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FCG Environmental Inc. 
Asbestos Bulk Sampling Field Log 

Date: /2--/ 
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FCG Environmental Inc. 
Asbestos Bulk Sampling Field Log 

Date: S-//7 /Z.I 
Client: ~v.f(? 
Site: .:r= s Bz l- (... /Yl. s . 
Project: Sf'uJO- .S-8-
lnspector(s): -a;:=- /wN\ 
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FCG Environmental Inc. 
Asbestos Bulk Sampling Field Log 

Date: S-/r7/Z/ 

Client: .S Pv s c, 
Site: -.:Z::S,6 U,,<..- ~ 5 . 
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FCG Environmental Inc. 

Asbestos Bulk Sampling Field Log 
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FCG Environmental Inc. 
Asbestos Bulk Sampling Field Log 

Date: ~ /7/Z/ 
Client: S/?v.50 
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Attachment 2 
 
 

XRF Field Readings from Lead Based Paint Survey 
 

XRF Sampling Methodology 
 

Field Plot with Lead-Based Materials 



Table of XRF Lead Readings 
Isbell Middle School – Main Building 

221 S. 4th St. – Santa Paula, CA 
[A Side = 4th St.] 

 

1 
 

Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
Lead 

mg/cm2 

CALIBRATE       Positive 1 

CALIBRATE       Positive 1 

CALIBRATE       Positive 1.1 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0.4 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0 

WALL CONCRETE D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0.17 

WINDOW FR WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0.4 

WINDOW TR WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0.24 

WINDOW SILL WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0 

BASEBOARD WOOD A POOR BLUE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0 

DOOR WOOD B POOR BLUE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0 

DOOR FR METAL B FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0 

CABINET WOOD C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0.04 

CABINET WALL WOOD C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0 

TRIM WOOD A INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0.19 

CHIMNEY CONCRETE A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0.5 

FIREPLACE CONCRETE A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0.18 

FLOOR WOOD A INTACT BROWN FIRST RM 1 Negative 0 

CEILING PLASTER A FAIR WHITE FIRST RM 1 Negative 0.01 

CEILING PLASTER A POOR TAN FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0.27 

CEILING PLASTER A POOR TAN FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0.19 

WALL CONCRETE A INTACT TAN FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0.24 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT TAN FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0.15 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT TAN FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0 

WALL CONCRETE D INTACT TAN FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0.08 

FLOOR CERAMIC TILE D INTACT GREY FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0 



Table of XRF Lead Readings (Continued)  Isbell Middle School – Main Building 
 

2 
 

Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
Lead 

mg/cm2 

WALL CERAMIC TILE A INTACT WHITE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 6 

WALL CERAMIC TILE B INTACT WHITE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 5.1 

WALL CERAMIC TILE C INTACT WHITE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 8.2 

WALL CERAMIC TILE D INTACT WHITE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 5.7 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT A INTACT BLUE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 7.7 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT B INTACT BLUE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 7.4 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT C INTACT BLUE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 7 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT D INTACT BLUE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 8.2 

MIDDLE URINAL PORC D INTACT WHITE FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0 

SINK PORC A INTACT WHITE FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0 

TOILET PORC B INTACT WHITE FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0.01 

WINDOW FR WOOD D POOR TAN FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0.3 

WINDOW TR WOOD D POOR TAN FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0.3 

DOOR WOOD B FAIR TAN FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0.08 

DOOR TR WOOD B POOR TAN FIRST BOYS RR Positive 9.4 

DOOR FR WOOD B POOR TAN FIRST BOYS RR Positive 7.9 

DOOR FR METAL B INTACT TAN FIRST BOYS RR Negative 0 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 2 Negative -0.06 

WALL CONCRETE B INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0.14 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0.09 

WALL CONCRETE D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0 

CHIMNEY CONCRETE D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0.13 

FIREPLACE CONCRETE D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0.3 

CABINET WOOD A POOR BLUE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0.15 

BASEBOARD WOOD B POOR BLUE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0.27 

WINDOW FR WOOD B FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0.2 

WINDOW TR WOOD B FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0.23 

DOOR WOOD D FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0 

DOOR FR METAL D FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0 



Table of XRF Lead Readings (Continued)  Isbell Middle School – Main Building 
 

3 
 

Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
Lead 

mg/cm2 

TRIM METAL D FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0 

CEILING PLASTER D FAIR WHITE FIRST RM 2 Negative 0.4 

FLOOR WOOD D FAIR BROWN FIRST RM 2 Negative 0 

FLOOR WOOD D FAIR BROWN FIRST RM 3 Negative 0 

CEILING PLASTER D FAIR WHITE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.2 

WALL CONCRETE A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.19 

WALL CONCRETE B INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.29 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.18 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.23 

BASEBOARD WOOD D POOR BLUE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.26 

TRIM WOOD D POOR BLUE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.19 

WINDOW F WOOD B FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.26 

WINDOW TR WOOD B FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.4 

CHIMNEY CONCRETE D FAIR WHITE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.26 

FIREPLACE CONCRETE D FAIR WHITE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.26 

DOOR WOOD D FAIR BROWN FIRST RM 3 Negative 0 

DOOR FR WOOD D FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.24 

DOOR JM WOOD D FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 3 Negative 0.27 

WALL CONCRETE A FAIR WHITE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.4 

WALL CONCRETE B FAIR WHITE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.5 

WALL CONCRETE B FAIR WHITE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.4 

WALL CONCRETE C INTACT WHITE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.4 

WALL CONCRETE D INTACT WHITE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.19 

COLUMN CONCRETE B INTACT WHITE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.14 

CEILING PLASTER TEXTURE B INTACT WHITE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.02 

DOOR METAL B INTACT BEIGE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0 

DOOR FR WOOD B INTACT WHITE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.23 

DOOR TR WOOD B INTACT WHITE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.6 

WINDOW METAL B FAIR WHITE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.28 



Table of XRF Lead Readings (Continued)  Isbell Middle School – Main Building 
 

4 
 

Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
Lead 

mg/cm2 

DOOR WOOD A FAIR BROWN FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0 

DOOR FR WOOD A INTACT WHITE FIRST MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.19 

DOOR FR WOOD A INTACT WHITE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Negative 0.23 

DOOR TR WOOD A INTACT WHITE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Negative 0.17 

DOOR METAL A INTACT BEIGE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Negative 0 

WINDOW METAL A INTACT WHITE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Negative 0.4 

WALL CONCRETE B INTACT WHITE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Negative 0.16 

WALL CONCRETE D INTACT WHITE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Negative -0.14 

DISPLAY CASE WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Positive 2.3 

DISPLAY CASE WOOD B INTACT BLUE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Positive 1.9 

DOOR WOOD C INTACT BLUE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Negative 0 

DOOR FR METAL C INTACT BLUE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Negative 0 

WINDOW METAL C INTACT BLUE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Negative 0 

WALL CONCRETE A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.13 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.24 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.21 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.29 

BASEBOARD WOOD A POOR BLUE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.14 

WINDOW FR WOOD A INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.4 

WINDOW TR WOOD A INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.08 

TRIM WOOD C INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.27 

DOOR TO CLOSET WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.6 

DOOR FR WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.22 

DOOR JM WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.3 

DOOR FR WOOD D INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 6 (TCHRS LNGE) CLOSET Negative 0.29 

DOOR FR WOOD D INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 6 (TCHRS LNGE) CLOSET Negative 0.27 

DOOR TR WOOD D INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 6 (TCHRS LNGE) CLOSET Negative 0.13 

SHELVES WOOD B INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 6 (TCHRS LNGE) CLOSET Negative 0.2 

CABINET WOOD C INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 6 (TCHRS LNGE) CLOSET Negative 0.22 



Table of XRF Lead Readings (Continued)  Isbell Middle School – Main Building 
 

5 
 

Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
Lead 

mg/cm2 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 6 (TCHRS LNGE) CLOSET Negative 0.13 

