
May 2017 LTC Agenda 

INYO COUNTY   
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

P.O. DRAWER Q 
    INDEPENDENCE, CA 93526 
      PHONE:  (760) 878-0201  

      FAX:    (760) 878-2001 
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AGENDA 

INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Bishop City Council Chambers 
377 W. Line St., Bishop, CA  93514 

All members of the public are encouraged to participate in the discussion of any items on the Agenda.  Anyone 
wishing to speak, please obtain a card from the Transportation Commission Secretary and indicate each item 
number you would like to discuss.  Return the completed card to the Transportation Commission Secretary 
before the Commissioners consider the item(s) about which you wish to speak.  You will be allowed to speak 
about any item before the Commission takes action on it. 
Any member of the public may also make comments during the scheduled “Public Comment” period on this agenda 
concerning any subject related to the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission.  No cards need be submitted in 
order to speak during the “Public Comment” period. 
PUBLIC NOTICE: In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to 
participate in this meeting, please contact the Transportation Commission Secretary at (760) 878-0201.  Notification 48 
hours prior to the meeting will enable the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission to make reasonable 
arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting (28CFR 35. 102-35. ADA Title II).

May 17, 2017  

9:00 a.m.       Open Meeting 

ITEM NO. 1 Roll Call 

ITEM NO. 2 Public Comment 

ACTION ITEMS 

ITEM NO. 3    Secretary of the Local Transportation Commission - Request approval of 
the minutes of the meeting of April 19, 2017. 

ITEM NO. 4   Request Commission conduct a public hearing to gather input on unmet 
transit needs. 

ITEM NO. 5  Request Commission approve Resolution No. 2017-03, a resolution to 1) 
approve the Overall Work Program for the Inyo County LTC for FY 2017/2018, 2) 
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authorize the Executive Director to sign related documents and 3) allow staff to make 
minor technical changes if required. 

ITEM NO. 6  Request Commission approve Resolutions No. 2017-04 a resolution 
approving 1) the FY 2016-2017 Federal Exchange Program and State Match Program 
Agreement, Agreement No. X17-6134(023) with the California Department of 
Transportation  in the amount of $57,507, 2) apportioning and allocating Regional 
Surface Transportation Program funds to the County of Inyo and City of Bishop based on 
population, and 3) authorize the Executive Director to sign the Agreement. 

ITEM NO. 7  Request Commission approve Resolution No. 2017-05 that: 1) approves 
the submittal of a 2017 Federal Transit Administration Section 5311 apportionment grant 
with Eastern Sierra Transit Authority as the subrecipient of $100,089; and 2) authorizes 
the Executive Director to sign all required certifications and assurances.  

ITEM NO. 8  Request Commission approve Resolution No. 2017-06 that: 1) approves 
the submittal of a 2018 Federal Transit Administration Section 5311 apportionment grant 
with Eastern Sierra Transit Authority as the subrecipient of $102,344; and 2) authorizes 
the Executive Director to sign all required certifications and assurances.  

ITEM NO. 9   Request Commission approve Resolution No. 2017-07 that authorizes the 
Executive Director to sign the Certification and Assurances for the Federal Transit 
Administration Section 5311(f) continued funding for operating assistance for the Eastern 
Sierra Transit Authority US 395 inter-regional bus route in the amount of $226,559.88. 

DISCUSSION ITEMS  

ITEM NO. 10   Receive a presentation on the State Route (SR) 168 Draft Transportation 
Concept Report (TCR). 

ITEM NO. 11   Receive a presentation on the Draft TCR for SR 127. 

ITEM NO. 12   Discuss strategy with respect to the upcoming California Transportation 
Commission town hall meeting in Mammoth Lakes on September 13-14 and provide 
direction to staff. 

ITEM NO. 13   Receive the third quarter invoice of Rural Planning Assistance funds in 
Fiscal Year 2016-2017. 

ITEM NO. 14   Receive the FY 2015-2016 fiscal audit of the Inyo County Local 
Transportation Commission. 

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 

ITEM NO.  15   ESTA Report 

ITEM NO.  16   Tribal Report 
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ITEM NO.  17   Caltrans Report 
Quarterly Project Update 

ITEM NO.  18   City of Bishop Report 

ITEM NO.  19   Executive Director's Report 
County Quarterly Project Update 

ITEM NO.  20   Reports from all members of the Inyo County LTC 

CORRESPONDENCE 

None 

ADJOURNMENT 
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INYO COUNTY   
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

P.O. DRAWER Q 
    INDEPENDENCE, CA 93526 
   PHONE:  (760) 878-0201  
      FAX:    (760) 878-2001 

Clint Quilter, Executive Director 

MINUTES 

   INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Lone Pine Lions Club Hall 
481 S. Main Street 

Lone Pine, CA 93545 

April 19, 2017 

9:03 a.m.  Doug Thompson called the meeting to order. 

ITEM NO. 1 Roll Call 

Commissioners Present: 
Bob Kimball 
Doug Thompson 
Jim Ellis 
Dan Totheroh  

Commissioners Absent: 
Pat Gardner 
Rick Pucci 

Others present: 
Mark Heckman, Caltrans 
Rick Franz, Caltrans 
Jill Batchelder, Eastern Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA) 
Dave Grah, City of Bishop 
Denise Hayden, Secretary 
Courtney Smith, Staff 
Clint Quilter, Executive Director 
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ITEM NO. 2 Public Comment 

None 

ITEM NO. 3 Secretary of the Local Transportation Commission – Requests approval of the 
minutes of the meeting of March 15, 2017 

Motion to approve the minutes was made by Commissioner Jim Ellis and seconded by 
Commissioner Bob Kimball.  Motion carried 3-1 with Commissioner Dan Totheroh abstaining. 

ITEM NO. 4 Request Commission: 1) receive a copy of the meeting notes of the Social Services 
Transit Advisory Council and 2) conduct a public hearing to gather input on unmet transit needs. 

On March 9, 2017 staff held the annual Social Services Transit Advisory Council (SSTAC) 
meeting kickoff for the annual Transportation Development allocation process.  The meeting 
notes from this meeting that was held at the Caltrans Mt. Tom conference room are included 
in the packet.  There was a relatively low turnout at this meeting so staff will do some 
additional outreach and also review the SSTAC member list before next year’s meeting.   

At the SSTAC meeting, there was stated a need for additional weekend transportation 
throughout the valley.  Eastern Sierra Transit and Inyo-Mono Agency for the Handicapped 
discussed some of their plans and projects that they are working on.   

The unmet transit needs hearing was opened by Commissioner Doug Thompson.  Courtney 
Smith explained what an unmet transit need is.  He further explained the LTC has not 
allocated funds for local streets and roads for at least a dozen years. All of the TDA funds are 
being allocated for transit-related activities. If a new unmet transit need were identified, 
ESTA may have to reduce another one of their services. This is an opportunity to find out 
about the health of the transit system. ESTA has done a good job at providing new services 
by tweaking their existing services.   

Doug Thompson made a comment that ESTA has listened carefully to the comments that 
were made previously and had made changes to meet these needs.  Doug noted ESTA has 
helped address some of the needs raised recently by the Northern Inyo Hospital and the 
veteran’s service. 

Jill Batchelder said that the Non-Emergency Medical Transportation program has been 
funded again and the new grant funds should be able to fund the program for another two 
years.  There are approximately 80 people in this program now.  This has been a very positive 
program for those in the outlying areas where regular transportation is not available.  Jill also 
spoke to the representatives at Northern Inyo Hospital about the van that ESTA had donated 
to the hospital and they have made many local trips for those just having had surgery and 
various procedures at the hospital when the ESTA bus is not available or after hours.  Their 
van is mainly for local needs but is has gone to Chalfant, Benton, Tonapah and other outlying 
areas.  Bob Kimball asked if there were any problems with insurance issues on the ESTA Non-
Emergency Medical Transportation program.  Jill explained that the way ESTA has set up this 
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program is that the patient provides their own driver and then the patient is reimbursed and 
not the driver so the driver does not become an employee of ESTA. 

Doug Thompson closed the unmet transit needs hearing. 

DISCUSSION ITEMS 

ITEM NO. 5 Overview of new transportation funding legislation (SB 1 Beall). 

Courtney Smith presented an overview of the legislation recently passed by the State 
Legislature that is expected to be enacted by the Governor soon. The transportation funding 
in California has been erratic and negatively affected the programming of the Inyo County 
LTC.  The new taxes part of this legislation will take effect gradually over the next several 
years. Over the 10 year life of the bill this should raise over $52.4 billion dollars.   

Included in this bill is the following: 
• A 12-cent increase in the gasoline excise tax ;
• A 20-cent increase in the diesel excise tax;
• A 5.75 percent increase in the diesel sales tax;
• A new vehicle fee, which will annually charge drivers between $25 and $175, depending

on the value of the vehicle; and
• A $100 annual fee on zero-emission vehicles.

California gas excise tax will increase to $.30 per gallon.  As a part of the approval of SB 1, 
legislators also voted on a constitutional amendment that protects transportation funding 
from being used for other purposes, this will be placed on the June 2018 ballot for 
consideration by the voters. 

