given the length
of most pedestrian trips and the manner in which these trips are usually contained within a given
area, whether that area is a schoolyard, a shopping center, a college campus or a downtown
business district. At the same time, federal legislation and funding programs remind us that
regional, state and federal levels of government all have a stake in designing the multi-modal
transportation system to serve the needs of all travelers. It is often said that pedestrian planning
is a part of “alternative transportation planning,” yet there is no more basic mode of
transportation than getting around on foot. Indeed, no trip involving a car, bus, train, airplane or
other mode can even begin without a pedestrian journey taking place. Regional transportation
facilities such as airports and transit stations must be designed around the needs of the
pedestrian if they are to fulfill their mission.

For purposes of this plan, the following activities are considered regional priorities for pedestrian
planning and project development:

1. Improving pedestrian access to transit:
2. Removing existing barriers to pedestrian travel:

3. Development of regional trails and pathways which provide improved pedestrian access
to destinations;

4. Improvement of the pedestrian environment on major regional arterials and at regional
activity centers.

Chapter 4 describes potential elements of a regionally based pedestrian tran_sportation effort.
The core focus of pedestrian planning, as it relate to this plan, include the following:

* Improving transit access

* Preventing and eliminating barriers to pedestrian travel

» Developing regional trails and pathways .

o Better providing for pedestrian travel on major regional arterials and at activity centers
ES.5.0 Overview of Local Jurisdiction Plans

Chapter 5 represents the heart of the Non-Motorized Plan for bicycle facilities. The chapter
contains individualized plans for each of the 25 jurisdictions in San Bernardino County, with
emphasis on the bicycle system. The plans all contain the same structure, including the
following elements:

* The population of the jurisdiction

* An overview of the jurisdiction, including uniquely tailored commentary about its
geography or historical elements.

* A summary of the jurisdiction’s existing and proposed land use.

* A map of the jurisdiction’s General Plan land use coverage, including information on
schools, parks, residential, commercial and industrial land uses.
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* A map of the jurisdiction’s existing and proposed bicycle facility networks.

* A textual description of the existing non-motorized condition.

* Atextual description of the jurisdiction’s past investment in non-motorized infrastructure

* Atextual description of the jurisdiction’s non-motorized priorities, if any.

e Tables that document existing, future and p riority bicycle facility projects with class,
mileage, and estimated costs.

e A summary table of multi-modal connections.

®

Documentation of municipal code pertaining to the provision of non-motorized serving

infrastructure, if available.

* A summary of non-motorized serving infrastructure, including bike racks, bike lockers
and shower facilities where identified.

* A table with collision information and an analysis as to how the number of collisions

relates to the state average.

* Information on jurisdiction safety and educ ation programs related to non-motorized
transportation.

ES.6.0 Design Guidelines

Chapter 6 provides details on the recommended design and operating standards for the San
Bernardino County Bikeway System.

The Caltrans Design Manual, Chapter 1000 — Bikeway Planning and Design establishes the
standards for bicycle facility design within the state of California. These standards are, for the
most part, consistent with the American Association of State Highway and T ransportation
Officials (AASHTO) Guidelines for the Development of Bicycle Facilities. The Caltrans
standards provide the primary basis for the design recommendations that follow.

ES.7.0 Implementation

Chapter 7 provides an i mplementation strategy for the NMTP and a descripjtion of fund?ng
opportunities for the proposed bicycle and pedes trian improvements. The implementation
strategy consists of the following elements:

* Identification of implementation priorities (both infrastructure and institutional)
» Coordination of responsibilities for project delivery
e Identification and pursuit of funding opportunities

Each of these elements is described below.

ES.7.1 Implementation Priorities

The setting of priorities for the NMTP involves more than just the identificati.or'w_m_c priority
projects, although it does include that. Priorities must also consider institutional |n|t|a't|ves that
pave the way for the delivery of priority projects. Thus, the priorities for the NMTP include a
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restatement of some of the recommendations for system improvement iqentiﬁed in Chapte( 3,
plus several institutional initiatives to foster program and project delivery. T he following
represent NMTP priorities (not in order of importance):

1. Deliver the Class | backbone bicycle system. A Ithough the Class | facilities can be
considered a backbone bicycle system, there is much more to the network than just
Class | facilities. Other types of facilities can also be delivered more quickly and less
expensively, improving regional connectivity.