FLOOR WOOD D INTACT BROWN FIRST RM 6 (TCHRS LNGE) CLOSET Negative 0 

CHIMNEY CONCRETE B INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.17 

FIREPLACE MANTLE BRICK B FAIR WHITE FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0.03 

I-BEAM ABOVE DROP CEILING METAL B FAIR BLK FIRST RM 6 (TEACHERS LOUNGE) Negative 0 

WALL CONCRETE A FAIR BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) Negative 0 

WALL DRYWALL B INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) Negative 0 

WALL DRYWALL C INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) Negative 0 

WALL DRYWALL D INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) Negative 0 

WALL DRYWALL A INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) Negative 0 

WINDOW FR WOOD C INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) Negative 0.07 

WINDOW TR WOOD C INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) Negative 0 

DOOR WOOD A INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) Negative 0 

DOOR FR WOOD A INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) Negative 0 

DOOR FR METAL C INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Negative 0 

DOOR  WOOD C INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Negative 0 

WALL DRYWALL A INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Negative 0 

WALL DRYWALL B INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Negative 0 

WALL DRYWALL C INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Negative 0 

WALL DRYWALL D INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Negative 0 

CEILING DRYWALL D INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Negative 0 

WALL CERAMIC TILE A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 8.6 

WALL CERAMIC TILE B INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 8.1 

WALL CERAMIC TILE C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 8.7 

WALL CERAMIC TILE D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 7.9 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT A INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 6 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT B INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 8.5 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT C INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 5.4 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 7 
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Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
Lead 

mg/cm2 

FLOOR CERAMIC TILE  D INTACT GREY FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Negative 0 

TOILET PORC A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Negative 0 

SINK PORC A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Negative 0 

WINDOW TR WOOD B INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE)  Negative 0 

WINDOW  WOOD B INTACT BEIGE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE)  Negative 0 

WALL CONCRETE A FAIR WHITE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.3 

WALL CONCRETE B INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.28 

WALL CONCRETE C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.24 

WALL CONCRETE D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.5 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.3 

CEILING PLASTER D FAIR WHITE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.28 

DOOR WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0 

DOOR FR WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.22 

DOOR JM WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.21 

DOOR TR WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0 

TRIM WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.11 

BOOKCASE WOOD D FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.13 

BASEBOARD WOOD D FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.23 

WINDOW FR WOOD A FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 7 Negative -0.01 

WINDOW TR WOOD A FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.24 

WINDOW SILL WOOD A FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.3 

CHIMNEY CONCRETE B INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.2 

FIREPLACE MANTLE BRIDK B INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 7 Negative 0.02 

FLOOR WOOD B INTACT BROWN FIRST RM 7 Negative 0 

FLOOR CERAMIC TILE B INTACT GREY FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0 

WALL CERAMIC TILE A INTACT WHITE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 7.1 

WALL CERAMIC TILE B INTACT WHITE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 8.7 

WALL CERAMIC TILE C INTACT WHITE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 10.1 

WALL CERAMIC TILE D INTACT WHITE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 7.5 
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Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
Lead 

mg/cm2 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT A INTACT BLUE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 9 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT B INTACT BLUE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 6 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT C INTACT BLUE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 8.1 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT D INTACT BLUE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 8.6 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT TAN FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0.27 

WALL DRYWALL B INTACT TAN FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0 

WALL DRYWALL C INTACT TAN FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT TAN FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0.13 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT TAN FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0.08 

CEILING PLASTER D INTACT TAN FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0.12 

SINK PORC B INTACT TAN FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0 

TOILET PORC C INTACT WHITE FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0.05 

DOOR WOOD D INTACT WHITE FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0 

DOOR WOOD D INTACT TAN FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0 

DOOR FR METAL D INTACT TAN FIRST GIRLS RR Negative 0 

DOOR FR METAL A INTACT BLUE FIRST S STAFF HALL RR (NEW) Negative 0 

DOOR  METAL A INTACT BLUE FIRST S STAFF HALL RR (NEW) Negative 0 

WALL CERAMIC TILE A INTACT LT BLUE FIRST S STAFF HALL RR (NEW) Negative 0 

WALL CERAMIC TILE A INTACT DR BLUE FIRST S STAFF HALL RR (NEW) Negative 0 

FLOOR CERAMIC TILE A INTACT GREY FIRST S STAFF HALL RR (NEW) Negative 0 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT BEIGE FIRST LRG STORAGE ROOM Negative -0.32 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT BEIGE FIRST LRG STORAGE ROOM Negative 0.3 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT BEIGE FIRST LRG STORAGE ROOM Negative 0.14 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT BEIGE FIRST LRG STORAGE ROOM Negative 0.14 

DOOR FR WOOD D INTACT BEIGE FIRST LRG STORAGE ROOM Negative 0.2 

DOOR TR WOOD D INTACT BEIGE FIRST LRG STORAGE ROOM Positive 4.4 

DOOR JM WOOD D INTACT BEIGE FIRST LRG STORAGE ROOM Negative 0.22 

DOOR TR WOOD D INTACT BEIGE FIRST LRG STORAGE ROOM Positive 1 

CABINET WOOD D POOR GREEN FIRST LRG STORAGE ROOM Negative 0.18 
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Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
Lead 

mg/cm2 

WALL DRYWALL A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 11A Negative 0 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 11A Negative 0.17 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 11A Positive 3.5 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 11A Positive 2.4 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 11A Negative 0.17 

CHIMNEY CONCRETE C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 11A Negative 0.08 

FIREPLACE MANTLE BRICK C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 11A Negative 0.06 

WINDOW FR WOOD C INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 11A Positive 4.1 

WINDOW TR WOOD C INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 11A Negative 0.16 

WINDOW FR WOOD C INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 11A Positive 3.7 

DOOR WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 11A Negative 0 

DOOR FR WOOD D POOR BLUE FIRST RM 11A Positive 3.9 

DOOR JM WOOD D POOR BLUE FIRST RM 11A Negative 0.15 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT WHITE FIRST SOUTH HALLWAY Negative 0.18 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE FIRST SOUTH HALLWAY Negative 0.23 

CEILING PLASTER TEXTURE B INTACT WHITE FIRST SOUTH HALLWAY Negative 0.02 

STAIRS CONCRETE B INTACT BLUE FIRST SOUTH HALLWAY Negative 0 

HANRAIL WOOD B POOR BLUE FIRST SOUTH HALLWAY Negative 0 

HANRAIL WOOD B POOR BLUE FIRST SOUTH HALLWAY Negative 0.02 

DOOR METAL C INTACT BEIGE FIRST SOUTH HALLWAY Negative 0 

DOOR FR METAL C INTACT WHITE FIRST SOUTH HALLWAY Negative 0 

WINDOW METAL C INTACT WHITE FIRST SOUTH HALLWAY Negative 0 

DOOR WOOD D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 10 Negative 0 

DOOR FR WOOD D POOR BLUE FIRST RM 10 Negative 0.13 

DOOR JM WOOD D POOR BLUE FIRST RM 10 Negative 0.02 

DOOR TR WOOD D POOR BLUE FIRST RM 10 Negative 0.03 

BASEBOARD WOOD D POOR BLUE FIRST RM 10 Negative 0.08 

WINDOW FR WOOD B FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 10 Negative 0.27 

WINDOW TR WOOD B FAIR BLUE FIRST RM 10 Negative 0.4 
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Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
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mg/cm2 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 10 Negative 0.21 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 10 Negative 0.28 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 10 Negative 0.13 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 10 Negative 0.04 

TRIM WOOD C FAIR TAN FIRST RM 10 Negative 0.02 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT WHITE SECOND MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.18 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE SECOND MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.25 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE SECOND MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.28 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT WHITE SECOND MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.19 

