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APPLICATION SUMMARY

This summary page is filled out automatically once the application is completed.

After the application is finalized, please save this PDF form using the exact "Application ID" (shown below) as the file name.

Application ID 06-Fresno County-1

Important:  Review and follow the Application Form Instructions step-by-step as you complete the application. Completing an application 
without referencing the instructions will likely result in an incomplete application or an application with fatal flaws that will be 
disqualified from the ranking and selection process.

Submitted By (Agency)

Fresno County

Caltrans District

06

Application Number

1

Out of

2

Project Location
Auberry Road and Frazier Road in eastern Fresno County

Project Description
Reconstruct the intersection and improve the horizontal alignment by flattening the curve.  Install a right-turn pocket and a left-turn pocket. 
Widen the shoulders, and improve intersection sight distance.  Install a painted median.

Application Category

Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR)

Total Project Cost

 $2,644,900 

HSIP Funds Requested

 $2,380,410 

Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR)

16.46

22-1041
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Basic Information

Date: Sep 12, 2022 Caltrans District: 06 MPO: FCOG

Agency: Fresno County County: Fresno County

Total number of applications being submitted by your agency: 2

Application Number (each application must have a unique number): 1

Check if this application is one of the multiple ones for the same project (please review the form instructions for explanation).

Contact Person Information

Name (Last, First): Nakagawa, Wendy

Position/Title of Contact Person: Supervising Engineer

Email: Wnakagawa@fresnocountyca.gov Telephone: (559) 600-4265 Extension:

Address: 2220 Tulare St, 6th Floor

City: Fresno Zip Code: CA 93721 (Enter only a 5-digit number)

Application Category: Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR)

Project Information

Project Title: 
-Be Brief (Limited to 100 Characters) 

Auberry Road and Frazier Road Intersection Realignment

Project Location: 
-Be Brief (Limited to 250 Characters) 
-See Application Form Instructions

Auberry Road and Frazier Road in eastern Fresno County

Project Description: 
-Be Brief (Limited to 250 Characters) 
-See Application Form Instructions

Reconstruct the intersection and improve the horizontal alignment by flattening the curve.  Install a right-
turn pocket and a left-turn pocket.  Widen the shoulders, and improve intersection sight distance.  Install 
a painted median.

Total Project Cost

 $2,644,900 

HSIP Funds Requested

 $2,380,410 

Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR) 
(Required for a BCR application. Skip for Funding Set-Aside application)

16.46
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1. Project Identification 
Describe how the agency identified the project as one of its top safety priorities. Was a data-driven safety evaluation of their entire roadway 
network completed? Do the proposed project locations represent some of the agency's highest fatal and injury crash concentrations and 
types of crashes? 
(Limited to 5,000 characters)

The County's Local Road Safety Plan (LRSP), adopted in June 2022, a data-driven safety analysis conducted by a traffic engineering 
consultant in conjunction with County staff, ranked the top 20 locations in terms of crash severity.  This intersection ranked #5 overall, but 
it is an agency priority due to the higher percentage of fatalities versus crashes over other projects on the list.  The Y-shaped intersection 
at Auberry Road and Frazier Road experienced a total of twelve vehicle crashes over 3.12 years, within the analyzed three to five-year 
period. Eleven of the twelve crashes occurred on the southbound lane on the curve.  Two crashes were fatal and two crashes resulted in 
severe injury.  Seven crashes were hit object, two of them fatal.  Four crashes resulted in overturned vehicles.  Out of the twelve crashes 
in the dataset, 67% (eight) occurred at night.  The proposed treatments that improve visibility around the curve and curtail run-off-road 
collisions are expected to address these types of collisions as well as line-of-sight deficiencies.