2. Develop better bicycle connectivity between cities and s ubareas of the County. T his
must include improved collaboration with Caltrans, given the number of State highways
connecting the subareas.

3. Increase connectivity on Class Il and Class Il bicycle facilities by prioritizing the “low-
hanging fruit” — parts of the regional system that are low-cost, close gaps in the system,
and provide connections to key destinations.

4. Develop a better “sense of a system” through improved signage, markings, and way-
finding for both cyclists and pedestrians

5. Proactively coordinate integration of cycling and w alking accommodations with the
State’s Complete Streets requirements

6. Proactively coordinate integration of cycling and walking access accommodations to and
from transit stations

7. Aggressively pursue grant funding and devote additional programmatic funding to non-
motorized facilities

8. ldentify individuals within SANBAG, local jurisdictions, Caltrans, and transit agencies_ to
be points of contact on non-motorized facility implementation and ensure communication
on non-motorized topics among the agencies.

The full identification of Class | bicycle facilities is contained in the subarea maps in Chapter 3
and in the individual jurisdiction plans in Chapter 5. Several key Class | projects listed in the
2001 NMTP and the 2006 update that would be considered as part of the Class | backbone
system include:

Santa Ana River Trail

Pacific Electric Trail

Orange Blossom Trail

San Timoteo Canyon Trail

Riverwalk Trail

Cajon Pass Connector — Route 66 Heritage Trail

ES.7.2 Coordination of Responsibilities for Project Delivery

The policies listed in Chapter 2 provide guidance as to how implementation is to occur. Local
jurisdictions are responsible for the identification, prioritization, and implementation of non-
motorized transportation projects within their jurisdiction, with SANBAG serving in an advisory
capacity and c oordinating activity where necessary. S ANBAG is also to work with local
jurisdictions to develop a regional way-finding system.

The policies also identify arole for SANBAG to pursue grant opportunities for State/federal

bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure or planning. SANBAG will support local jurisd.ictic_m grant
applications or collaborate with local jurisdictions to directly submit grant applications for
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projects in the Plan. The pursuit of grant application opportunities is one 9f the areas identified
in the Plan where substantial improvement is possible, as San Bernardino County has_been
under-represented in the share of non-motorized grant funds that have been awarded in the
past.

This Plan recognizes that regional cooperation among local agencies is critical in the selection
and promotion of priority projects and the allocation of local funding to ensure an orderly
implementation of an effective bicycle system.

The schedule for implementation on a year-to-year basis can be better coordinated and should
be determined by:

Relationship to the regional system

Readiness of each project in terms of local support;
CEQA approvals;

Right-of-way requirements;

Timing with other related improvements; and/or
Success in obtaining competitive funding.

SANBAG staff should monitor the short- and mid-term projects identified in this Plan and
subsequent updates, and maintain a comprehensive list of projects and funding allocations. A
rolling five-year schedule of short-term projects should be identified so that resources can be
focused and coordinated to ensure attention to priority projects over time. This is not to the
exclusion of other local projects, but regional connectivity to support commuting and othgr
longer-distance trips is an emphasis of this Plan. Each year the TTAC and SANBAG staff will
review the list of projects slated for priority that year, review the readiness of each project to be
proposed for funding, and consider the sequencing of the projects. This process does not
preclude cities and local agencies from continuing to submit other local projects for funding
consideration.

ES.7.3 Funding Opportunities

There are a variety of potential funding sources - including local, state, regional, and federal
programs - that can be used to construct the proposed bicycle and pedestrian improvements.
Most of the federal, state, and regional programs are competitive, and involve the completion of
extensive applications with clear documentation of the project need, costs, and ben efits. In
addition, the majority of the programs require a local match, usually 10-15% of the total project
cost.