CEILING PLASTER TEXTURE D INTACT WHITE SECOND MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0 

DOOR WOOD A INTACT BROWN SECOND MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0 

DOOR FR WOOD A FAIR WHITE SECOND MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.02 

DOOR TR WOOD A FAIR WHITE SECOND MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.1 

COLUMN CONCRETE C INTACT WHITE SECOND MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0.01 

HANDRAIL METAL C INTACT BLUE SECOND MAIN HALLWAY Negative 0 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT BEIGE SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Negative 0.14 

WALL PLASTER B POOR BEIGE SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Negative 0.13 

WALL PLASTER C POOR BEIGE SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Negative 0.1 

WALL PLASTER D POOR BEIGE SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Negative 0.06 

WALL PLASTER D POOR BEIGE SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Negative 0.08 

CEILING PLASTER D INTACT BEIGE SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Negative 0.23 

CEILING PLASTER D INTACT BEIGE SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Negative 0.14 

DOOR TR WOOD B POOR TAN SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Negative 0.1 

CABINET WOOD C POOR TAN SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Negative 0.09 

WINDOW FR WOOD D FAIR TAN SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Positive 2 

WINDOW TR WOOD D FAIR TAN SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Negative 0.6 

MOP SINK PORC C POOR WHITE SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Negative 0.12 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 19 Negative 0.05 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 19 Negative -0.05 
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Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
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mg/cm2 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 19 Negative 0.14 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 19 Negative 0.18 

WINDOW FR WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 19 Negative 0.3 

WINDOW TR WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 19 Negative 0.4 

BASEBOARD WOOD D POOR TAN SECOND RM 19 Negative 0.14 

TRIM WOOD A INTACT TAN SECOND RM 19 Negative 0.16 

CHALKBOARD WOOD A FAIR GREEN SECOND RM 19 Positive 1.2 

DOOR WOOD C INTACT BROWN SECOND RM 19 Negative 0 

DOOR FR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 19 Negative 0 

DOOR TR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 19 Negative 0.4 

CHALKBOARD WOOD C INTACT GREEN SECOND RM 19 Positive 1.9 

CHALKBOARD WOOD C INTACT GREEN SECOND RM 19 Positive 1.7 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.16 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.24 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 21 Negative -0.03 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.15 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.23 

WINDOW FR WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.4 

WINDOW TR WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.23 

BASEBOARD WOOD D FAIR TAN SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.18 

TRIM WOOD C FAIR TAN SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.3 

DOOR WOOD A INTACT TAN SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.4 

DOOR FR WOOD A INTACT TAN SECOND RM 21 Negative 0 

DOOR JM WOOD A INTACT TAN SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.4 

DOOR TR WOOD A INTACT TAN SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.29 

CEILING PLASTER A POOR WHITE SECOND RM 21 Negative 0.2 

CEILING PLASTER A POOR WHITE SECOND RM 24 Negative 0.28 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 24 Negative 0.16 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 24 Negative 0.11 
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Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
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mg/cm2 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 24 Negative -0.14 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 24 Negative 0.2 

TRIM WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 24 Negative 0.29 

DOOR FR WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 24 Negative 0.2 

DOOR TR WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 24 Negative 0.15 

DOOR JM WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 24 Negative 0.11 

BASEBOARD WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 24 Negative 0.16 

WINDOW FR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 24 Negative 0.3 

WINDOW TR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 24 Negative 0.21 

CHALKBOARD WOOD A INTACT GREEN SECOND RM 24 Positive 1.2 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 111 Negative 0.4 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 111 Negative 0.02 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 111 Negative 0 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 111 Negative 0 

WALL DRYWALL D INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 111 Negative 0 

CEILING PLASTER D POOR WHITE SECOND RM 111 Negative 0 

WINDOW FR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 111 Negative 0.25 

WINDOW TR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 111 Negative 0.19 

DOOR METAL D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 111 Negative 0 

DOOR FR METAL D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 111 Negative 0 

DOOR FR METAL C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative 0.08 

DOOR TR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative 0.23 

DOOR JM WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative 0.27 

WINDOW METAL A FAIR BEIGE SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative 0.09 

WINDOW FR METAL A FAIR BEIGE SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative 0.14 

BASEBOARD WOOD C FAIR BEIGE SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative 0.1 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT BEIGE SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative 0.12 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT BEIGE SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative 0.07 

WALL CONCRETE B INTACT BEIGE SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative 0.1 
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Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
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mg/cm2 

WALL CONCRETE D INTACT BEIGE SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative -0.16 

CEILING PLASTER D INTACT BEIGE SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative 0.08 

STAIRS  WOOD B INTACT BEIGE SECOND RM 112 (COPY RM) Negative 0 

WALL PLASTER A FAIR WHITE SECOND RM 14 Negative 0.21 

WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 14 Negative 0.4 

WALL PLASTER C FAIR WHITE SECOND RM 14 Negative 0 

WALL PLASTER D FAIR WHITE SECOND RM 14 Negative 0.19 

DOOR WOOD D FAIR TAN SECOND RM 14 Negative 0 

DOOR FR WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 14 Negative 0.25 

DOOR TR WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 14 Negative 0.1 

DOOR JM WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 14 Negative 0.4 

BASEBOARD WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 14 Negative 0.17 

WINDOW FR WOOD B INTACT TAN SECOND RM 14 Negative 0.27 

WINDOW TR WOOD B INTACT TAN SECOND RM 14 Negative 0.26 

TRIM WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 14 Negative 0.2 

TRIM WOOD A POOR TAN SECOND RM 13 Negative 0.3 

BASEBOARD WOOD B POOR TAN SECOND RM 13 Negative 0.23 

WINDOW FR WOOD B POOR TAN SECOND RM 13 Negative 0.4 

WINDOW TR WOOD B POOR TAN SECOND RM 13 Negative 0.4 

DOOR FR WOOD C POOR TAN SECOND RM 13 Negative 0.08 

DOOR JM WOOD C POOR TAN SECOND RM 13 Negative 0.3 

DOOR TR WOOD C POOR TAN SECOND RM 13 Negative 0.4 

DOOR  WOOD C FAIR TAN SECOND RM 13 Negative 0 

WALL PLASTER A FAIR WHITE SECOND RM 13 Negative -0.04 

WALL PLASTER B FAIR WHITE SECOND RM 13 Negative 0.16 

WALL PLASTER C POOR WHITE SECOND RM 13 Negative 0.3 

WALL PLASTER D POOR WHITE SECOND RM 13 Negative 0.25 

FLOOR WOOD D INTACT BROWN SECOND RM 13 Negative 0 

WALL PLASTER A INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.14 
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WALL PLASTER B INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.09 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.17 

WALL PLASTER D INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.15 

CABINET WOOD A INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.04 

TRIM WOOD A INTACT TAN SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.12 

WINDOW FR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 12 Positive 1.3 

WINDOW FR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 12 Positive 1.1 

WINDOW TR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.4 

BASEBOARD WOOD C INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.23 

CABINET DOOR WOOD B INTACT TAN SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.24 

DOOR WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.3 

DOOR FR WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.09 

DOOR JM WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.14 

DOOR TR WOOD D INTACT TAN SECOND RM 12 Negative 0 

SINK PORC A INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 12 Positive 26.7 

CEILING PLASTER A POOR WHITE SECOND RM 12 Negative 0.12 

WALL CONCRETE C INTACT WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0.02 

WINDOW FR WOOD C FAIR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 3.9 

WINDOW TR WOOD C POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 4.1 

WINDOW SILL WOOD C POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 3.8 

DRIP EDGE FASHING METAL C INTACT WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

DOWNSPOUT METAL C INTACT WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0.2 

RAIN GUTTER METAL C POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0.19 

EAVES WOOD C POOR WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 9 

RAFTER TAILS WOOD C POOR WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 7.4 