The emphasis on the new bill is to provide funds for deferred maintenance.  This will provide 
additional funds to the State, County, and City.  The County Road Department has been 
working in a negative budget for the past couple of years.  This will level things out and 
provide funds for a local projects.  So the County Road revenues will jump from $2.338 
million in 2016/2017 to an average of $6 million over the 10 year period.  The City of Bishop 
Road revenues will go from an estimated $95,000 to $193,000. 

Clint Quilter qualified Courtney’s statement by noting that these figures won’t “jump”, they 
will ramp up.  We are estimating that we will get somewhere over a million dollars in the 
17/18 fiscal year.  This will provide a solid funding framework. 

Courtney continued by stating that the eligible projects include: 

• Road maintenance and rehabilitation
• Safety projects
• Railroad grade separations
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• Complete street components, including active transportation purposes, pedestrian
and bicycle safety projects, transit facilities, and drainage and storm water capture
projects in conjunction with any other allowable project

• Traffic control devices
• Funds may also be used to satisfy a match requirement in order to obtain state or

federal funds for allowable projects.

The County and City will need to submit a list of projects to the California Transportation 
Commission (CTC) and report back to CTC for the amount of funds used on the projects and 
to report the useful life of the project.  Caltrans has some additional reporting requirements 
on the State Highway Operations & Protection Program (SHOPP) funds which the CTC has the 
ability to restrict the release of SHOPP funds.   

The bill will help the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) which was seriously 
underfunded in the 2016 STIP.  At what level the 2018 STIP will be funded is not clear and we 
will know more about this when the 2018 STIP fund estimate is released.   

Dan Totheroh asked if the State was going to look at our list of projects and tell us how to 
spend the funds.  Courtney answered that the STIP funds are a negotiation. The County will 
control over the funds for local streets and roads. Doug Thompson asked if part of these 
funds could be used for South Lake Road.  Courtney said that yes the County could use the 
local streets and roads for this if they choose. The County may also attempt to use STIP 
funds. It depends on the level of STIP funding, Caltrans plans for bringing forward the 
construction component of Olancha-Cartago, and the needs of the MOU funding partners. 

ITEM NO. 6 Report by Caltrans District 9 staff on the Average Annual Daily Traffic trends on US 
395, US 6, SR 14, and SR 58. 

Mark Heckman presented the Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) Count Data for US 395, US 
6, SR 14 & SR 58 from 1992 through 2016.  This is an annual report and is the same report 
that was presented to Mono County last month.  In general, traffic is going up.  There are 
traffic counters installed at various locations throughout District 9.  He presented colored 
graphs to show travel and traffic trends.   

INFORMATION ITEMS 

ITEM NO. 7 ESTA Report 

Quarterly Operating Report from January 1 to March 31, 2017 

Jill Batchelder stated that the ridership, January – March, is up over 9% from last year.  She 
stated that Mammoth Express is just going crazy with day workers (snow shoveling) and 
because of the discounted passes promotion.  Bishop Dial-A-Ride has gone up also.  Last year 
we saw a constant decline but we have seen an increase this past quarter, especially in 
March.  Dan Totheroh asked what has caused the increase.  Jill stated that ESTA staff i not 
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sure.  There are a few new riders and their regular riders are taking more trips, it’s hard to 
pinpoint.  ESTA is exceeding the 10% farebox ratio on all routes. 

The new route to Bishop Creek will be starting soon.  The new route will begin on Memorial 
weekend on Friday and Saturday and will have a run up to South Lake and Sabrina in the 
morning and in the evening.  The service will then stop and then resume operation on June 
17th through August 20th with a morning run and an afternoon run seven days a week.  After 
that the service will go weekends only through October.  So far the advertising on this has 
been limited as they wait for their permitting from the Forest Service.  It should all be 
finalized this week so there will be more advertising going out. 

ESTA has also been contacted by the various hiking groups regarding the snow pack and the 
river crossings.  It is going to be an interesting year for both the north and south US 395 
route.  Dan Totheroh asked if there were going to be additional stops on the Bishop Creek 
Route besides the trailheads.  Jill explained that riders can flag down a bus for a ride and the 
bus will stop if it is safe for the bus to stop at that location.   

Doug Thompson asked if there was a schedule showing where all of the bus routes are from 
here to Yosemite and Kennedy Meadows.  Doug said that he will have one of his staff 
members look into gathering this information.  It would be very informative for the hikers 
this summer.  Jill offered to include this information on their website and asked Doug to pass 
on any information that he may generate. 

ITEM NO. 8 Tribal Report 

None 

ITEM NO. 9 Caltrans Report 

Quarterly Project Status Report 

Mark Heckman presented his construction schedule for District 9.  There are a total of 27 
projects listed.  They are also doing rumble strips mostly on Hwy 190.  The Canopy project in 
Independence will be at the Maintenance shop so it won’t be seen much by the public.   

Doug asked Mark about the High Wind warning sign on the south end of the valley.  Doug 
mentioned that it was not on when he was traveling and it should have been due to the 
weather.  Mark was not sure how those were triggered and thought that perhaps it wasn’t 
windy enough to trigger it to come on.  He offered to find out how they work or who is in 
charge of them. 

ITEM NO. 10 City of Bishop Report 

David Grah stated that work is progressing on the Seibu to School path project. On the 
Spruce, Yaney, Hanby sidewalk project, the Environmental Report is out for public review 
right now and they are waiting for public comment.  The public hearing has been 
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rescheduled from the 24th of April to the 8th of May at a City Council meeting.  Dave also 
stated that he was pleased to hear about the additional gas tax funding noting that they 
could certainly use the additional funds.   

ITEM NO. 11 Executive Director’s Report 

Clint Quilter reported that Road Department staff are preparing for the heavy spring runoff 
and getting together with the other agencies every two weeks for emergency planning.  The 
Road Department is now working hard to get the mountain roads open before the water 
starts coming down.  Whitney Portal will be fully open around the first of May.  On 
Horseshoe Meadows Road, County staff will be meeting with the Forest Service on the first 
of May to hopefully reach a final strategy.  Horseshoe Meadows road may not open until the 
first of July.  We have equipment ready to go.  On upper Trona-Wildrose Road, we received 
bids and will go to the Board for approval and this will be the last of the repairs on the Gully 
Washer emergency project.  We received a grant from the Caltrans Division of Aeronautics to 
crack seal and overlay the Shoshone Airport.  It is not eligible for any other projects.   

Doug Thompson asked if there were any updates on the Bishop Airport projects.  Clint stated 
that we have put about $6 million dollars in the last three years into that airport.  The next 
project will be opening bids in June to re-do about half of the apron on the runway.   

Jim Ellis thanked Clint for his presentation at the town hall meeting about the Bishop Airport.  
Jim stated that it was an excellent presentation given by Clint. 

ITEM NO. 12 Reports from all members of the Inyo County LTC 

None 

CORRESPONDENCE: 

None 

ADJOURNMENT 

Meeting was adjourned at: 9:37 a.m. 

Attest: 

__________________________________ 
Clint Quilter 
Executive Director 

__________________________________ 
By: Denise Hayden, Secretary 
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S T A F F   R E P O R T 
 
 
 

MEETING:    May 17, 2017 
 
PREPARED BY:   Courtney Smith, Transportation Planner 
 
SUBJECT:   North County Unmet Transit Needs Hearing  
 
 
Recommended Action 
Staff recommends that your Commission 1) receive the annual Social Services Transit Advisory Council 
(SSTAC) meeting notes and 2) conduct a public hearing to gather input on unmet transit needs.  
 
Background 
As a guide for receiving comments, refer to the definition of an “unmet transit need” and “reasonable to 
meet” set forth in the LTC Organization and Procedures Manual.  
 
Unmet Transit Need 
An unmet transit need exists if an individual or individuals of any age or physical condition are unable 
to transport themselves from one location to another.  Documentation regarding the unmet need and the 
person’s residential address must be provided in a letter addressed to the Executive Director of the 
ICLTC or by testimony at a public hearing held for the purpose of determining unmet transit needs.  An 
unmet transit need is, at a minimum, those public transportation or specialized transportation services 
that are identified in the Regional Transportation Plan and that have not been implemented or funded. 
 
Reasonable to Meet 
A documented unmet transit need is reasonable to meet if: 
 

A service can be provided which meets a minimum farebox of 10% of operating costs; and, 
 
a. It is transit service for essential intra-county purposes which are defined as medical or 

dental services, shopping, employment, personal business, or social service 
appointments; or 

 
b. It is transit service for essential inter-county purposes which purposes are defined as 

medical or dental services or social service appointments not available in this county or 

 



the out-of-county destination is the closest location where the services are available to the 
origin of the trip; and, 

 
the origin and/or destination of the trip are within two miles of the established area of operation or 
cohesive community. 

 
In addition to the above definitions, it is reasonable for a person boarding a transit vehicle to expect that 
vehicle to travel the most direct route, practicable with normal operating procedures, to its destination. 
 