2. Prior Attempts to Address the Safety Issues 
List all other projects/countermeasures that have been (or are being) deployed at the location(s) within the last 5 years. Applicants must 
identify all federal and/or state funds that have been used or approved within the proposed project limits within the last 5 years. Normally 
HSIP funding cannot be used to construct safety countermeasures at the same locations within 5 years.  
(Limited to 5,000 characters)

Due to safety concerns, within the last five years, local funds were used to install rumble strip raised pavement markers on southbound 
Auberry Road and to install retroreflective wrap on the posts for the curve, chevron, and stop signs. As shown in the photos, appropriate 
signage exists on the northbound and southbound approaches to the curve, including advanced curve warning signs and advisory speed 
plaques, rumble strips, as well as chevron signs with added reflectivity on the supports and object markers at the curve and intersection.  
Despite these attempts, run-off-road crashes continue to be an issue, particularly at night, which has resulted in multiple incidents.  The 
realignment is expected to improve the line-of-sight and allow motorists to navigate the curve and the intersection near the curve more 
safely.  No federal funds have been spent within the project limits within the past five years.

3. Other Comments 
Explain here if this project has any special circumstances or if you have other comments. Enter “NA” if none. 
(Limited to 5,000 characters)

Right-of-way is only required from one adjacent property owner, who is supportive of countermeasures to reduce accidents at this location. 
The design will be coordinated with the property owner to ensure that access to their property is maintained.
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Application Attachments (See Application Form Instructions)

Please attach all files as needed. Note: files may not be attachable if file is open. Close before attach.

1. Local Roadway Safety Plan (LRSP) Certification 
01-06-Fresno County-01-LRSP Certification.pdf

(Required for all projects)

2. Engineer's Checklist
02-06-Fresno County-01_Engineers Checklist - signed.pdf

(Required for all projects)

3. Vicinity map/Location map
03-06-Fresno County-01-Location Map.pdf

(Required for all projects)

4. Project maps/plans showing existing and proposed conditions
04-06-Fresno County-01-Project Plan.pdf

(Required for all projects)

5. Pictures of Existing Condition
05-06-Fresno County-02-Pictures.pdf

(Required for all projects)

6. HSIP Analyzer
HA06-Fresno County-01.pdf

(Required for all projects)

7. Collision diagram(s)
07-06-Fresno County-01-Collision Diagram.pdf

(Required for a BCR application)

8. Collision List(s)
08-06-Fresno County-01-Collision List.pdf

(Required for a BCR application)

Warrant Studies

Check if the project includes new installation of certain traffic control devices (e.g., traffic signals, pedestrian signals, etc.). If yes, Traffic 
Signal Warrant 4, 5 and/or 7 must be met (CA MUTCD Chapter 4C).

9. Warrant Studies (Not required for this project)

Work on the State Highway System

Does the project include improvements on the State Highway System?

Yes, and the project will be jointly-funded with Caltrans 
(Must be jointly-funded if the project is for intersection safety improvement involving SHS). 

A formal Letter of Support from Caltrans District Traffic is required. The letter should include estimates of cost sharing.

Yes, but the project will not be jointly-funded with Caltrans. 

A written correspondence from Caltrans District Traffic is required. The correspondence should indicate that Caltrans does not see issues 
that would prevent the proposed project from receiving an encroachment permit.

No.

10. Letter/email of Support from Caltrans (No SHS involved - not required for this project)

11. Additional narration, documentation, letters of support, etc. (Optional)



ADMINISTRATION
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor / Fresno, California 93721 / Phone (559) 600-4078 / FAX (559) 600-4548 

The County of Fresno is an Equal Employment Opportunity Employer 

County of Fresno
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING

STEVEN E. WHITE, DIRECTOR

Date: September 12, 2022

To: Caltrans Local Assistance

In order to apply for the local Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) funds, an 
agency must have completed their Local Roadway Safety Plan (LRSP) or an equivalent 
of the LRSP, such as Systemic Safety Analysis Report (SSAR) or Vision Zero Action 
Plan. The LRSP or its equivalent must be updated and validated at least every five years. 
It is strongly recommended that the LRSP (or its equivalent) and its update be approved 
by the agency's Board or Council.

County of Fresno certifies that it has completed an LRSP. The LRSP was adopted by the 
Fresno County Board of Supervisors on June 7, 2022 and be found here: 

https://fresnocounty.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=5667641&GUID=68ED5364
-E7F5-4BE1-BAD4-4A7A2CE857A3&Options=&Search=

The LRSP is data driven and facilitates a comprehensive approach to addressing road 
safety.