CHIMNEY CONCRETE C INTACT WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0.07 

WALL CONCRETE B INTACT WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

WINDOW FR WOOD B POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0.6 

WINDOW FR WOOD B POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 1.5 
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WINDOW TR WOOD B POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 2 

WINDOW SILL METAL B FAIR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

WINDOW SILL WOOD B POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0.5 

WINDOW SILL WOOD B POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0.03 

WINDOW SILL WOOD B POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0.7 

WINDOW SILL WOOD B POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 2.3 

DOOR METAL B INTACT TAN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

DOOR FR METAL B INTACT BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

STAIRS CONCRETE B POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

WINDOW FR WOOD D FAIR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 4.7 

WINDOW TR WOOD D FAIR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 4.8 

WINDOW SILL WOOD D FAIR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 5.5 

WALL CONCRETE D INTACT WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

DOWSPOUT METAL B POOR WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0.3 

DOOR METAL D INTACT TAN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

DOOR FR METAL D INTACT BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

WALL CERAMICE TILE DECOR C INTACT GREEN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 3.5 

WALL CERAMICE TILE DECOR C INTACT BLUE SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0.01 

WALL CERAMICE TILE DECOR C INTACT BLUE SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 4.1 

WINDOW FR WOOD A POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 3.5 

WINDOW TR WOOD A POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 3.9 

WINDOW SILL WOOD A POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 4.2 

WALL CONCRETE A INTACT WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

DOOR METAL A INTACT TAN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

DOOR FR WOOD A INTACT BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 1.3 

WINDOW METAL A FAIR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 1 

WINDOW FR METAL A FAIR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 1.1 

FRONT WALL CONCRETE A POOR WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0.01 

FRONT WALL CONCRETE A POOR WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 
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COLUMN TOP CONCRETE A POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Negative 0 

CALIBRATE       Positive 1 

CALIBRATE       Positive 1 

CALIBRATE       Positive 1 

 



Table of Positive XRF Lead Readings 
Isbell Middle School – Main Building 
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[A Side = 4th St.] 

 

1 
 

Component Substrate Side Condition Color Floor Area Results 
Lead 

mg/cm2 

WALL CERAMIC TILE A INTACT WHITE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 6 

WALL CERAMIC TILE B INTACT WHITE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 5.1 

WALL CERAMIC TILE C INTACT WHITE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 8.2 

WALL CERAMIC TILE D INTACT WHITE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 5.7 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT A INTACT BLUE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 7.7 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT B INTACT BLUE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 7.4 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT C INTACT BLUE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 7 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT D INTACT BLUE FIRST BOYS RR Positive 8.2 

DOOR TR WOOD B POOR TAN FIRST BOYS RR Positive 9.4 

DOOR FR WOOD B POOR TAN FIRST BOYS RR Positive 7.9 

DISPLAY CASE WOOD D INTACT BLUE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Positive 2.3 

DISPLAY CASE WOOD B INTACT BLUE FIRST FRONT ENTRY Positive 1.9 

WALL CERAMIC TILE A INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 8.6 

WALL CERAMIC TILE B INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 8.1 

WALL CERAMIC TILE C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 8.7 

WALL CERAMIC TILE D INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 7.9 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT A INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 6 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT B INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 8.5 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT C INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 5.4 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT D INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 101 (OFFICE) RR Positive 7 

WALL CERAMIC TILE A INTACT WHITE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 7.1 

WALL CERAMIC TILE B INTACT WHITE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 8.7 

WALL CERAMIC TILE C INTACT WHITE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 10.1 

WALL CERAMIC TILE D INTACT WHITE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 7.5 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT A INTACT BLUE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 9 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT B INTACT BLUE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 6 

WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT C INTACT BLUE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 8.1 
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WALL CERAMIC TILE ACCENT D INTACT BLUE FIRST GIRLS RR Positive 8.6 

DOOR TR WOOD D INTACT BEIGE FIRST LRG STORAGE ROOM Positive 4.4 

DOOR TR WOOD D INTACT BEIGE FIRST LRG STORAGE ROOM Positive 1 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 11A Positive 3.5 

WALL PLASTER C INTACT WHITE FIRST RM 11A Positive 2.4 

WINDOW FR WOOD C INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 11A Positive 4.1 

WINDOW FR WOOD C INTACT BLUE FIRST RM 11A Positive 3.7 

DOOR FR WOOD D POOR BLUE FIRST RM 11A Positive 3.9 

WINDOW FR WOOD D FAIR TAN SECOND EAST JANITORS CLOSET Positive 2 

CHALKBOARD WOOD A FAIR GREEN SECOND RM 19 Positive 1.2 

CHALKBOARD WOOD C INTACT GREEN SECOND RM 19 Positive 1.9 

CHALKBOARD WOOD C INTACT GREEN SECOND RM 19 Positive 1.7 

CHALKBOARD WOOD A INTACT GREEN SECOND RM 24 Positive 1.2 

WINDOW FR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 12 Positive 1.3 

WINDOW FR WOOD C INTACT TAN SECOND RM 12 Positive 1.1 

SINK PORC A INTACT WHITE SECOND RM 12 Positive 26.7 

WINDOW FR WOOD C FAIR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 3.9 

WINDOW TR WOOD C POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 4.1 

WINDOW SILL WOOD C POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 3.8 

EAVES WOOD C POOR WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 9 

RAFTER TAILS WOOD C POOR WHITE SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 7.4 

WINDOW FR WOOD B POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 1.5 

WINDOW TR WOOD B POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 2 

WINDOW SILL WOOD B POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 2.3 

WINDOW FR WOOD D FAIR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 4.7 

WINDOW TR WOOD D FAIR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 4.8 

WINDOW SILL WOOD D FAIR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 5.5 

WALL CERAMICE TILE DECOR C INTACT GREEN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 3.5 

WALL CERAMICE TILE DECOR C INTACT BLUE SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 4.1 
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WINDOW FR WOOD A POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 3.5 

WINDOW TR WOOD A POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 3.9 

WINDOW SILL WOOD A POOR BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 4.2 

DOOR FR WOOD A INTACT BROWN SECOND OUTSIDE Positive 1.3 

 



 

   
  

   
  

 
XRF Sampling Methodology: All inspections include a visual inspection of site surfaces to 
identify painted components and general site conditions.  Field testing is performed by a CA 
Certified Lead Inspector/Assessor using a Niton X-Ray fluorescence (XRF) lead paint analyzer. 
The XRF sampling method uses a field instrument (X-Ray Fluorescence or XRF gun) to 
characterize suspect painted surfaces and components. XRF equipment is used to sample 
materials suspected of being coated with lead-based paint and lead-containing materials by 
“reading” the suspect materials through direct contact.  The advantage of this method is that it 
provides instantaneous results and is a non-destructive method which allows for the collection 
of as many samples as time allows for the daily cost of the instrument. This survey method can 
also identify lead in ceramic tiles, porcelain or other suspect building materials. The survey 
attempts to define the extent of LBP and estimate quantities where possible.  Paint is 
determined positive using the CA Dept. of Health Services criteria of 1.0 milligrams per square 
centimeter (mg/cm2). During the survey, the front or main side of the building is typically 
designated as the “A” side, with the remaining sides designated as “B”, “C” and “D” continuing in 
a clockwise manner.  Where appropriate, a field sketch or plot plan is provided.  