2017 Social Services Transit Advisory Council (SSTAC) 
The SSTAC’s input shall be incorporated with and made an integral part of the ICLTC’s annual “Unmet 
Transit Needs” hearing and findings process. The purpose of this hearing is to obtain citizen input 
regarding unmet transit needs and to receive information from the SSTAC meeting held on March 9, 
2017 at the Caltrans District 9 office in Bishop. The meeting notes from that meeting are attached for 
your information. There was a round table discussion and participants were encouraged to speak. ESTA 
staff was present and was able to answer questions clarifying what services they provide. LTC staff 
would like to thank those who attended the SSTAC meeting.  
 
Background Information on Transportation Development Act related sales tax revenues 
One of the primary duties of the Inyo County LTC is the administration of TDA funds. The primary 
source of TDA funds is the Local Transportation Fund (LTF). The LTF is derived from a 1/4% of the 
total sales tax revenue generated in Inyo County, including the City of Bishop. Though the primary use 
of LTF funds is for public transit and is allocated to ESTA for public transit, these funds are also 
allocated to the LTC for the administration of the TDA, 5% are eligible to allocated for community 
transit services (Eastern Sierra Area Agency for Aging provides specialized transit services), and 2% are 
eligible to be allocated to pedestrian and bicycle facilities. If there are remaining funds, those funds can 
be allocated for work by the County and City on local streets and roads. 
 
South County Unmet Transit Needs Hearing 
There was no unmet transit needs brought up at the April 19th South County Unmet Transit Needs 
hearing in Lone Pine. There was a review of some services provided by Eastern Sierra Transit in 
response to prior unmet transit needs.  
 
Overview 
The LTC has not allocated Transportation Development Act funds for local streets and roads for at least 
a decade. ESTA has been able to revise their services to serve unmet transit needs identified in the last 
several years. Here is a partial list: 
 

 Having the Mammoth Express bus stop in Rovana or Round Valley on a call-stop basis 
 ESTA is now providing a “Timetable” service to Cerro Coso Community  College at specific 

times 
 Continue CREST bus south to Lancaster (ESTA leveraged funding for this from Kern Regional 

Transit) 
 Longer layover in Ridgecrest so passengers from Lone Pine can have more time for medical 

appointments and/or shopping 
 Lone Pine residents can now travel from Lone Pine to Reno in a day – this was accomplished by 

moving the northbound CREST bus departure back and moving the Lone Pine to Bishop bus 
forward 

 Extending the Wilkerson deviated fixed route bus to Keough’s Hot Springs on a call-stop basis 



 ESTA acquired a grant for people to access out of the area non-emergency medical services.

If funding allows, ESTA may be required to provide any new services that meet the definition of being 
an “unmet transit need” and “reasonable to meet.” It should be noted that TDA funds in Inyo County 
have leveled off in the last several years. It will be a challenge for ESTA to maintain their current 
services. At the same time, it is important to now the transit needs in the area and ESTA has been 
successful at obtaining some transit grants to provide additional services or help fund existing services. 

The findings from the SSTAC meeting and the two LTC unmet transit needs hearings will be used to 
identify unmet transit needs. The results of these hearings, which will be brought before your 
Commission at the June 2017 meeting, are an essential part in determining the allocation of TDA 
revenues in FY 2017-2018. 

attachments: Meeting Notes from March 9, 2017 SSTAC 
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Meeting Notes 
 

INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Social Services Transit Advisory Council (SSTAC) 
 

Caltrans Headquarters 
Mt. Whitney Conference Room 

500 S. Main Street 
Bishop, CA 93514 

 
 
March 9, 2017 

 
IN ATTENDENCE: 
Courtney Smith, Inyo County LTC Staff 
Rick Franz, Caltrans District 9 
Jill Batchelder, ESTA 
Beth Himelhoch, Inyo-Mono Agency for the Handicapped 
Clint Quilter, Inyo County 
Denise Hayden, Inyo County LTC Staff 
 
Courtney Smith started the meeting by discussing the unmet transit needs hearing 
process. The SSTAC meeting is the first part of the annual Unmet Transit Needs hearing 
process. The meeting notes from this meeting will be presented to the Local 
Transportation Commission (LTC) at the April and May Unmet Transit Needs hearing. This 
is the first step in determining the allocation of the Transportation Development Act (TDA) 
funds. Over the past 12 years, the LTC has only allocated TDA funds transit or bicycle and 
pedestrian needs.  None of the TDA funds have been allocated for local streets and roads. 
We should begin this meeting by doing a round robin to discuss the health of the transit 
system and potential transit needs in the area.    
 
LTC staff will take a look at the SSTAC membership to see if there are others that may like 
to attend.  He is not sure why a senior members is not attending so we need to reach out 
for confirm that she will still participate. 
 
Beth Himelhoch: Beth stated that ESTA does an excellent job.  The item that she would 
like to present is regarding one of her clients that works in Manzanar.  He has to be in 
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Manzanar at 7:00 AM and this makes it difficult because of the hours that the ESTA bus 
runs.   

Jill Batchelder asked if the employer would be willing to work with the employee’s hours 
and Beth explained that these employees clean the restrooms and they must be done 
before the business opens.  Therefore the employer is not willing to change these work 
hours.  IMAH will be having additional clients that will be getting jobs in that area and 
would need to have disabled transportation for nontraditional work hours for this area 

Beth mentioned that IMAH may have another source of jobs for her clients that would be 
within the traditional work hours.  Beth appreciate all of the help that ESTA has provided 
for her clients so far. 

Beth did add that the additional routes in the Mammoth area have been very helpful to her 
clients because they are now able to get back and forth.  There also needs to be transit 
service on the weekends from Bishop to Lone Pine because there are disabled riders that 
live in Bishop and work in the Lone Pine area.  This need still exists.  There is also a need 
for additional transit service in the Bishop area for IMAH’s clients.  

Jill Batchelder:  ESTA has grant applications in process. The Low Carbon Transit 
Operations Program funds, between Inyo and Mono Counties, have decreased from last 
year. ESTA had about $58,000 to work with last year and this year they only have about 
$38,000.  In response, ESTA has had to cut the mid-day routes and reduce the number of 
the transit punch passes by half.  Beth asked if Jill thought that the reduction in discount 
punch pass tickets would affect the ridership.  Jill does think that it will have an impact 
especially on the Mammoth Express route.  All of the other routes are status quo and they 
don’t anticipate any changes to those.   

ESTA will be initiating a Bishop Creek Shuttle service this year.  This will begin on 
Memorial Day Weekend with two trips per day going up to Lake Sabrina and South Lake.  
There will be flag stops along the way at Bishop Creek Lodge or Parchers Resort so if 
there is anyone along the way that would like a ride they can get on the bus as long as it is 
safe to stop.  This will be available for Memorial Day weekend only and then it will begin 
again in mid-June and run seven days a week until mid-August and then it will be 
weekends only until the middle of October.  This service will have a fare of $5.00 no matter 
where you go.  Also, you do not have to get off of the bus, you can just take a ride to take 
a look at the scenery if you would like.   

Last year the need for non-emergency medical transportation was presented by Danny 
David from Northern Inyo Hospital.  This past year, ESTA donated a vehicle to the hospital 
for this purpose.  It is up and running and it goes from Mammoth and Lone Pine assisting 
those in need of this type of transportation.  Denise Hayden noted that they have also 
made a few trips to Tonopah as well.  They have also gone out to Benton too.   
ESTA also continues to provide non-emergency medical transportation through an FTA 
Section 5310 transit grant and they have about another 16 months available on this grant. 
The grant provides reimbursement to volunteer drivers for their mileage.  There have been 
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69 participants in this program with one hundred thirty thousand miles traveled.  This has 
been a rewarding program to administer because you get to talk to the participants.   

Courtney Smith brought up a comment that Joan Stathem had mentioned at the Public 
Comment portion of the last LTC meeting. She is having difficulty reaching her mail box 
and her front door.  Jill said that this is a liability issue and the ESTA driver can take their 
clients to their door but they are unable to unlock the door.  The drivers are able to assist 
the rider after the rider has entered their house.  They will get assistance to the bus and 
then off of the bus to the lobby of their doctor’s office but the driver cannot check them in 
at the doctor’s office.  Some ESTA drivers were actually taking the groceries into the 
clients kitchens through the door though this is a huge liability for and this service had to 
be stopped.  It is the crossing of the threshold through the door that causes the liability.   

It is difficult when there are passengers that need additional assistance and the drivers 
want to help but these rules were put into place to protect everyone.  The drivers are 
aware of the special needs of these individuals as well as their physical appearance, and 
other signs that may indicate the necessity for additional assistance.  They report this to 
Jill and in turn Jill will report it to Adult Protective Services.    

Beth Himelhoch noted that since IMAH deals with Kern Regional she invited them to come 
to our area and see what we have to offer here.  Kern Regional was astounded to learn 
that we did not have rapid transit in our area and they had no idea what our area was like.  
Rick Franz also joined in and agreed that Caltrans runs into this same situation with 
Sacramento.  They have no idea that the rural areas have transit needs too.  Rick provided 
this information to Sacramento and they were dumfounded at the measured that had to be 
taken to make the trip from Bishop to Sacramento.  It wasn’t until Caltrans came to Bishop 
that they fully understood our area and what it takes to serve the people here.  