You may direct any questions regarding the LRSP to Erin Haagenson at 559-600-9908 
or ehaagenson@fresnocountyca.gov

Signature:  Title: Director

Local Roadway Safety Plan (LRSP) Certification



May 2022 HSIP Cycle 11 Application, Engineer’s Checklist (for BCR Applications) 

HSIP Cycle 11 Application – Engineer’s Checklist 
(For BCR Applications) 

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this HSIP 
application, based on the final application and application attachments as submitted to Caltrans.  The engineer’s 
initials and stamp should not be placed until the application has been finalized. 

The purpose of this checklist is to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included and the application 
is free of errors, allowing the application to be accurately ranked in the statewide selection process. Applications 
with errors in the supporting data will not be considered in the project selection process. 

Special Considerations for Engineers before signing and stamping 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 calculations or 
reports be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer.  Since the corresponding HSIP 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 engineering 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.   

1. Vicinity map /Location map
Engineer’s Initials: _______ 

a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relation to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan showing existing and proposed conditions must:
Engineer’s Initials: _______  

a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project limits and the construction limits of each
safety countermeasure (CM) included in the application’s benefit calculation

b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-safety construction items
c. Show the “Influence Area” for each safety CM included in the application’s benefit calculation
d. Show all changes to existing lanes and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths
e. Show limits of all roadway excavation/demolition
f. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines. (Also show ROW of the State, Railroad, and all other government agencies if

applicable)

3. Project cross-section showing existing and proposed conditions.

(Only required for projects with roadway excavation, cut/fill slopes, and changes to lane widths) 

Check if not applicable (no initials required when not applicable) 

a. Show dimension, changes, ROW lines, safety CMs, etc.

1 | P a g e

Engineer’s Initials: _______ 



May 2022 HSIP Cycle 11 Application, Engineer’s Checklist (for BCR Applications) 

4. Countermeasure Selection:
Engineer’s Initials: _______ 

a. The CMs used are appropriate and reasonable based on the application instructions and the Local Roadway Safety
Manual.

5. Crash Data used in the Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR) calculations:
Engineer’s Initials: _______ 

a. Must be from a reliable and well documented source
b. Must be within influence area of CMs and must be applied to CMs using generally accepted traffic engineering

principles
(Example: If the CM only addresses the northbound lanes of a divided roadway, then southbound crashes should be excluded.) 

c. Must be accurately shown in collision diagrams and collision lists attached to this application
d. Must be presented in terms of the number of crashes (not the number of injuries and fatalities)
e. Should be based on the most recent data available and must have a minimum 3 years and maximum 5 years of data

(Note: COVID pandemic may have impacted traffic volumes and crash patterns at the project sites. Applicants are
allowed to use crash data prior to COVID pandemic if desired)

6. Collision Diagrams (Shown separately by CM or combined)
Engineer’s Initials: _______ 

a. Should be to scale with crash locations accurately plotted
b. Reveal collision patterns necessary to justify CMs
c. The influence area for each CM is shown separately on the diagrams (unless the areas are identical)
d. All crashes included in the BCR Calculation must be clearly shown within the influence area of that CM
e. Totals for each Location and/or CM are shown with crashes segregated based on Crash Severity
f. The totals shown match the data in the Collision Lists and the crash data tables in the HSIP Analyzer

7. Collision Lists (Shown separately by CM or combined)
Engineer’s Initials: _______ 

a. Totals for each Location and/or CM are shown with crashes segregated based on Crash Severity
b. If the Lists includes crashes that were not appropriate to include in the BCR calculations, these crashes must be

crossed through or removed and not included in the totals
c. The totals shown match the data in the Collision Diagrams and the crash data tables in the HSIP Analyzer
d. Each crash is only counted as one, even if there were multiple victims and/or vehicles involved

8. Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Project Cost Estimate (HSIP Analyzer – Sections IV & V)
Engineer’s Initials: _______ 

a. All likely construction costs associated with the project are identified and included in Section IV (Construction Cost
Estimate and Cost Breakdown)

b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items.  The costs for the construction
items are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. For each non-general construction item, the “Countermeasure(s)”, “Other Safety” and “Non-safety” components
must be properly identified and accounted for

d. The Total Construction Cost in Section IV must match the “Construction Items – Total Cost” in Section V (Project
Cost Estimate) (automatic in the HSIP Analyzer)

e. The project costs of all phases must be properly accounted for in Section V

2 | P a g e



May 2022 HSIP Cycle 11 Application, Engineer’s Checklist (for BCR Applications) 