  
Instrument Calibration: The calibration of the Niton XLP 300A X-Ray fluorescence (XRF) 
instrument is done in accordance with the Performance Characteristic Sheet (PCS) for this 
instrument. These XRF instruments are calibrated using a calibration standard block of known 
lead content. Three calibration readings are taken before and after each property is tested to 
ensure manufacturer’s standards are met. If the inspection is longer than 4 hours, a set of 3 
calibration readings must be taken before the 4 hours expires, and then an additional 3 
calibration readings taken at the end of the inspection. If for any reason the instruments are not 
maintaining a consistent calibration reading within the manufacturer’s standards for 
performance on the calibration block supplied by the manufacturer, manufacturer’s 
recommendations are used to bring the instrument into calibration. If the instrument cannot be 
brought back into calibration, it is taken off the site and sent back to the manufacturer for repair 
and/or re-calibration.  

 
Inspector Training and Qualifications: All inspectors utilized by FCG are Certified Lead 

Inspectors/Assessors, having obtained certification through the California Department of Public 

Health (CDPH).  All inspectors have taken a State-certified 40 hour Inspector/Assessor course 

and passed the State Inspector/Assessor Exam. All FCG field personnel have also been trained 
in the use, calibration and maintenance of the X-Ray Fluorescence (XRF) equipment they 
currently use, along with necessary principles of radiation safety through a training program 
provided by the manufacturer. 
 
Equipment Information: The field instrument used on this project was a Niton Model XLP 
300A X-Ray fluorescence (XRF) lead paint analyzer (Serial No. 10106).  The Niton instrument 
uses a high performance, electrically-cooled, solid-state detector optimized for lead (Pb) 
analysis using L-shell and K-shell x-ray detection. This instrument allows for XRF spectrum 
analysis in the field with automatic Positive/Negative decision and automatic corrections for 
substrate bias and age of source. All negative classifications in all paint-test modes are verified 
by negative K-shell x-ray readings. Please see Attachment 2 for a copy of the Performance 
Characteristic Sheet provided by Niton for the XLp 300A instrument.  This document contains 
detailed information regarding the XRF instrument calibration, inconclusive range or thresholds 
for various substrates, operating parameters and other information.  For more information on the 
Niton Model XLP 300A instrument, please visit the following website: www.thermo.com/niton 
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FCG Inspector Certifications 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 



FCG Staff Certifications – William A. Miller 
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PublicHealth 

State of California 
Division of Occupational Safety and Health 

Certified Site Surveillance Technician 

William A Miller 
Name 

Certification No. 07--4160 

Expires on 03122/22 

This certification was issued by the Division of 
Occupational Safety and Health as'~uthorized by 
Sections 7180 et seq. of the Business and 
Professions Code. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

LEAD-RELATED CONSTRUCTION CERTIFICATE 
INDIVIDUAL: 

WWlamMWer 

CERTIFICATE TYPE: 

Lead Inspector/Assessor 

Lead Project Monllor 

NUMBER: 

LRC.00000721 

LRC-00000720 

EXPIRATION DATE: 

6/13/2022 

6/13/2022 

Disclalmer: This documen1 alone should not be relied upon to confirm certlflcallon stalus. Compare the Individual's pho10 and name to another valid form of 
govemmen1 Issued photo ldenUflcaUon. Verify the Individual· s cerUflcaUon s1a1us by searching for Lead-Relaled Cons1rucUon Professionals al 
www.cdph.ca.oov/programs/clppb or calling (800) 597-LEAD. 

N IOSI 1582-022508-00 I 
t " nm, \II , I \I \I I\\ ()Kt,,. C OH.POU.\ 110, 

William Miller 
000-00-nos 

hob attcndc!d a,KI -.a11~fai.:torily 1-:omr,lctcd the ..:our-.c 111 

Sampling and Evaluating Airborne Asbestos Ou,t 

NIOSH 582 Equivalent 

Oil tht'>dJ)' 

I ('/lf;ll1'1( 1Q, 1008 



Blake Forbess Certifications 2020-2021 

 

 

 

 

State of California 
Division of Occupational Safety and Health 

Certified Site Surveillance Technician 

Bla~.e R Forbess 
ame 

Certification No. 18-6328 

Expires on - - 11-41-,..q11-s,+.;,12-1-­

Th1s certification was issued by the Division of 
Occupational Safety and Health as authorized by 
Sections 7180 et seq. of the Business and 
Professions Code. 

STATE OF CA LIFORNIA 
DEPA RTME Tor PUBLIC HEALTH 

LEAD-RELATED CONSTRUCTION CERTIFICATE 
INDIV IDUAL: CERTIFICAT E T YPE: 

Lead Sampling Technician 

Blake Forbess 

NUMBER: 

LRC-00003725 

EXPIRATION DATF.: 

10/31/2021 

Disclaimer: This documcn1 alone should not be relied upon 10 confirm cenifica1ion s1a1us. Compare 1he individual"s photo and name 10 ano1hcr valid fonn of 
govemmcnl issued pho10 idemifica1ion. Verify 1he individuars cenifica1ion sta1us by searching for Lead-Related Cons1ruc1ion Professionals at IL""" .cdph.ca gov/programs/clppb or calling (800) 597-LF.AD. 
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Construction Noise Worksheets



Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM),Version 1.1

Report date########
Case Desc Isbell Middle School - Architectural Coating 

---- Receptor #1 ----
Baselines (dBA)

DescriptionLand Use Daytime Evening Night
Residentia  Residentia 85 85 85

Equipment
Spec Actual Receptor Estimated

Impact Lmax Lmax Distance Shielding
Description Device Usage(%) (dBA) (dBA) (feet) (dBA)
Compressor (air) No 40 77.7 215 0

Results
Calculated (dBA) Noise Limits (dBA) Noise Limit Exceedance (dBA)

Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Equipment *Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq
Compressor (air) 65 61 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total 65 61 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
*Calculated Lmax is the Loudest value.

---- Receptor #2 ----
Baselines (dBA)

DescriptionLand Use Daytime Evening Night
Residentia Residential 85 85 85

Equipment
Spec Actual Receptor Estimated

Impact Lmax Lmax Distance Shielding
Description Device Usage(%) (dBA) (dBA) (feet) (dBA)
Compressor (air) No 40 77.7 30 0

Results
Calculated (dBA) Noise Limits (dBA) Noise Limit Exceedance (dBA)

Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Equipment *Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq
Compressor (air) 82.1 78.1 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total 82.1 78.1 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
*Calculated Lmax is the Loudest value.



Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM),Version 1.1

Report date########
Case Desc Isbell Middle School - Demolition

---- Receptor #1 ----
Baselines (dBA)

DescriptionLand Use Daytime Evening Night
Residentia  Residentia 85 85 85

Equipment
Spec Actual Receptor Estimated

Impact Lmax Lmax Distance Shielding
Description Device Usage(%) (dBA) (dBA) (feet) (dBA)
Front End Loader No 40 79.1 215 0
Front End Loader No 40 79.1 215 0
Crane No 16 80.6 215 0
Tractor No 40 84 215 0
Tractor No 40 84 215 0

Results
Calculated (dBA) Noise Limits (dBA) Noise Limit Exceedance (dBA)

Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Equipment *Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq
Front End Loader 66.4 62.5 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Front End Loader 66.4 62.5 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Crane 67.9 59.9 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 71.3 67.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 71.3 67.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total 71.3 71.9 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
*Calculated Lmax is the Loudest value.

---- Receptor #2 ----
Baselines (dBA)

DescriptionLand Use Daytime Evening Night
Residentia Residentia 85 85 85

Equipment
Spec Actual Receptor Estimated

Impact Lmax Lmax Distance Shielding
Description Device Usage(%) (dBA) (dBA) (feet) (dBA)
Front End Loader No 40 79.1 30 0
Front End Loader No 40 79.1 30 0
Crane No 16 80.6 30 0
Tractor No 40 84 30 0
Tractor No 40 84 30 0

Results
Calculated (dBA) Noise Limits (dBA) Noise Limit Exceedance (dBA)

Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Equipment *Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq
Front End Loader 83.5 79.6 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Front End Loader 83.5 79.6 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Crane 85 77 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 88.4 84.5 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 88.4 84.5 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total 88.4 89 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
*Calculated Lmax is the Loudest value.



Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM),Version 1.1

Report date########
Case Desc Isbell Middle School - Demolition

---- Receptor #1 ----
Baselines (dBA)

DescriptionLand Use Daytime Evening Night
Residentia  Residentia 85 85 85

Equipment
Spec Actual Receptor Estimated

Impact Lmax Lmax Distance Shielding
Description Device Usage(%) (dBA) (dBA) (feet) (dBA)
Dozer No 40 81.7 215 0
Tractor No 40 84 215 0
Tractor No 40 84 215 0
Concrete Saw No 20 89.6 215 0

Results
Calculated (dBA) Noise Limits (dBA) Noise Limit Exceedance (dBA)

Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Equipment *Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq
Dozer 69 65 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 71.3 67.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 71.3 67.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Concrete Saw 76.9 69.9 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total 76.9 73.8 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
*Calculated Lmax is the Loudest value.

---- Receptor #2 ----
Baselines (dBA)

DescriptionLand Use Daytime Evening Night
Residentia Residentia 85 85 85

Equipment
Spec Actual Receptor Estimated

Impact Lmax Lmax Distance Shielding
Description Device Usage(%) (dBA) (dBA) (feet) (dBA)
Dozer No 40 81.7 30 0
Tractor No 40 84 30 0
Tractor No 40 84 30 0
Concrete Saw No 20 89.6 30 0

Results
Calculated (dBA) Noise Limits (dBA) Noise Limit Exceedance (dBA)

Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Equipment *Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq
Dozer 86.1 82.1 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 88.4 84.5 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 88.4 84.5 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Concrete Saw 94 87 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total 94 90.9 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
*Calculated Lmax is the Loudest value.



Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM),Version 1.1

Report date########
Case Desc Isbell Middle School - Grading

---- Receptor #1 ----
Baselines (dBA)

DescriptionLand Use Daytime Evening Night
Residentia  Residentia 85 85 85

Equipment
Spec Actual Receptor Estimated

Impact Lmax Lmax Distance Shielding
Description Device Usage(%) (dBA) (dBA) (feet) (dBA)
Grader No 40 85 215 0
Tractor No 40 84 215 0
Dozer No 40 81.7 215 0

Results
Calculated (dBA) Noise Limits (dBA) Noise Limit Exceedance (dBA)

Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Equipment *Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq
Grader 72.3 68.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 71.3 67.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Dozer 69 65 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total 72.3 71.9 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
*Calculated Lmax is the Loudest value.

---- Receptor #2 ----
Baselines (dBA)

DescriptionLand Use Daytime Evening Night
Residentia Residentia 85 85 85

Equipment
Spec Actual Receptor Estimated

Impact Lmax Lmax Distance Shielding
Description Device Usage(%) (dBA) (dBA) (feet) (dBA)
Grader No 40 85 30 0
Tractor No 40 84 30 0
Dozer No 40 81.7 30 0

Results
Calculated (dBA) Noise Limits (dBA) Noise Limit Exceedance (dBA)

Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Equipment *Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq
Grader 89.4 85.5 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 88.4 84.5 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Dozer 86.1 82.1 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total 89.4 89 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
*Calculated Lmax is the Loudest value.



Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM),Version 1.1

Report date########
Case Desc Isbell Middle School - Paving

---- Receptor #1 ----
Baselines (dBA)

DescriptionLand Use Daytime Evening Night
Residentia  Residentia 85 85 85

Equipment
Spec Actual Receptor Estimated

Impact Lmax Lmax Distance Shielding
Description Device Usage(%) (dBA) (dBA) (feet) (dBA)
Drum Mixer No 50 80 215 0
Drum Mixer No 50 80 215 0
Drum Mixer No 50 80 215 0
Drum Mixer No 50 80 215 0
Paver No 50 77.2 215 0
Roller No 20 80 215 0
Tractor No 40 84 215 0

Results
Calculated (dBA) Noise Limits (dBA) Noise Limit Exceedance (dBA)

Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Equipment *Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq
Drum Mixer 67.3 64.3 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drum Mixer 67.3 64.3 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drum Mixer 67.3 64.3 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drum Mixer 67.3 64.3 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Paver 64.6 61.5 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Roller 67.3 60.3 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 71.3 67.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total 71.3 72.7 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
*Calculated Lmax is the Loudest value.

---- Receptor #2 ----
Baselines (dBA)

DescriptionLand Use Daytime Evening Night
Residentia Residentia 85 85 85

Equipment
Spec Actual Receptor Estimated

Impact Lmax Lmax Distance Shielding
Description Device Usage(%) (dBA) (dBA) (feet) (dBA)
Drum Mixer No 50 80 30 0
Drum Mixer No 50 80 30 0
Drum Mixer No 50 80 30 0
Drum Mixer No 50 80 30 0
Paver No 50 77.2 30 0
Roller No 20 80 30 0
Tractor No 40 84 30 0

Results
Calculated (dBA) Noise Limits (dBA) Noise Limit Exceedance (dBA)

Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Equipment *Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq
Drum Mixer 84.4 81.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drum Mixer 84.4 81.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drum Mixer 84.4 81.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drum Mixer 84.4 81.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Paver 81.7 78.6 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Roller 84.4 77.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tractor 88.4 84.5 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total 88.4 89.8 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
*Calculated Lmax is the Loudest value.



APPENDIX G 
Site Access Analysis of the Isbell Middle School Modernization Project



 

600 Wilshire Boulevard | Suite 1050 | Los Angeles, CA 90017 | (213) 261-3050 | Fax (310) 394-7663   

www.fehrandpeers.com 

Memorandum  
 

Date:  November 6, 2024 

To:  Douglas Henning, Santa Paula Unified School District  

From:  Netai Basu, AICP, CTP, Sarah Brandenberg, TE and Ryan Freedman, EIT 

Subject:  Site Access Analysis of the Isbell Middle School Modernization Project 

LA24-3569 

A focused EIR is being prepared for the proposed Isbell Middle School Modernization project. The 

purpose of this study is to provide analysis in support of a determination on the CEQA checklist 

transportation-related question “Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design 

feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., 

farm equipment)?” 

This study first describes the existing school, its setting and the changes to circulation and access 

proposed as part of the modernization project. Current drop-off and pick-up activities at the 

school are documented and collision data is analyzed for streets adjacent to the school. This 

information informs the impact analysis of the proposed project, which forms the conclusion of 

the study. 

Project Description and Project Setting  

Isbell Middle School is located at 221 S. 4th Street in Santa Paula and has been operating for 

nearly a century. The project is intended to bring the school buildings up to current seismic 

standards and to provide expanded and modernized educational facilities. The school currently 

serves approximately 700 students in grades 7 and 8, which would increase to 750 with the 

proposed modernization project. The conceptual site plan for the campus is shown in Figure 1.   

The school site has public access from two street frontages, 4th Street and Harvard Boulevard, as 

shown in Figure 2. Another vehicular access point is available from Ventura Street west of 7th 

Street, but this is limited to maintenance staff of the School District. The main school building is 

oriented toward 4th Street, as reflected in its address. A semi-circular 27-space parking lot adjoins 

that entry and has one inbound driveway and one outbound driveway. Three spaces are  
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Figure 1: Conceptual Facilities Plan  

 

Source: HMC Architects 
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Figure 2: Existing Campus Plan  

 

Source: Meridian Consultants  
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designated for specific school staff and one is designated for police. The remaining parking 

spaces (two handicapped and 21 standard spaces) are unassigned. The lawn within the loop is 

used for overflow parking for approximately ten cars. Access is also available from the southern 

side of the school, through gates next to a 67-space parking lot on Harvard Boulevard. The 

eastern driveway of this lot serves inbound traffic and the western driveway serves outbound 

traffic. The parking spaces in this lot (63 standard spaces and 4 handicapped spaces) are 

unassigned. A perimeter fence surrounds the entire school campus and, during student loading 

periods, one or two school staff are present at the entries on 4th Street and on Harvard Boulevard. 