Rick Franz made the suggestion that when Caltrans come to our area again, they need to 
take the public transportation that is offered to see what the riders have to do to get 
around. 

Courtney Smith said that if there were any needs or suggestions to e-mail Courtney and 
he can make sure that these needs are included in the information presented at the unmet 
transit needs hearings. 

Rick Franz asked Denise Hayden what the funding status is for the operation of the 
hospital bus.  He noted that there might be Federal funds available that he can look into.  
Denise volunteered to discuss this with Dr. Kevin Flanigan, CEO of Northern Inyo Hospital 
and ask what the current status is for transit services. 

If anyone should think of any additional needs or comments, please contact Courtney or 
Denise to have them added. 

The meeting was concluded at 10:26 AM. 
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         P.O. DRAWER Q 
 INDEPENDENCE, CA 93526 

PHONE:  (760) 878-0201 
FAX:    (760) 878-2001 

Clint Quilter 
Executive Director 

S T A F F   R E P O R T 

MEETING:    May 17, 2017 

PREPARED BY:   Courtney Smith, Transportation Planner 

SUBJECT:  Approval of 2017/2018 Overall Work Program (OWP) 

Recommended Action 
Adopt resolution No. 2017-03 that 1) approves the FY 2017-2018 OWP and 2) authorizes the Executive 
Director to sign the Overall Work Program Agreement and the Transportation Planning Process 
Certification and 3) to make any required technical changes to the OWP.  

At the March meeting, staff presented draft copies of the 2017/2018 Overall Work Program (OWP) to 
your Commission. The Draft OWP was also sent out for review to local planning partners including the 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), City of Bishop, Eastern Sierra Transit, and the five 
tribal governments in Inyo County. As a result of a letter from District 9, changes were made to the 
document. The changes are summarized in the “Response to comments” and also show in the draft OWP 
though the “track changes” function.  

The ICLTC is required to adopt the OWP by June 30, 2017.  

Attachments: -Resolution No. 2017-03 
-Caltrans District 9 comment letter  
-Response to comments 
-Draft OWP incorporating changes made in response to comments 
-Overall Work Program Agreement 
-Transportation Planning Process Certification 



RESOLUTION No. 2017 – 03 

INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
(Hereinafter referred to as the ICLTC) 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AND ADOPTING THE ICLTC OVERALL WORK PROGRAM 
(Hereinafter referred to as the OWP) 
FOR THE 2017/2018 FISCAL YEAR 

WHEREAS, the ICLTC is the designated transportation planning agency for Inyo County pursuant 
to Section 29535 of the Government Code and Action of the Secretary for Business, Transportation and Housing, 
and as such, must prepare an annual OWP; and 

WHEREAS, the OWP, and the process for its development, will be in compliance with the program 
guidelines established by the California Department of Transportation (hereinafter referred to as Caltrans); and 

WHEREAS, the purpose of the OWP is to serve as a work plan to guide and manage the work of the 
ICLTC, identify transportation planning activities and products occurring in the region and to act as the general 
agreement by which Caltrans planning funds will be transferred to Inyo County to fund activities and products 
developed by the ICLTC, and 

WHEREAS, the OWP identifies specific tasks, measurable products and completion date or dates for 
each Work Element; and 

WHEREAS, said OWP is executed and secured by an Overall Work Program Agreement, with the 
ICLTC and Caltrans as signatory participants. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
approves 1) the Overall Work Program, 2) authorizes the Executive Director to sign the Overall Work Program 
Agreement and Transportation Planning Process Certification, and 3) authorizes the Executive Director to make 
any technical amendments necessary to gain approval of the Overall Work Program.  

Passed and adopted this 17th day of May, 2017, by the following vote: 

Ayes: _____ 
Noes: _____ 
Abstentions: _____ 
Absent: _____ 

______________________________________________________ 
Chair, Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 

Attest: 

_______________________________________________________ 
Executive Director, Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
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April 19, 2017 

Courtney Smith, Transportation Planner 
Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
POBoxQ 
Independence, CA 93526 

Dear Mr. Smith: 

Inyo County Local Transportation Commission Draft 2017/2018 Overall Work Program 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission's 
(ICLTC) draft Overall Work Program for fiscal year 2017-2018. Based on our review, the Office 
of Regional Planning offers the following comments/suggestions for your consideration: 

• Tribal Consultation, Page 8: there are some tribes not referred to by their official name 
including; Big Pine Tribe of the Owens Valley are "Big Pine Paiute Tribe of the Owens 
Valley," Fort Independence Indian Community of Paiute are "Fort Independence Indian 
Community of Paiute Indians of the Fort Independence Reservation, California;" and 
Shoshone Tribe are "Death Valley Timbi-sha Shoshone Tribe." 

• Federal Planning Factors, Page 12: Please update the narrative and the chart to include the 
following two additional planning factors resulting from the most recent federal surface 
transportation reauthorization, Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act: 

(9) Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or 
mitigate stormwater impacts of surface transportation; and, 
(10) Enhance travel and tourism. 

• Work Element 400.1: 
o Task 3 -As of FY 2015-16, Caltrans discontinued the Community-Based 

Transportation Planning Grant; however, planning projects are still eligible under the 
revised Sustainable Communities Grant. Please update this task to reflect this 
current information. 

o Task 16 - As a reminder, non-planning related application development and 
assistance are ineligible activities for RP A reimbursement. Please ensure that grant 
applications are transportation planning-related to be eligible for RP A. 

o Delivery Timetable, Task 18 - It appears that the description should read, "Update 
Active Transportation Plan." Please revise, as appropriate. 

"Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance California's economy and livability" 
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• Work Element 500.1, Task 2-Please include the Caltrans SPR grant "The Eastern Sierra 
Freight Study" scheduled to start this fiscal year. 

• Work Element 500.1, Task 19 - As details develop for the next Regional Transportation 
Plan (RTP) update, please consider adding a standalone work element to include the 
activities leading up to the final RTP and the accompanying environmental document, as 
appropriate (i.e., public outreach, draft RTP/environmental document, and final 
RTP/environmental document, Board adoption date, etc.). 

• Work Element 600.1: 
o For RPA eligibility purposes, please revise the purpose of this work element to 

describe how the activities feed into the regional transportation planning process 
(e.g., RTP). 

o Task 8 - As a reminder, RP A funds can only reimburse activities directly related to 
regional transportation planning functions. Please revise this task to draw a strong 
connection to regional transportation planning such as the R TP or please use non
RP A to fund this activity. 

We value our cooperative working relationship with Inyo County, the City of Bishop and the Local 
Transportation Commission. If you have any questions, please contact Mark Heckman at (760) 
872-1398 or mark.heckrnan@dot.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Heckman 
District 9 Branch Supervisor 
Transportation Planning 

"Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance California's economy and livability" 
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Response to Comments Addressing the  
Inyo County Local Transportation Commission (ICLTC) 

Draft 2017/2018 Overall Work Program (OWP) 

Commenting Party: Caltrans District 9, Comments submitted on April 19, 2017 

• Tribal Consultation, Page 8: there are some tribes not referred to by their official
name including; Big Pine Tribe of the Owens Valley are "Big Pine Paiute Tribe of
the Owens Valley," Fort Independence Indian Community of Paiute are "Fort
Independence Indian Community of Paiute Indians of the Fort Independence
Reservation, California;" and Shoshone Tribe are "Death Valley Timbi-sha
Shoshone Tribe."
Reply:  So noted. The suggested changes have been made.

• Federal Planning Factors, Page 12: Please update the narrative and the chart to
include the following two additional planning factors resulting from the most recent
federal surface transportation reauthorization, Fixing America's Surface
Transportation Act:

9. Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or
mitigate stormwater impacts of surface transportation; and,

10. Enhance travel and tourism.

Reply: The two Federal Planning factors have been inserted in the table. 

• Work Element 400.1: Task 3 -As of FY 2015-16, Caltrans discontinued the
Community-Based Transportation Planning Grant; however, planning projects are
still eligible under the revised Sustainable Communities Grant. Please update this
task to reflect this current information.
Reply: So noted. The suggested change has been made.

• Work Element 400.1: Task 16 - As a reminder, non-planning related application
development and assistance are ineligible activities for RPA reimbursement. Please
ensure that grant applications are transportation planning-related to be eligible for
RPA.
Reply: This task has been changed to only be eligible only for PPM funds.

• Work Element 400.1: Delivery Timetable, Task 18 - It appears that the description
should read, "Update Active Transportation Plan." Please revise, as appropriate.
Reply: So noted. The suggested change has been made.