The recipients of grant funds for many of these programs are then required to monitor the
projects for compliance with the program guidelines. Although the pursuit and administration of
grant moneys can require as ignificant amount of staff time, grant funding allows for the
construction of more miles of facilities.

The key to receiving funds will be to tailor grant requests to meet specific requirements and
criteria, leverage grants with matching funds, and demonstrate a commitment by the jurisdiction
to implement and maintain the system. Serious intent would include adoption of the NMTP,
development of an additional local plan, inclusion of bikeway improvements into the Capital
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DP03 SELECTED ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

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 104.11, San Bernardino County, California
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percean Margin of
| . __Error
EMPLOYMENT STATUS |
| Population 16 years and over 5,333 +/-451 5,333 (X)
In labor force l 2,762 +-418 51.8% +-6.7
Civilian labor force ’ 2,636 +/-437 49.4% | +/-7.0
Employed 1,971 +/-389 37.0% +/-6.6
Unemployed 665 +/-218 12.5% +/-3.9
Armed Forces 126 +/-91 2.4% +/-1.7
Not in labor force 2,571 +/-427 48.2% +/-6.7
Civilian labor force 2,636 +/-437 2,636 (X)
Percent Unemployed (X) (X) 25.2% +/-7.3
Females 16 years and over 2,797 +/-352 2,797 (X)
In labor force 1,225 +/-265 43.8% +/-9.1
Civilian labor force 1,225 +/-265 43.8% +/-9.1
Employed 890 +/-242 31.8% +/-8.2
Own children under 6 years 496 +/-312 496 (X)
All parents in family in labor force 145 +/-160 29.2% +/-29.9
Own children 6 to 17 years 1,127 | +/-302 1,127 (X)
All parents in family in labor force 532 +/-184 | 47.2% +/-17.3
COMMUTING TO WORK f
Workers 16 years and over 2,081 +/-372 2,081 (X)wg
Car, truck, or van -- drove alone 1,504 +/-334 | 72.3% +-9.6 |
Car, truck, or van -- carpooled 178 +/-86 8.6% +/-4.2 ‘
Public transportation (excluding taxicab) 14 +-22 0.7% +/-1.0 |
Walked 130 +-109 6.2% | +-5.1 |
Other means 0 +-17 0.0% 17 |
Worked at home 255 +-170 12.3% +-77 |
Mean travel time to work (minutes) 23.8 +/-3.9 (X) (X)
OCCUPATION
Civilian employed population 16 years and over 1,971 +/-389 1,971 (X)
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Subject