A bus stop used by school buses and public transit buses (Valley Express, operated by the Ventura 

County Transportation Commission (VCTC)) is located immediately west of the western driveway 

on Harvard Boulevard. VCTC is currently reviewing service on its Valley Express routes and 

changes may be made in the future.  

Students who arrive or depart by private auto are dropped off and picked up in both parking lots 

and also curbside on the surrounding streets. As part of the proposed project, a formal student 

loading zone would be constructed in the Harvard Boulevard parking lot. The existing building 

housing the cafeteria and adult education office would be demolished to accommodate an 

enlarged parking lot, whose capacity would increase to approximately 110 spaces, and the 

western driveway would be relocated approximately 100 feet westward and the adjacent bus stop 

would be relocated to a nearby location on Harvard Boulevard. The other three existing driveways 

and the staff-only access on Ventura Street would be retained. The 4th Street parking lot would be 

repaved and restriped but would not be enlarged.  

Harvard Boulevard is an east-west oriented arterial roadway which provides four travel lanes, two 

in each direction with left-turn lanes at intersections and a continuous two-way left turn lane 

along mid-block segments. Parking is generally allowed on both sides of Harvard Boulevard, but 

is not permitted immediately adjacent to the Harvard Boulevard parking lot. The posted speed 

limit is 35 mph. Sidewalks are present on both sides of the street. A striped school crossing is 

located adjacent to the school with push-button activated rapid repeating flashing beacon (RRFB) 

and two crossing refuge islands which extend to the edges of the travel way and reduce exposure 

of pedestrians crossing the street. In August 2024 the City of Santa Paula completed a two-year 

project which rebuilt and repaved a 1.7 mile segment of Harvard Boulevard, including the 

segment adjacent to Isbell Middle School. The area around the school is built out with residential 

and commercial land uses.  

4th Street is a north-south oriented local street with one travel lane in each direction and no 

marked center line. Parking is allowed on each side of the street except during street sweeping 

hours. Except for the school, this area of 4th Street is exclusively residential. School crosswalks are 

located where 4th Street intersects Harvard Boulevard, Ventura Street and Main Street. Before and 

after school hours a crossing guard is present at 4th Street & Main Street.  
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Observations of Existing Drop-Off and Pick-Up Activities   

Fehr & Peers observed the morning drop-off and afternoon pick-up activities at the Isbell Middle 

School site on Friday September 27, 2024 (6:50 AM to 8:25 AM and 2:00 PM to 3:00 PM).  Key 

findings from the site observation are summarized below. 

The school day begins at 7:05 AM with the optional Period 0. By 8:00 AM, when the mandatory 

Advisory Period begins, all students are required to be present in their classrooms. Until 8:00 AM 

students are allowed to enter the school from the entrances on 4th Street and on Harvard 

Boulevard. After that time the Harvard Boulevard entry is closed to arriving students and they 

must use the 4th Street entrance. After 8:05 AM students are considered tardy and must sign in 

before entering the school. The 4th Street entrance is the main entrance to the school and is used 

throughout the day. On Mondays and on minimum days, the school day ends at 12:40 PM. On 

other days, classes end at 2:35 PM. Adult education classes are held at Isbell Middle School 

Mondays through Thursdays between 4:00 PM and 8:00 PM.  

The existing pick-up and drop-off maneuvers at the school are generally well organized and the 

operations take place with minimal impact on the surrounding street system.  No school-related 

congestion was observed on Harvard Boulevard and, except for a period of approximately ten 

minutes before and after the school day, no substantial traffic backups were noted on 4th Street.  

Harvard Boulevard Parking Lot and Frontage 

• The campus and surrounding streets were very quiet at 6:50 AM. Only six cars were 

parked in the Harvard Boulevard parking lot at that time. At 7:40 the parking lot was over 

three-fourths full. Staff said that because the middle school now has only two grades (7th 

grade and 8th grade), the parking capacity at the school is generally sufficient except on 

days when special events occur.  

• The exit driveway on Harvard Boulevard is approximately 20 feet wide and is not striped 

for separate lanes for drivers seeking to turn left and right. At times it was seen to 

function as a two-lane exit driveway but most often, due to vehicle placement, it 

functioned as a one-lane exit.  

• The westbound aisles in the Harvard Boulevard parking lot are wide enough to allow cars 

to drive around other cars which are stopped for loading students. Drivers were generally 

cautious and drove at appropriate speeds.   

• No queuing or double parking on Harvard Boulevard was observed on this day.  

• Minor queuing was observed within the Harvard Boulevard parking lot and at the exit 

onto Harvard Boulevard. 

• In the morning a few students were dropped off by parents on westbound Harvard 

Boulevard at the bus stop in front of the school and just to the west of the bus stop. In 

the afternoon, before the end of the school day, four cars were parked on the north side 

of Harvard Boulevard whose drivers appeared to be waiting to pick up their children.  
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• No student drop-offs or pick-ups were observed on the south side of Harvard Boulevard, 

either in the morning or in the afternoon.  

• No students or other pedestrians were seen crossing Harvard Boulevard at the marked 

crosswalk during the drop-off and pick-up periods.  

• No more than three eastbound vehicles were seen in the center two-way left-turn lane on 

Harvard Boulevard where drivers wait to enter the eastern driveway to the school. This 

occurred at 7:42 AM and the queue dissipated almost immediately.  

• There are no dedicated pedestrian pathways within the Harvard Boulevard parking lot 

and pedestrians using the entry gate there must walk through the parking lot. There is a 

sidewalk adjacent to the western driveway, but the school’s perimeter fence is located at 

the edge of the sidewalk, preventing its use by people who are not already on campus. 

Students coming from and going to the west were seen entering campus at the western 

driveway and students coming from and going to the east were seen using the eastern 

driveway. This behavior reduced the potential for conflicts and delay between school-

related pedestrians and cars at the Harvard Boulevard parking lot driveways.  

• By 2:32, shortly before the final bell, 11 waiting drivers had formed two lines of cars in 

each of the two aisles within the Harvard Boulevard parking lot, and two waiting drivers 

were seen parked in that lot.  

• At 2:33 about a dozen children were attended by staff while waiting behind the gate near 

the western driveway from the Harvard Boulevard parking lot. When a school bus pulled 

into the bus stop, most of the students were escorted to the bus stop. Soon afterwards, 

another school bus arrived and the remaining students were escorted to the stop.  

• By 2:50, 15 minutes after the final bell, nearly all of the pick-up activity was over.  

• In the morning, it appeared that more drop-offs occurred in the Harvard Boulevard 

parking lot than in the 4th Street parking lot. In the afternoon pick-up period, much more 

activity occurred on the 4th Street side of the school. There were more students who left 

the school on foot than who arrived that way, likely because parents dropped their 

children off on their way to work.  

4th Street Parking Lot and Frontage 

• The campus and surrounding streets were very quiet at 6:50 AM. Only three cars were 

parked in the 4th Street parking lot at that time. At 7:40 the parking lot was over three-

fourths full. At 7:52 AM the 4th Street parking lot was full, and three cars were parked in 

the overflow area.  

• The semi-circular drive aisle through the 4th Street parking lot is not wide enough to 

allow cars to drive around other cars which are stopped to drop off or pick up students. 

Minor queuing was observed within the parking lot and at the exit onto 4th Street. Drivers 

were generally cautious and drove at appropriate speeds.  

• No double parking on 4th Street was observed on this day.  
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• One midblock multi-point U-turn was observed on 4th Street in the morning. 

• On southbound 4th Street, the southbound queue was seen to extend back from Harvard 

Boulevard to the entry driveway on 4th Street for less than two minutes in the morning 

and afternoon periods. 