• Work Element 500.1, Task 2-Please include the Caltrans SPR grant "The Eastern
Sierra Freight Study" scheduled to start this fiscal year.
Reply: So noted. This project has been added to the list of projects.
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• Work Element 500.1, Task 19 - As details develop for the next Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) update, please consider adding a standalone work element
to include the activities leading up to the final RTP and the accompanying
environmental document, as appropriate (i.e., public outreach, draft
RTP/environmental document, and final RTP/environmental document, Board
adoption date, etc.).
Reply: So noted. As the task describes, work completed in this fiscal year will be
determining what constitutes an update to the RTP and whether or not the RTP will
be completed in-house or by a consultant. If the consultant method is selected, an
RFP may be released in this fiscal year.

• Work Element 600.1: For RPA eligibility purposes, please revise the purpose of this
work element to describe how the activities feed into the regional transportation
planning process (e.g., RTP).
Reply: This section has been rewritten as suggested.

• Work Element 600.1: Task 8 - As a reminder, RPA funds can only reimburse
activities directly related to regional transportation planning functions. Please revise
this task to draw a strong connection to regional transportation planning such as the
RTP or please use non RPA to fund this activity.
Reply: This has been split into two tasks. The traffic counters are an important
backbone for transportation planning activities and are an RPA-eligible expense. The
use of the drone will be split between planning-eligible uses and other uses. Because
of this, it is proposed that the drone be purchased 50% with RPA or PPM funds and
50% with Road Department funds.
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2017/2018 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM 

FOR THE INYO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

INTRODUCTION 
The Inyo County Local Transportation Commission (ICLTC) is the designated Regional Transportation Agency 
(RTPA) for Inyo County. Inyo County is located in the central eastern part of the state and is bounded by the 
counties of Tulare and Fresno to the west along the crest of the Sierra Nevada, Mono to the north, Kern 
and San Bernardino to the south, and the State of Nevada to the east. 

Inyo County is the second largest county in the State of California, with an area of 10,203 square miles. The 
2010 Census reports the County’s population to be 18,546, with a population density of 1.8 persons per 
square mile. About 98% of the land in the County is owned by public agencies. The greatest portion of the 
population resides in communities along US 395, which runs generally north/south near the western 
boundary of the County. There are several small communities in the southeastern portion of the County as 
well. The City of Bishop, along with the suburbs immediately surrounding it, contains over 50% of all County 
residents and approximately 67% of the County’s residents live within a 15-mile radius of Bishop. Bishop is 
the only incorporated city in the County. 

Due to the expansive holdings of land by the Federal Government, the Los Angeles Department of Water 
and Power and the State of California, the future growth of Inyo County will be confined primarily to small 
areas of private land. Given the scattered nature of these private land holdings, it is unlikely that any major 
urban growth or significant development within the existing communities will occur. One possible 
exception to this scenario does exist in the far southeasterly portion of the county where larger tracts of 
land are in private ownership and the area may be subject to development pressure from the suburban 
expansion of the City of Las Vegas. The availability of water, however, may be a factor limiting this 
expansion into the county.  

Tourism is the major economic driver in the County. The spectacular diversity of scenery, topography, 
climate and abundant recreational opportunities attract a broad range of visitors to the County. Inyo 
County features the highest point in the contiguous 48 states (Mt. Whitney, 14,505 ft.) and the lowest 
point in the Western Hemisphere (Badwater Basin, Death Valley National Park, -282 ft. below sea level). 
With only 85 air miles of separation, these two points represent a range in climate from the Northern 
Sonora Zone in Mexico to the Arctic Circle. Each year, at least 7 million recreational visitor-days are 
generated on the National Forest, National Park, Bureau of Land Management, City of Los Angeles, and 
private lands in the County. A vast majority of the visitors seeking recreation arrive via the State Highway 
System. 



2 

Growth in the economy of the County is occurring slowly, but is expected to continue as a result of 
increased recreational activity and an increasing number of retirees selecting Inyo County as their place of 
residence. A growing number of tourists, particularly from the Southern California area, are being attracted 
to the County. Leisure time, surplus expendable income, increased mobility, and urban population pressure 
for land suitable for recreation result in recreational travel to more desirable areas. This development will 
continue to cause trade and services to increase faster than any other sector of economic activity. The 
expansion of tourist activity, along with the increase of retirees, will be the basis for the minimal population 
growth expected for the County in the foreseeable future. Digital 395, a project funded by an American 
Recovery Act of 2009 grant, installed fiber optic cable along the US 395 corridor and provides broadband 
Internet access to the area. This provides an opportunity for an increase in Internet-based businesses in the 
Eastern Sierra. 

ORGANIZATION 

A. History 

The ICLTC was established pursuant to State Government Code Section 29535 on July 12, 1972, by 
resolutions of the Inyo County Board of Supervisors and the Bishop City Council. This entity was then 
designated as the transportation planning agency for Inyo County by the State Secretary of the Business, 
Transportation and Housing Agency.  

B. Purpose 

The ICLTC is authorized to act as the lead transportation planning and administrative agency for 
transportation projects and programs in Inyo County. It is intended that the coordinated efforts of City, 
County and State level representatives and their technical staff, through the ICLTC, will implement 
appropriate solutions to address overall County transportation needs. 

The primary duties of the ICLTC consist of the following: 

1. Administration of Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds.

2. Development and implementation of the Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

3. Preparation and implementation of the annual Overall Work Program (OWP).

4. Review and comment on the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

5. The ICLTC is responsible for the preparation of the Regional Transportation Improvement
Program (RTIP), in collaboration with the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans),
and submitted for adoption by the California Transportation Commission (CTC).

6. Review and prioritize grant applications for various funding programs.
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C. ICLTC Membership 

The ICLTC membership consists of three representatives appointed by the Inyo County Board of Supervisors 
and three representatives appointed by the Bishop City Council. Terms of office shall be as designated by 
the Inyo County Board of Supervisors and the Bishop City Council. The designating authority, for each 
regular member it appoints, may designate an alternate representative to serve in place of the regular 
member when that party is absent or disqualified from participating in a meeting of the commission. The 
Caltrans District Director, or a designee of the director, serves as a non-voting ex-officio member. 

D. Staffing 

Executive Director: The Executive Director of the ICLTC is appointed by the Inyo County Board of 
Supervisors. The Executive Director is responsible for the general administration of ICLTC activities. 

ICLTC Secretary: The ICLTC Secretary is appointed by the Executive Director to maintain records, including 
meeting minutes and project files and to assist staff in preparation and dissemination of public notices, 
agendas, agenda packets and other official business. 

Technical Staff: Technical (engineering, legal and planning) staffing services for the ICLTC are provided by 
Inyo County and the City of Bishop as needed.   

ADMISTRATIVE ADJUSTMENTS 
For office space and utility payments last year, the ICLTC contributes to the County Cost Plan $1,418 per 
month. The County bills the ICLTC for Workers’ Compensation Insurance at a rate of $91.25 per month and 
Liability Insurance at a rate of $32 per month. These expenses may vary and are not developed until the 
County develops its FY 2017-2018 budget. These expenses are invoiced as ‘Administrative Adjustments’ and 
the costs are charged to the Administer Transit work element as a specific task. Only Transportation 
Development Act funds are used for these expenses. Copy costs are billed to the work element that the 
copies are related to.  

ISSUES AND CONCERNS 

Highways, Local Streets and Roads, Bikeways, and Pedestrian Facilities 
US 395 is the major transportation corridor through Inyo County and provides the primary year-round 
access into the Eastern Sierra region. It is vital to the region’s economy, since nearly all goods are trucked in 
via this route and US 6. Area residents use US 395 to reach special services and items not available in their 
small rural communities. A significant percentage of traffic on the route is recreationally oriented. 

With the completion of the Independence/Manzanar project, the majority of US 395 through Inyo County 
has been widened to four lanes. The remaining two-lane section that is slated to be developed as a four-
lane expressway (Olancha/Cartago) has been programmed through right-of-way acquisition and 
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archaeological pre-mitigation for expansion. Therefore, the overriding concern of the Inyo County LTC is to 
proceed with and complete this project as quickly as possible.  
 
As the high priority four-laning of US 395 in Inyo County approaches completion, the Local Transportation 
Commission will continue to prioritize improvement projects to the US 395 and CA 14 corridors in Kern, San 
Bernardino, and Mono counties.  
 
US 6 provides  access to the communities of Laws and several communities in Mono County that serve in 
part as bedroom communities to Bishop and provides an interregional alternative for north and east bound 
travelers and freight. SR 127 provides north-south access throughout the eastern part of the County and 
provides a route for interregional travel accessing Death Valley National Park (DVNP) from the east. SR 168 
provides interregional travelers with a route between the Owens Valley and Southern Nevada. 
 
SR 190 in combination with SR 136 and SR 178 provides a discontinuous east-west corridor through DVNP. 
A significant percentage of interregional travelers to and through DVNP use one or more roads that are not 
on the State Highway system. These roads include: Stateline Road, Panamint Valley Road, Trona – Wildrose 
Road, and Old Spanish Trail Highway all are part of the Inyo County Maintained Mileage System and 
essentially serve as an extension of the State Highway system. Badwater Road, Scotty’s Castle Road, Beatty 
Cutoff Road, and Daylight Pass Road (maintained by DVNP) also provide important interregional routes. The 
signage and mapping to travel on these routes is inconsistent. Some State maps do not show the roads 
maintained by the County or DVNP. With new signage on the I-15 freeway in Las Vegas pointing visitors to 
access DVNP via SR 160 in Nevada and Stateline Road, it is likely that traffic on this route will increase.  
 