Census Tract 104.11, San Bernardino County, California

Estimate | Margin of Error Percent Percerg Margin of
rror
Management, business, science, and arts 702 +/-285 35.6% +/-10.6
occupations
Service occupations 431 +/-160 21.9% +/-7.9
Sales and office occupations 397 +/-127 20.1% +/-6.6
Natural resources, construction, and maintenance 290 | +-151 14.7% +/-7.0
occupations |
Production, transportation, and material moving 151 +/-104 7.7% +-5.1
occupations
NDUSTRY
Civilian employed population 16 years and over 1,971 +/-389 1,971 (X)
Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining 0 +-17 0.0% +/-1.8
Construction 123 +/-103 6.2% +/-56.3
Manufacturing 88 +/-73 4.5% +/-3.5
Wholesale trade 0 +-17 0.0% +/-1.8
Retail trade 151 +/-88 7.7% +/-4.4
Transportation and warehousing, and utilities 89 +/-59 4.5% +/-3.0
Information 39 +/-62 2.0% +/-3.2
Finance and insurance, and real estate and rental 151 +/-88 7.7% +/-4.2
and leasing
Professional, scientific, and management, and 68 +/-64 3.5% +/-3.2
administrative and waste management services
Educational services, and health care and social 572 | +/-187 29.0% +-8.7
assistance |
Arts, entertainment, and recreation, and 263 +-195 13.3% +-9.4
accommodation and food services
Other services, except public administration 165 +/-138 8.4% +/-6.5
Public administration 262 +/-204 13.3% +/-9.9
CLASS OF WORKER
Civilian employed population 16 years and over 1,971 +/-389 1,971 (X)
Private wage and salary workers 1,209 +/-299 61.3% +-12.4
Government workers 574 +/-260 29.1% +/-11.2
Self-employed in own not incorporated business 125 +-91 6.3% +/-4.4
workers
Unpaid family workers 63 +/-66 3.2% | +-3.1
|
NCOME AND BENEFITS (IN 2014 INFLATION- [
IADJUSTED DOLLARS) |
Total households 2,604 +-215 2,604 | (X)
Less than $10,000 168 +/-88 6.5% | +/-3.3
$10,000 to $14,999 271 +-123 10.4% | +/-4.4
$15,000 to $24,999 431 +/-169 16.6% | +/-6.4
$25,000 to $34,999 351 +/-150 13.5% +/-5.8
$35,000 to $49,999 266 +-107 10.2% +/-4.1
" $50,000 to $74,999 553 +/-200 21.2% +-7.3
$75,000 to $99,999 339 +/-152 13.0% B +/-6.0
$100,000 to $149,999 175 +-97 6.7% +/-3.7
$150,000 to $199,999 31 +/-27 1.2% +/-1.0
$200,000 or more 19 +/-24 0.7% +-0.9
Median household income (dollars) | 38,824 +/-12,158 (X) (X)
Mean household income (dollars) 49,071 +/-5,921 (X) (X)
With earnings 1,599 +/-227 61.4% +/-7.4
Mean earnings (dollars) 51,529 +/-7,080 | (X) (X)
With Social Security 1,015 +/-189 39.0% +/-6.6
Mean Social Security income (dollars) 17,926 +/-1,949 (X) (X)
With retirement income 665 +/-149 25.5% +/-5.4
Mean retirement income (dollars) 17,391 +/-4,647 (X) (X)
I
|
With Supplemental Security Income 199 | +-116 7.6% +/-4.3
Mean Supplemental Security Income (dollars) 8,891 | +/-4,061 (X) (X)
With cash public assistance income 337 | +/-145 | 12.9% +/-56.5
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“Census Tract 104 11 San Bemardino County, Caltfornia

: L Esﬂmate = Percent Percent Margin of .
A e e R : : . “Error L
Mean cash public assistance income (dollars) 8, 3{)7 +/.4,723 (X) {X)
With Food Stamp/SNAP beneﬁts rnihe past12 L T EBA T AR 1 T 18I8%, N Y .
months e . L . ST g T T TR e e SRR I T

Families .m0 T  Rag LT el A BAR | e K)
Less lhan $10 000 211 +-139 13.7% +/-8.6
0 $10,00010 $14,999 1 L T e gt T gl T T gee T
$15,000 to $24,999 218 +-121 14.1% +/-7.5
$2500010$34,999 T UTUEe . wks0| . aae%] . 480
$35,000 to $49,999 206 +/-96 13.4% +-6.2
$50,00010$74,999 o oo w b o eeg o ygiad b q74% L 78
$75,000 to $99,999 252 16.3% +/-7.9
$150,000 to $199, 999 31 2.0% +-1.8
.7$200,000 or.more SRR R O T e T A L 0B s s 0.8
Median family income (doﬂars) 42,734 +/-11,433 X) X)
Meanfamrlymcome(dol!ars) .v 51'119 T +/-8,778 (X) (X)

- +Per capitaincome (dollars) . i 19,888 R OTE ] )] ()

Median nonfamily income (dollars) 30,781 +/-16,960 (X) X)

:Median eamings foi workers (dollars) - n S e o osgg g T
Median earnings for male full-time, year-round workers 50,694 +/-11,670 x)
{dollars) e
Median eamxngs for femal 41X

workers {dotlars):

Civilian noninstitutionalized population . 6,630
““With heallh insurance coverage,. . . ... Lh
With private health insurance 2,780
Wit public coverage VR R L8
No health insurance coverage 1,399

ull-time, year-roun 37,891

6,630 {X)
C78E% | w95
41.9% +-8.0

211% +85

“Civiian noninstitutionalized population under 18 T 1897 | /502 1,697
years O ——
-+« Nohealth insurance coverage -