• Approximately 20 students arrived after 8:05 and had to sign-in at the 4th Street 

entrance.  

• In the morning a few students were observed being dropped off curbside on 4th Street 

close to the school but almost all of the arriving cars entered the parking lot and children 

got out close to the school entry. In the afternoon, prior to the end of the school day, cars 

were parked on both sides of 4th Street with drivers waiting to pick up their children.  

• In the morning, more students were seen walking toward the school on 4th Street from 

the north than from the south. Because they entered the school grounds using the lawn 

and sidewalk just north of the exit driveway on 4th Street, they did not conflict with or 

delay autos exiting the 4th Street parking lot.  

• By 2:32, shortly before the final bell, there were four cars waiting in the 4th Street parking 

lot and several cars waiting at the curb on both sides of 4th Street. 

• By 2:50, 15 minutes after the final bell, nearly all of the pick-up activity was over.  

Summary of Collision History  

A traffic collision is considered to be any event where a vehicle strikes an object while moving. 

That object could be another car, a pedestrian, or something fixed in place like a light post. When 

collisions cause damage or injury, the details are recorded by the local law enforcement agency 

and loaded into the California Highway Patrol Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System 

(SWITRS). The Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) is a map-based interface for SWITRS 

data. Data is available from January 1, 2012 through March 31, 2024, a period of over 13 years.  

A collision analysis using data collected from SWITRS was conducted for the streets fronting Isbell 

Middle School:  

• Harvard Boulevard between 4th Street and 7th Street   

• 4th Street between Harvard Boulevard and Ventura Street  

Collision data was reviewed for the entire length of each block. There were 12 documented 

collisions that occurred in the shaded area in Figure 3, including people driving, walking, and 

biking. None of the collisions resulted in serious injuries or fatalities.  
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Figure 3: Documented Collisions around Isbell Middle School   

 

Source: Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System showing reported collisions between 01/01/2012 and 03/31/2024. 

Table 1 shows the statistical breakdown of the party types involved in each collision. More than 

half of the collisions were of the vehicle-vehicle type, one third were vehicle-bicycle and one was 

vehicle-pedestrian. None resulted in severe injuries or fatalities.  

Table 1: Parties Involved - Collisions in Project Vicinity 

Collision Type Total Number of Severe 

Injuries or Fatalities 

Vehicle-Vehicle 7 0 

Vehicle-Pedestrian 1 0 

Vehicle-Bicycle 4 0 

Total 12 0 

Source: Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System 

+ 

+ 
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Table 2 provides a breakdown of the type of collisions among the 12 collisions recorded. Two-

thirds of these collisions were either “Rear End” or “Broadside”. 

Table 2: Type of Collision 

Type of Collision Quantity % of Total 

Head-On 1 8% 

Sideswipe 1 8% 

Rear End 4 33% 

Broadside 5 42% 

Vehicle-Pedestrian 1 8% 

Source: Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System 

Table 3 shows a breakdown of the Primary Collision Factor (PCF) for all 12 collisions. As shown, 

most collisions were due to Automobile Right of Way, followed by Unsafe Speed and Wrong Side 

of Road. 

Table 3: Primary Collision Factor (PCF) Breakdown 

PCF Quantity % of Total 

Unsafe Speed 3 25% 

Following Too Closely 1 8% 

Wrong Side of Road 2 17% 

Automobile Right of Way 4 33% 

Pedestrian Right of Way 1 8% 

Pedestrian Violation 1 8% 

Source: Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System 

Table 4 provides a breakdown of the day of the week when the collisions occurred. All but one of 

the collisions occurred during months when school is normally in session. As shown, two-thirds of 

the collisions occurred on a weekday. 
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Table 4: Collision Day of Week (Excluding Summer Months) 

Day of Week Quantity % of Total 

Monday 5 42% 

Tuesday 1 8% 

Wednesday  0 0% 

Thursday  0 0% 

Friday 2 17% 

Saturday 3 25% 

Sunday 1 8% 

Source: Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System 

Of the eight collisions that occurred on weekdays, four occurred in the periods before and after 

school (two collisions occurred between 7:00 and 8:00 AM and two others occurred between 2:00 

and 3:00 PM).  

No collisions occurred in the immediate vicinity of the 4th Street driveways while five collisions 

occurred in the immediate vicinity of the Harvard Boulevard driveways.  Therefore, an analysis of 

collisions which occurred immediately adjacent to the school on Harvard Boulevard was 

conducted, shown in Figure 4. Five documented collisions occurred in this area over the period 

from January 1, 2012 to March 31, 2024. 

All five of these collisions were vehicle-vehicle. Three of them were rear-end collisions and two 

were broadside collisions. The primary collision factors noted in these five crashes were Unsafe 

Speed (2), Automobile Right-of-Way (2) and Following too Closely (1).  Three of the collisions 

occurred on weekdays, while two occurred on weekend days. One of the three weekday collisions 

occurred during the periods before and after school.  
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Figure 4: Documented Collisions on Harvard Boulevard School Frontage 

 

Source: Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System showing reported collisions between 01/01/2012 and 03/31/2024. 

Impact Analysis  

Under the proposed modernization project, the western driveway serving outbound trips from the 

Harvard Boulevard parking lot would be relocated approximately 100 feet west of its current 

location. The inbound driveway to that parking lot and the two driveways serving the 4th Street 

parking lot would remain unchanged. Educational facilities at the school would be replaced or 

upgraded and the main entrance would move from 4th Street to Harvard Boulevard. The existing 

27-space 4th Street parking lot would be restriped and landscaped, and its use would be limited to 

school staff. The existing 67-space Harvard Boulevard parking lot would be expanded to 110 

spaces to serve staff and visitors. A formal student loading zone would be created within the 

parking lot adjacent to the school entrance.  

The proposed changes would not alter the existing circulation pattern of traffic on or around the 

school. The relocated driveway would be designed to comply with City of Santa Paula standards. 

Santa Paula Municipal Code (SPMC) Section 16.46.080 (B) requires that two-way driveways for 

commercial and similar uses be 25 feet wide and that one-way driveways for commercial and 

industrial uses be 20 feet wide, unless the City Engineer or the Fire Chief determine otherwise. 

SPMC Section 16.46.070 (F) requires that a triangular area of 10 feet on each side of a driveway be 

• 

• 

• 

TR 
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kept clear as a clear sight triangle. The relocated driveway, shown conceptually in Figure 1, can 

satisfy these requirements. The driveway would intersect Harvard Boulevard at a right angle, as it 

currently does, and the adjacent segment of Harvard Boulevard is level and straight.  

The existing bus stop is located immediately west of the western Harvard Boulevard parking lot 

driveway and does not present a visual obstruction for drivers exiting the parking lot. The no-

parking zone east of the existing driveway allows drivers to clearly see oncoming traffic from that 

direction. If the bus stop were maintained at its current location, however, the bus stop would be 

located just east of the new driveway and the line of sight for drivers exiting the parking lot would 

be obstructed when it is in use. Because the bus stop is used by public transit buses as well as 

school buses, creating a place for school buses to load within the school grounds would not 

completely eliminate the potential for stopped buses to create a visual obstruction at that 

location.  

The conceptual improvements to the Harvard Boulevard parking lot shown in Figure 1 will be 

further refined as the design process continues. As stated in the project description, the bus stop 

adjacent to the school is proposed be moved to the west of the relocated school driveway. The 

precise location will be identified in coordination with VCTC. A licensed civil engineer will be 

engaged to ensure that the relocated western driveway to the Harvard Boulevard parking lot 

provides adequate sight distance and complies with other applicable roadway design 

requirements. As with all improvements in the public right-of-way, the specific design and 

location of the relocated driveway and bus stop will be determined in consultation with the City 

of Santa Paula and will comply with City standards. Therefore, the proposed changes to site 

access would not substantially increase hazards due to a design feature and the impact would be 

less than significant.  
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