There are a number of State Highways and County maintained roads that provide access for residents and 
travelers to small communities and recreational areas in the Sierra Nevada. These include: Pine Creek Road, 
SR 168 west of US 395, South Lake Road, Sabrina Road, Glacier Lodge Road, Onion Valley Road, Whitney 
Portal Road, Horseshoe Meadows Road, and Ninemile Canyon Road. Ninemile Canyon Road is unique in 
Inyo County in that it is the only road inside of Inyo County that crosses the High Sierra crest and provides 
access to communities on the western slope of the Sierra Nevada. Other paved roads in the County that 
also provide access to recreation destinations include White Mountain Road and Death Valley Road. The 
condition of these roads is important to the economy of communities throughout Inyo County. 
 
The ICLTC also needs to prioritize other possible projects for future transportation programming. Some 
possibilities include other State Routes in the area, County, City, and Tribal Government roads, and bicycle 
and pedestrian trails and routes. The needs and goals for many of these alternatives are discussed and 
defined in the current Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the Collaborative Bikeways Plan. A significant 
issue to local agencies is finding ways to fund the long-term maintenance of local streets and roads. The 
Pavement Management Program provides a tool to make cost-effective choices for those funds that are 
available. Although the ICLTC is not required to prepare and maintain a Congestion Management Plan 
(CMP), there exists a continuing need to develop evaluation criteria addressing multi-modal and inter-
modal transportation systems.  
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Air Quality 
In California, both federal and state ambient standards exist for CO, PM10, and ozone. California’s ambient 
standards are more stringent than the federal standards for these pollutants. Areas that meet the ambient 
standards are classified as attainment areas; likewise, areas that do not meet the standards are classified as 
nonattainment areas. Inyo County is an attainment area for the state and federal CO standards. The county 
is an attainment area for state and federal PM10 standards except for the area around the Owens Dry Lake. 
The Owens Valley is a nonattainment area because of windblown dust from exposed areas of Owens dry 
lake. The Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control District has prepared a state implementation plan for 
PM10 that includes mitigation measures designed to minimize windblown dust from Owens dry lake. The 
plan does not include any measures to reduce PM10 from paved or unpaved roads because roads are not 
considered a significant contributor to Inyo County’s existing PM10 problem. The southern and eastern 
portions of the County are in a nonattainment area for federal ozone standards. This area of the county has 
an extremely low population and lacks industrial emission sources. The ozone levels are attributed to 
emissions from highly urbanized South Coast and southern San Joaquin Valley air basins that are carried by 
prevailing winds into Inyo County. 
 
Aviation 
Air transportation service is limited, yet vital to the Eastern Sierra region, because of the geographical 
isolation of the region from the rest of the State. Inyo County has seven general aviation and six private 
landing strips within its boundaries. These airports are scattered throughout the region and are generally 
located adjacent to rural communities. Additionally, there is at least one active backcountry airstrip in Inyo 
County. 
 
Of these airports, the County maintains four: Bishop, Independence, Lone Pine and Shoshone. The Bishop, 
Independence and Lone Pine airports are located on Los Angeles Department of Water and Power land, 
while the Shoshone Airport is on private land. The Trona Airport, located just within the boundaries of Inyo 
County, is owned by the U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management, and is operated by 
the Searles Valley Community Service District. The Bishop Airport has the only charter services available 
within Inyo County. Charter and limited commercial airline services are available at the Mammoth Lakes / 
Yosemite Airport (21 miles north of the County line). 
 
The Inyo County Airport Land Use Commission adopted a “Policy Plan and Airport Comprehensive Land Use 
Plan” (CLUP) in December 1991. Section 21675 of the California Utilities Code required the formation of a 
comprehensive land use plan that provided for the orderly growth of each public airport and area 
surrounding the airport. This plan guides the orderly development of each public use airport in the County. 
There has been no requirement to update the CLUP. The County has prioritized the completion of Master 
Plans at each of the general aviation airports it maintains funded by the Federal Aviation Administration. 
Once the Master Plans are completed or there is a requirement to update the CLUP the County will pursue 
an update to the CLUP. 
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The only Master Plan to be completed in the County at this point was adopted for the Bishop Airport in 
2004 and provides for the growth and development of this facility for the next twenty years. Inyo County is 
continuing to pursue FAA funding to complete Master Plans for the Lone Pine and Independence airports. 
The ICLTC also participated in the development of the Interregional California Aviation System Plan (ICASP), 
which identified the needs and priorities of the General Aviation airports statewide and within the county. 

Freight 
There is a significant amount of goods movement on US 395, US 6, and SR 14.   Trucks represent a higher 
than average proportion of the total traffic in the study area. These corridors connect Los Angeles and Reno 
and also connect to serve other parts of the western US. The development of the Tahoe Reno Industrial 
Center combined with the corridor being improved to four lane roads may potentially add to these impacts. 
Truck traffic impacts one’s overall enjoyment of a town Main Street by increasing noise and decreasing air 
quality and the sense of safety. Roads bear the burden of the weight of more and more trucks, but limited 
funding is available due to the area’s small population numbers. In a region dependent on tourism and with 
limited funding for highway maintenance, these impacts can be damaging to the area’s economy if visitors 
have a bad experience. Adequate services need to be made available to allow for highway safety.  

Approximately two-thirds of truck drivers responding in the Goods Movement Study for US 395 Corridor 
(June 2006, Katz, Okitsu and Associates) survey reported taking US 395 to the south versus one third using 
SR 14. Approximately two-thirds of northbound trucks used US 395 versus one-third using US 6. As Reno 
continues to develop the Tahoe Reno Industrial Center, additional increases in truck traffic can be 
anticipated.  

Additionally, there are concerns from residents about long term parking of semi-trailer trucks adjacent to 
residential and commercial areas. Unauthorized truck parking has been noted near most communities. 

Public Transportation 
The Eastern Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA) is the primary public transportation provider for Inyo County. 
ESTA operates throughout the County with a fleet of vehicles, all of which are now accessible for elderly 
and for persons with disabilities, affecting full ADA compliance. Operating funds for ESTA are derived from 
a combination of fare box revenues, State Transit Assistance Funds, Local Transportation Funds and Federal 
Transit Administration Section 5311, 5316, and 5317 monies from various jurisdictions including Inyo 
County, Mono County, the City of Bishop and the Town of Mammoth Lakes. ESTA was known as Inyo-Mono 
Transit until these governmental entities entered into a Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) to administer and 
operate the public transportation service. The JPA took effect July 1, 2007. The ICLTC is supporting the 
implementation of the ESTA Short-Range Transit Plan.  

In addition to ESTA, there are several other public transportation providers. They include the Eastern Sierra 
Area Agency on Aging (ESAAA), Inyo Mono Association for the Handicapped (IMAH), the Toiyabe Indian 
Health Project, and several other Native American transportation providers. ESAAA provides transit 
services to senior citizens. The ICLTC currently evaluates criteria and policies to prioritize future grant 
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applications from agencies providing transportation services with public funding. Those agencies 
implementing measures to promote the coordination of services with other such agencies will be assigned 
a higher priority with respect to ICLTC grant application endorsement. The ICLTC will coordinate with 
Caltrans and each of the above agencies in the implementation of the policies identified in the Coordinated 
Public Transportation – Human Services Transportation Plan.  

The ICLTC allocates funds and administers transit grants funded by Proposition 1B known as the Transit 
Security Grant Program and the Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Services 
Enhancement Account (PTMISEA). To eliminate the duplication of work, a task is being added to this OWP 
to transfer the administration of these grants to ESTA. ESTA serves as a Consolidated Transit Service Agency 
in Inyo County.  

The ICLTC maintains a commitment to interregional transportation on U.S. 395 to regional population 
centers. ESTA provides service from Lone Pine northerly to the Reno Airport and Greyhound Station four 
times a week and southerly from Mammoth Lakes to Lancaster, California Metro Link Station three times a 
week.  

RESPONSIBILITIES AND BACKGROUND 
The primary duties of the ICLTC involve the following: 

• Prepare, adopt, and submit a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) to Caltrans and the California
Transportation Commission (CTC) every five years.

• Prepare, adopt, and submit a biennial Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) to
the CTC, a portion of which contains comments on the proposed Interregional Transportation
Improvement Program (ITIP) submitted by Caltrans.

• Administer the Transportation Development Act (TDA), which includes:
• Receive claims for State Transit Assistance and Local Transportation Funds;
• Hold  two “unmet transit needs” hearings a year and when necessary;
• Appropriate TDA funds for administration, planning, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, rail

and transit service, and for streets and roads;
• Oversee completion of performance audits;
• Communicate financial transactions with county and state auditor/controllers.

• Prepare an annual Overall Work Program (OWP) and conduct the planning activities described
therein to achieve the goals and objectives of the RTP, California Transportation Plan and
Statewide Goals.