260% |

Crvrhan'nonmsmmronahzed pu +l-412f‘ B

!n labor force +/-409 2,464 (X)
Wrth heallh msurance coverage 1,418 +/-345 78.8% +/-8.9

“ . Withprivate healih insurance i R8s e 808 T eee% e
With public coverage +/-148 15.2% +/-8.1

_ Nohealthinsurancecoverage. .~ | ag W88 2% | 88
Unemployed' +-218 665 {X)

- With healthiinsurance coverage - » %, ©h 005 e e e gag e gy T s ige 19D
With pnvate health insurance 102 +/-64 15.3% +-9.8
“With:public coverage 7/ B R e B T R S T Y )

No health insurance coverage 327 +/-164 49.2% +-19.2
cooNetintlaberforcer i T e T g qeR L ggee [ A AEE e (X)
With health insurance coverage 946 +/-313 79.2% +-9.3

"2~ With private health insurance = oo b e g B g o g gy T g4l
With public coverage 678 +/-311 56.7% +/-13.5
#i:*No health insurance coverage . *. - 720 0 - 1" S LT hAB2 T T 208% w48
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L Subject. .Census Tract 104.11, San Bernardino County, California ,
S B *Estimate - |‘Margin of Error | - Percent -Pe,r,cg:g Margin of
PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES AND PEOPLE WHOSE s P
INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS IS BELOW THE , ,
OVERTYLEVEL - -~ - - -
All families X) X 17.6% +-8.2
"With related children under 18 years Sy Ky 80.1% “+-15.9
With related children under 5 years only x {X) 0.0% +/-49.3
Married couple familigs . : <. o v Xy LHX) i38% 4/-3.8
With related children under 18 years X) (X) 24% +/-4.2
“With related children under 5 years only S HX) ) 0.0% +-49.3
Families with female householder, no husband present x) {X) 49.1% +-22.0
‘With related children under 18 years 09 1 X)L 78.9% 4259
With related children under 5 years only (7] X) R -
All peopie ) X 19.7% +-7.8
“Under18years o0 o T gy b S Ay 1 - 32.0% “+/-18.1
Related children under 18 years Xy X) 32.0% +/-18.1
~Related childrenunder 5 years = =. .- S S - 33.7% - 4/-82.0
Related children 5 to 17 years X) {X) 31.3% +-16.4
A8 yearsandover oo T T s o C158% 362"
18 to 64 years {X) 19.7% +/-8.1
65.years and over - ) CXY e 0% 4/-3.3
Peaple in families X) (X} 19.7% +/-8.9
“Unrelaled individuals 15 years and over Lo XY 49.5% | G 85

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 80 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.

Workers include members of the Armed Forces and civilians who were at work last week.
Occupation codes are 4-digit codes and are based on Standard Occupational Classification 2010.

Industry codes are 4-digit codes and are based on the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS). The Census industry codes for 2013
and later years are based on the 2012 revision of the NAICS. To allow for the creation of 2010-2014 tables, industry data in the multiyear files (2010-
2014) were recoded to 2013 Census industry codes. We recommend using caution when comparing data coded using 2013 Census industry codes
with data coded using Census industry codes prior to 2013. For more information on the Census industry code changes, please visit our website at
hitp//www.census.gov/peoplefio/methodology/.

Logical coverage edits applying a rules-based assignment of Medicaid, Medicare and military health coverage were added as of 2009 - please see
htip://www.census.govihhes/wwwihlihins/publications/coverage_edils_final.pdf for more details. The corresponding 2008 data table in American
FactFinder does not incorporate these edits and is therefore not comparable 1o this table in 2009, 2010, 2011, or 2012. Select geographies of 2008
data comparable to the 2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012 tables are accessible at hitp//iwww.census.gov/hhes/www/hithins/data/acs/2008/re-run.himi.

The health insurance coverage category names were modified in 2010, See ACS Health Insurance Definitions for a list of the insurance type
definitions.

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 principa! 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.8. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates
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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 avaitable 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 lo