9. Benefit Calculation (HSIP Analyzer – Sections III)
Engineer’s Initials: _______ 

a. The CMs applied are selected properly based on the proposed work for safety improvements;
b. The crash data time period should be a minimum of 3 years and a maximum of 5 years and the most recent

available crash data should be used (Note: COVID pandemic may have impacted traffic volumes and crash patterns
at the project sites. Applicants are allowed to use crash data prior to COVID pandemic if desired).

c. The data in the crash data tables for each location must include only the crashes for the specified crash types and
must match those in the Collision Diagrams and the Collison Lists.

d. The totals for each Location match the totals shown in the Collision Diagrams and Collision Lists
e. The data transferred to the application form must match the data in the HSIP Analyzer

10. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable)
Check if not applicable (no initials required when not applicable) 

Engineer’s Initials: _______ 

a. For new signals, Warrant 4, 5 or 7 must be documented as having been met based on the CA MUTCD. For
pedestrian signals (including Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon (HAWK)), the justification may be Warrant 4, 5 and/or 7, or
passing the test in Figure 4F-1/4F-2 in Chapter 4F of CA MUTCD.

11. Additional narration, documentation, letters of support:
Engineer’s Initials: _______ 

a. The answers to the “Narrative Questions” in the application form and the HSIP Analyzer are consistent with and
support the engineering logic and the calculations in the development of the application’s BCR

b. When needed, clarify non-standard application of countermeasures, crashes and/or costs; appropriate
documentation is attached to the application to document the engineering decisions and calculations.

3 | P a g e



May 2022 HSIP Cycle 11 Application, Engineer’s Checklist (for BCR Applications) 

Signature and Stamp Page 

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp: 

Name: ________________________________   

Title: _________________________________ 

Engineer License Number: ________________ 

Signature: _____________________________ 

Date: _________________________________ 

Email: _________________________________ 

Phone: ________________________________ 

To ensure the application's quality and the agency's commitment to deliver the safety project in an expedited manner, the application 
must be signed by the Agency's Transportation/Traffic Engineering Manager. 

By signing this application, the manager is attesting to: 

1. All data in the application is accurate and represents the total scope of the planned project;

2. The agency understands the Project Delivery Requirements for the HSIP Program and is prepared to deliver the project per these
requirements; and

3. The agency understands if Caltrans staff determine that any of the above requirements are not met, or data is inaccurate, or the
application fails to meet the program guidelines and application instructions, the application will be rejected and will not be eligible to
receive HSIP funding. Due to time constraints in the evaluation process, applicants will not be notified until after the selection process is
complete. Refer to the Application Instructions for more information.

Transportation Manager: 

Name: _______________________ 

Title:    _______________________ 

Signature: ____________________ 

Date: ________________________ 

4 | P a g e
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KEY NOTES:

1. PAVED AND GRADED SHOULDER CROSS SLOPE TO MATCH ADJACENT PAVEMENT CROSS SLOPE

2. PLACE AC OVER AB OVER COMPACTED NATIVE SOIL

3. SHLDR BACKING TO MATCH EXIST GROUND AT 4:1 SLOPE OR FLATTER
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     PHOTOS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 
    AUBERRY RD & FRAZIER RD 

Figure 1: Looking north from southern approach to fork. 

Figure 2: Looking north from south end of fork. 
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     PHOTOS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 
    AUBERRY RD & FRAZIER RD 

 

 
 

 

 

 

                        

 

 

 

Figure 3: Llooking SW at from NE side of fork.. 

Figure 4: Looking south from northwest fork.. 
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     PHOTOS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 
    AUBERRY RD & FRAZIER RD 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5: Looking west from NE side of fork. 

Figure 6: Looking south from north end of fork. 
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     PHOTOS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 
    AUBERRY RD & FRAZIER RD 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 7: Looking west from NW side of fork. 

Figure 8: Looking west at Frazier Road approach. 
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     PHOTOS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 
    AUBERRY RD & FRAZIER RD 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 9: Looking east toward NW side of fork from Frazier Road. 