• Participate in planning activities addressing the regional transportation system.

The Inyo County RTP was first adopted April 15, 1975, and has been updated regularly since. In 1978, the 
ICLTC requested that Caltrans assume responsibility for staff work. Later, in 1995, the ICLTC resumed the 
responsibility for staff work as a result of the adoption of Senate Bill 45. An update of the RTP was last 
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completed in September 2015 for compliance with the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) 
Federal Reauthorization. In August 2014,the ICLTC changed the RTP update schedule from every 5 years to 
4 years. The advantage of doing this is that then the County and City of Bishop are able to update their 
Housing Element every 8 years instead of every 5 years. 
 
In accordance with Senate Bill 498, the Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) was formed 
prior to the 1988 Unmet Needs process. The SSTAC functions prior to each upcoming Unmet Needs process 
and as necessary throughout the year addressing a broad range of transportation issues. Members of the 
SSTAC continue to be selected in accordance with Section 99238 of the TDA, Statutes and California Codes 
of Regulations. The ICLTC may appoint and convene additional committees to address other transportation 
issues as they become necessary. These committee appointments will consist of members with the 
broadest possible range of stakeholder status, as well as appointees with relevant expertise in committee 
activities.  
 
Subsequent to Senate Bill 45, the role of the ICLTC expanded greatly. This legislation provided the ICLTC 
with additional responsibilities for project monitoring with Caltrans, additional discretionary funding for 
transportation related projects within the County of Inyo, and a stronger role in transportation planning in 
general. 
 
An organizational chart, reflecting the relationship between the various committees and agencies 
concerned with transportation planning in Inyo County, is shown on Appendix B. 
 
TRIBAL CONSULTATION 
There are five federally recognized Tribal Governments in Inyo County. They are, from north to south, the 
Bishop Paiute Tribe, the Big Pine Paiute Tribe of the Owens Valley, the Fort Independence Community of 
Paiute Indians of the Fort Independence Reservation, California, the Lone Pine Paiute-Shoshone Tribe, and 
the Death Valley Timbisha Shoshone Tribe. Their reservations are inside of or adjacent to the communities 
of (from north to south) Bishop, Big Pine, Independence, Lone Pine, and Furnace Creek. To affect 
compliance with Title 23, U.S.C., Chapter 1, Sections 134 and 135, as amended by the Federal 
Transportation Reauthorization, the ICLTC has solicited government-to-government consultation with all 
five federally recognized Tribal Governments in Inyo County. All draft transportation planning documents 
and project schedules prepared by the ICLTC are mailed to county Tribal Governments; and review and 
comment is encouraged. Tribal Government representatives were contacted and invited to attend a 
meeting at a Tribal Government facility to encourage feedback as part of the RTP update. ICLTC staff is 
prepared to attend further meetings requested by Tribal representatives. The ICLTC maintains a running 
information item on its meeting agendas for a Tribal Report. All Tribal Government consultation efforts are 
documented. 
 
The County of Inyo, the City of Bishop, and the Bishop Paiute Tribe were collaborative partners in the 
adoption of the Inyo County Collaborative Bikeways Plan. The County of Inyo and the City of Bishop have 
coordinated with Tribal Governments to identify sections of County and City roads, routes and bridges that 
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qualify for inclusion in the Bureau of Indian Affairs Indian Reservation Roads (IRR) inventory system. 
Specific Tribal coordination-related tasks set forth in the work elements are: 
 

 Work Element 100.1, Method/Task numbers 6, 8, and 9 
 Work Element 310.1, Method/Task numbers 12 and 13 
 Work Element 400.1, Method/Task number 14 
 Work Element 500.1, Method/Task numbers 10, 14 and 15  

 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
Several factors determine the methods utilized and results of public review and participation in Inyo 
County, including: a) the limited nature of urban transportation issues due to the rural character and sparse 
population (18,546) of the County; b) the predominant reliance on the automobile as the primary mode of 
transportation, given the considerable distance between communities and regional destinations; c) the 
amplified importance of a limited number of transportation corridors necessary for travel; and d) although 
the County is the second largest in the State (10,203 square miles), 98.3% of the land in the County is 
owned and administered by various public agencies, thereby, severely constraining future growth. These 
factors combined have resulted in focused and clearly identified transportation priorities that generate a 
minimal amount of controversy and subsequent participation in public forums. 
 
The ICLTC will continue to provide public notice of all hearings, as required. Additionally, the Commission 
will expand and maintain a mailing list of all public agencies, Tribal Governments, chambers of commerce, 
Community Based Organizations, locally based goods movement providers and individual stakeholders to 
maximize participation in all public hearings and promote the identification of transportation needs, as well 
as encouraging input on scheduled agenda items. To comply with federal and state requirements emphasis 
in outreach efforts to the traditionally underrepresented and underserved populations such as the elderly, 
disabled, low income, and minority (i.e. Black, Hispanic, Asian American, American Indian /Alaskan Native, 
and Pacific Islander) are being implemented. 
 
Given the considerable geographical expanse of the County and the constraints inherent with limited 
staffing, the ICLTC will continue to maintain and expand email address inventories to enhance access and 
participation relevant to transportation issues. An ICLTC website is online and is updated regularly to 
enhance public participation. 
 
The ICLTC is prepared to participate in or schedule public meetings to discuss relevant transportation 
issues, as the need arises.  
 
PLANNING EMPHASIS AREAS  
FHWA develops California Planning Emphasis Areas (PEAs) each year to promote priority areas for 
consideration in transportation planning and integration into the OWP specifically for California MPOs. The 
National PEAs are published in the Federal Register, usually toward the end of the calendar year and ORP 
sends both the state and national PEAS when they become available. MPOs are required to incorporate the 
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California and National PEAs in the OWP. While it is not required, it is recommended that RTPAs include the 
National PEAs in the current OWP.  
 
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) California Division and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 
Region IX have determined that the areas of emphasis for California’s transportation planning and air 
quality program for the Overall Work Programs for Program Year 2018 are: 1) Core Planning Functions, 2) 
Performance Management, and 3) State of Good Repair  
 

1. Core Planning Functions. The development and implementation of a performance management 
approach to transportation planning and programming that supports the achievement of 
transportation system performance outcomes. 

 
MPOs are reminded that their Overall Work Programs (OWP) must identify the Core Planning Functions and 
what work will be done during the program year to advance those functions. The Core Functions typically 
include:  
 

• Overall Work Program  
• Public Participation and Education  
• Regional Transportation Plan  
• Federal Transportation Improvement Program  
 

This planning factor only partially applies to the ICLTC. The ICLTC completes an annual update to the OWP, 
engages in public participation, and completes an update to the Regional Transportation Plan every four 
years. The ICLTC as a rural transportation planning entity does not directly complete updates to the Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program. The California Department of Transportation is responsible 
completing updates of the Federal Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (FSTIP) on behalf of 
the ICLTC and the ICLTC reviews and comments on the FSTIP on behalf of local agencies. Specific methods 
and tasks that address this emphasis area are as follows: 
 

 Work Element 100.1, Method/Task numbers 5, 7, & 9 
 Work Element 110.1, Method/Task numbers 1 through 9 
 Work Element 200.1, Method/Task numbers 1 through 5 
 Work Element 400.1, Methods/Task numbers 3, 5, & 18 
 Work Element 500.1, Method/Task numbers 11 & 18 

 
2. Performance Management. Since MAP-21 was passed in 2012, Caltrans and most of California’s 

MPOs have developed performance measures that inform their Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) 
and Federal Transportation Improvement Programs (FTIPs). The objective of the performance- and 
outcome-based program is for States and MPOs to invest resources in projects that collectively will 
make progress toward the achievement of the national goals. MAP-21 requires the DOT, in 
consultation with States, metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs), and other stakeholders, to 
establish performance measures in the areas listed below:  
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• Safety - To achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public 
roads.  
• Infrastructure Condition - To maintain the highway infrastructure asset system in a state of good 
repair  
• Congestion Reduction - To achieve a significant reduction in congestion on the National Highway 
System  
• System Reliability - To improve the efficiency of the surface transportation system  
• Freight Movement and Economic Vitality - To improve the national freight network, strengthen 
the ability of rural communities to access national and international trade markets, and support 
regional economic development.  
• Environmental Sustainability - To enhance the performance of the transportation system while 
protecting and enhancing the natural environment.  
• Reduced Project Delivery Delays - To reduce project costs, promote jobs and the economy, and 
expedite the movement of people and goods by accelerating project completion through 
eliminating delays in the project development and delivery process, including reducing regulatory 
burdens and improving agencies' work practices  

 
This planning factor is problematic for the ICLTC to implement due to the nature of the rural roads and the 
small population base of Inyo County. The ICLTC has maintained a Pavement Management Program to 
provide objective criteria for the selection of new transportation projects. The ICLTC is moving forward in 
several ways to make the City of Bishop and County of Inyo competitive for various grant programs that 
increasingly require additional performance criterion. Specific methods and tasks that address this 
emphasis area are as follows: 
 