Figure 10: Looking at NE approach to Y NE from curve. 
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     PHOTOS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 
    AUBERRY RD & FRAZIER RD 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 11: Looking at approach to NE side of fork. 

Figure 12: Looking east from NW side of fork. 
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     PHOTOS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 
    AUBERRY RD & FRAZIER RD 

 

 
 

 

 

 

CRASH PHOTOS 
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     PHOTOS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 
    AUBERRY RD & FRAZIER RD 
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COLLISION DIAGRAM
INTERSECTION OF AUBERRY ROAD AND FRAZIER ROAD

FRAZIER ROAD

4/1/2016

5/16/2019

COUNT

Fatal 2

Severe Injury 2

Other Visible Injury 3

Complaint of Pain 1

Property Damage Only 4

12

SEVERITY

From

To

Total

A
U

B
E

R
R

Y
 R

O
A

D

COLLISION 

TYPE
COUNT

Hit Object 7

Overturned 4

Broadside 1

COUNTERMEASURE CRASH TYPE

NS11, NS17, NS18, 

R15, R17
All

MOVEMENT 

PRECEDING 

COLLISION

COUNT

Other Unsafe Turning 6

Ran Off Road 5

Making Left Turn 1



Collision Summary Report
County of Fresno
Public Works and Planning Department
Maintenance and Operations Division

Fatal Collisions: 2

Report Source:

Total Collisions: 12

Date of Report: 9/7/2022

CROSSROADS database

Injury Collisions: 7

Traffic Engneering

Report# Date Time Location
Dist. 

(ft) Dir.
Type of 
Collision

Primary Collision 
Factor (PCF) Inj. Kil.

Motor Vehicle 
Involved With Severity Lighting

AUBERRY & FRAZIERLocation:

Dates: 4/1/2016 - 5/16/2019

Distance (max): 410 feet

# (CM#)

C
o
u
n
te
r

M
e
a
su
re

Sorted By: Severity, Date, Time

SEVERITY: Fatal
943520169

416
10/8/16 5:58 PM AUBERRY & 

FRAZIER (E)
100 South Hit Object Unsafe Speed 0 2Fixed Object Fatal Daylight1 R17

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

South Ran Off RoadParty 1

943520171
3854

8/13/17 1:30 AM AUBERRY & 
FRAZIER (E)

30 South Hit Object Driving Under Influence 1 1Fixed Object Fatal Dark - No 
Street Lights

2 R17

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

South Other Unsafe TurningParty 1

SEVERITY: Severe Injury
943520163

309
4/1/16 6:45 PM AUBERRY & 

FRAZIER (W)
28 South Hit Object Improper Turning 1 0Fixed Object Severe Injury Daylight1 R17

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

South Other Unsafe TurningParty 1

90418379 3/14/17 7:15 PM AUBERRY & 
FRAZIER (E)

10 South Hit Object Driving Under Influence 1 0Fixed Object Severe Injury Dark - No 
Street Lights

2 R17

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

South Ran Off RoadParty 1

County of Fresno, CROSSROADS database Page 1 of 5



Report# Date Time Location
Dist. 

(ft) Dir.
Type of 
Collision

Primary Collision 
Factor (PCF) Inj. Kil.

Motor Vehicle 
Involved With Severity Lighting

AUBERRY & FRAZIERLocation:

Dates: 4/1/2016 - 5/16/2019

Distance (max): 410 feet

# (CM#)

C
o
u
n
te
r

M
e
a
su
re

Sorted By: Severity, Date, Time

SEVERITY: Other Visible Injury
943520168

710
8/23/16 4:20 PM AUBERRY & 

FRAZIER (W)
15 South Overturned Driving Under Influence 1 0Non-Collision Other Visible Injury Daylight1 R17

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

South Other Unsafe TurningParty 1

90288376 10/1/16 1:30 PM AUBERRY & 
FRAZIER (E)

95 South Overturned Improper Turning 2 0Non-Collision Other Visible Injury Daylight2 R17

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

South Ran Off RoadParty 1

943520190
1958

5/16/19 12:20 AM AUBERRY & 
FRAZIER (E)

161 South Overturned Driving Under Influence 1 0Fixed Object Other Visible Injury Dark - No 
Street Lights

3 R17

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

South Ran Off RoadParty 1

SEVERITY: Complaint of Pain
943520171

4579
9/27/17 8:30 PM FRAZIER & 

AUBERRY (W)
0 Not 

Stated
Broadside Traffic Signals and Signs 1 0Other Motor Vehicle Complaint of Pain Dark - No 

Street Lights
1 NS18

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

North Making Left TurnParty 1

East Proceeding StraightParty 2
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Report# Date Time Location
Dist. 

(ft) Dir.
Type of 
Collision

Primary Collision 
Factor (PCF) Inj. Kil.

Motor Vehicle 
Involved With Severity Lighting

AUBERRY & FRAZIERLocation:

Dates: 4/1/2016 - 5/16/2019

Distance (max): 410 feet

# (CM#)

C
o
u
n
te
r

M
e
a
su
re

Sorted By: Severity, Date, Time

SEVERITY: Property Damage Only
943520163

718
4/26/16 9:00 PM AUBERRY & 

FRAZIER (W)
410 South Hit Object Improper Turning 0 0Fixed Object Property Damage 

Only
Dark - No 

Street Lights
1 R17

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

South Other Unsafe TurningParty 1

943520169
460

10/10/16 9:50 PM AUBERRY & 
FRAZIER (E)

1 South Overturned Driving Under Influence 0 0Non-Collision Property Damage 
Only

Dark - No 
Street Lights

2 R17

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

South Ran Off RoadParty 1

943520171
2068

4/7/17 8:45 PM AUBERRY & 
FRAZIER (W)

170 South Hit Object Driving Under Influence 0 0Fixed Object Property Damage 
Only

Dark - No 
Street Lights

3 R17

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

South Other Unsafe TurningParty 1

943520171
3381

7/4/17 2:00 AM AUBERRY & 
FRAZIER (E)

80 South Hit Object Driving Under Influence 0 0Fixed Object Property Damage 
Only

Dark - No 
Street Lights

4 R17

Dir. of Travel Movement Preceding Collision

South Other Unsafe TurningParty 1

West ParkedParty 2
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Report# Date Time Location
Dist. 

(ft) Dir.
Type of 
Collision

Primary Collision 
Factor (PCF) Inj. Kil.

Motor Vehicle 
Involved With Severity Lighting

AUBERRY & FRAZIERLocation:

Dates: 4/1/2016 - 5/16/2019

Distance (max): 410 feet

# (CM#)

C
o
u
n
te
r

M
e
a
su
re

Sorted By: Severity, Date, Time

Collisions by CM / Severity / Type / PCF / Lighting

Highest Degree of Injury (severity):

Fatal 2

Severe Injury 2

Other Visible Injury 3

Complaint of Pain 1

Property Damage Only 4

Total: 12

Collision Type:

Broadside 1

Hit Object 7

Overturned 4

Countermeasure (CM):

NS18 1

R17 11

Total: 12

Countermeasure (CM) / Severity:

NS18 1Complaint of Pain

R17 2Fatal

R17 2Severe Injury

R17 3Other Visible Injury

R17 4Property Damage Only

Total: 12
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Report# Date Time Location
Dist. 

(ft) Dir.
Type of 
Collision

Primary Collision 
Factor (PCF) Inj. Kil.

Motor Vehicle 
Involved With Severity Lighting

AUBERRY & FRAZIERLocation:

Dates: 4/1/2016 - 5/16/2019

Distance (max): 410 feet

# (CM#)

C
o
u
n
te
r

M
e
a
su
re

Sorted By: Severity, Date, Time

Primary Collision Factor (PCF):

Driving Under Influence 7

Improper Turning 3

Traffic Signals and Signs 1

Unsafe Speed 1

Total: 12

Lighting (Day / Night):

Dark - No Street Lights 8

Daylight 4

Total: 12

Total: 12

SETTINGS FOR QUERY:

Sorted By: Severity, Date, Time

Dates: 4/1/2016 - 5/16/2019

Distance (max): 410 feet

AUBERRY & FRAZIERLoation:
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