 Work Element 100.1, Method/Task numbers 5, 7, 8 , & 9 
 Work Element 300.1, Method/Task numbers 1 through 5 
 Work Element 310.1, Method/Task numbers 1 through 15 
 Work Element 400.1, Methods/Task numbers 3, 5, 6, 7, 9-13, 18, & 22 
 Work Element 500.1, Method/Task numbers 8, 9, 10, 14, 15, & 16 

  
3. Ladders of opportunity. Access to essential services – as part of the transportation planning 

process, identify transportation connectivity gaps in access to essential services. . Essential services 
include housing, employment, health care, schools/education, and recreation. This includes housing, 
employment, health care, schools/education, and recreation. This emphasis area could include MPO 
and State identification of performance measures and analytical methods to measure the 
transportation system’s connectivity to essential services and the use of this information system’s 
connectivity to essential services and the use of this information to identify gaps in transportation 
system connectivity that preclude access of the public, including traditionally underserved 
populations, to essential services. It could also involve the identification of solutions to address those 
gaps. 
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This OWP includes work elements dedicated to administering transit and to regional transit coordination. 
The public transit provider (ESTA) in Inyo County provides services to regional hubs for essential services up 
and down the US 395/SR 14 corridor as far north as Reno, Nevada and as far south as Lancaster. This 
provides service to a multi-county area. Specific methods and tasks that address this emphasis area are: 
 

  □ Work Element 300.1, Method/Task numbers 12 & 13 
  □ Work Element 310.1, Method/Task numbers 12 & 13 
  □ Work Element 400.1, Method/Task numbers 6, 7, & 8 

 
FEDERAL PLANNING FACTORS 
Like the PEAs, the federal planning factors in MAP-21 Section 134(h) should also be incorporated in the 
MPOs/RTPAs OWP. Federal Planning Factors are issued by Congress and emphasize planning factors from a 
national perspective. The Federal Planning Factors are revised or reinstated with new reauthorization. The 
eight planning factors (for both metro and statewide planning) are listed in the table below. Where the 
planning factor refers to a “Metropolitan area,” the information applies to area communities instead. 
 

MAP-21 Planning Factors 
Work Element 100.1 110.1 200.1 300.1 310.1 400.1 500.1 600.1 

1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan 
area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

     X X  

2. Increase the safety of the transportation system 
for motorized and non-motorized users. 

  X X X X X X 

3. Increase the security of the transportation system 
for motorized and non-motorized users. 

   X X X   

4. Increase the accessibility and mobility of people 
and for freight. 

X X X X X X X  

5. Protect and enhance the environment, promote 
energy conservation, improve the quality of life, 
and promote consistency between transportation 
improvements and State and local planned 
growth and economic development.  

 X    X X  

6. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the 
transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight.  

  X X X X X  

7. Promote efficient system management and 
operation.  

X X X X X    

8. Emphasize the preservation of the existing 
transportation system. 

  X   X  X 

9. Improve the resiliency and reliability of the 
transportation system and reduce or mitigate 
stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 

  X   X X X 

10. Enhance travel and tourism.   X   X X  
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PLANNING ACTIVITIES 
This section contains the OWP work elements. A work element represents specific work or project or 
purpose, and includes products and tasks. Following the work elements is a summary of the responsible 
agencies and funding required to perform the work necessary to complete the overall work program.  
 
If it becomes necessary during the planning process to modify, eliminate or add to any task or element, 
including personnel costs and scheduling, the program may be modified and amended by mutual 
agreement between the ICLTC and Caltrans.  
 
A primary objective of this OWP is to update the RTP and to implement the goals and objectives set forth in 
the RTP; which establish the direction and framework necessary for the continued operation of the ICLTC.  
 
In consideration of the foregoing priorities, the 2017/2018 OWP includes the following work elements: 
 
100.1 Compliance and Oversight 
110.1 Overall Work Program 
200.1 Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
300.1 Administer Transit 
310.1 Coordinate Transit Services 
400.1 Project Development and Monitoring 
500.1 Coordination & Regional Planning 
600.1 PMS/GIS 
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WORK ELEMENT 100.1 

Title: Compliance and Oversight 

Purpose: To provide documentation of activities, support and maintain services required to implement the 
transportation planning programs and processes. These activities are specifically related to Rural Planning 
Assistance (RPA) eligible tasks.      

Previous Work: Continuing process. Each of the Methods/Tasks described below were completed in FY 
2016-2017. 

Products: Miscellaneous reports, correspondence and documentation, coordinate activities between 
Caltrans, Tribal Governments, local agencies, and ICLTC. Maintain records and minutes of ICLTC meetings 
and document Tribal government-to-government relations.  

Methods/Tasks (for FY 2017/2018): 

1. Prepare reports, agendas, correspondence and documentation.

2. Attend RTPA meetings in person or via teleconference as scheduled and meet with representatives of
Caltrans and other agencies.

3. Perform liaison duties between ICLTC, Caltrans, and other local agencies.

4. Maintain records of ICLTC activities.

5. Ensure that planning processes and products comply with the provisions of Title VI of the 1964 Civil
Rights Acts and the President’s Executive Order on Environmental Justice.

6. Coordinate, consult, and collaborate with the five Tribal Governments.

7. Comply with MAP-21 and Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act and monitor the State of
California implementation of the Federal Transportation Reauthorization.

8. Encourage public participation and awareness of regional transportation planning issues through such
activities as:

• Advertising monthly and special meetings
• Encouraging public meetings with Caltrans, local agencies, Tribal Governments, and the general

public.
• Conducting public outreach through brochures and advertising.
• Expand public outreach by the development and update of a mailing list of agencies and interested

parties.
• Improve public outreach by maintaining and expanding the list of email addresses of agencies and

interested parties.
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• Maintain and update the ICLTC website (www.inyoltc.org). 

9. Maintain records of all Tribal Government consultation and outreach.  

 

 
Funding Sources: 
Rural Planning Assistance Fund:  $ 54,000 
 
 

Work Element 100.1 Delivery Timetable 

Task 
No. 

Description Funds 7/1/17 to 
9/30/17 

10/1/17 to 
12/31/17 

1/1/18 to 
3/31/18 

4/1/18 to 
6/30/18 

1 Reports/Agenda/Correspondence RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
2 RTPA Meetings RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
3 Liaison duties RPA If needed If needed Yes If needed 
4 Maintain records RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
5 Civil Rights & Environmental Justice RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
6 Tribal Govt. Consultation RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
7 MAP-21 and FAST Act compliance RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
8 Public Participation RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
9 Tribal Government records RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 

http://www.inyoltc.org/
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WORK ELEMENT 110.1 
 
Title: Overall Work Program (OWP) 
 
Purpose: To prepare and monitor the implementation of the OWP, a scope of work for the expenditure of 
Rural Planning Assistance funds. 
 
Previous Work: Development of the FY 2017-2018 OWP, implementation of 2016/2017 Overall Work 
Program, including quarterly reports, and submittal of the final report for FY 2015-2016. 
 
Products (for FY 2017/2018): Quarterly and Final Reports, Amendments, Overall Work Program Agreement, 
correspondence and documentation, development of the 2018/2019 Overall Work Program.  
  
Methods/Tasks (for FY 2017/2018): 
 

1. Monitor implementation of FY 2017/2018 Overall Work Program. 
 

2. Prepare amendments to incorporate changes or adjustments during fiscal year. 
 
3. Prepare and process Overall Work Program Agreement. 
 

4. Prepare Draft and Final Overall Work Program for FY 2018/2019. Coordinate review and approval by 
Caltrans and ICLTC and incorporate review comments, as appropriate. 

 

5. Prepare OWP Quarterly Reports and present to the ICLTC.  
 

6. Prepare 2016-2017 OWP Final Report and present to the ICLTC. 
 

7. Prepare invoices and financial records. 
 

8. Maintain records and documentation. 
 

9. Seek public comment, input, and participation for tasks identified in the OWP. 
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Funding Sources: 
 
Rural Planning Assistance Funds:  $ 20,000 
 
 
 
 
 

Work Element 110.1 Delivery Timetable 

Task 
No. 

Description Funds 7/1/17 to 
9/30/17 

10/1/17 to 
12/31/17 

1/1/18 to 
3/31/18 

4/1/18 to 
6/30/18 

1 Monitor implementation of new OWP RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
2 Prepare amendments RPA As needed As needed As needed As needed 
3 Prepare OWPA RPA -- -- -- June 2018 
4 Prepare OWP RPA -- -- March 2018 Yes 
5 Quarterly reports RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
6 Prepare Final Report  RPA August 

2017 
-- -- -- 

7 Prepare invoices and financial records RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
8 Maintain records RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
9 Seek input for tasks in OWP RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
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WORK ELEMENT 200.1 
 
Title: Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) 
 
Purpose: To provide SB 45 oversight of State and local agency projects. This work element addresses the 
programming of federal and state funds available for surface transportation and the delivery of state and 
local highway projects programmed with Regional Improvement Program funds in the State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP). In addition, provide required planning for future projects to be included in 
subsequent STIPs. 
 
Previous Work: Implementation of the 2016 STIP, development of the 2018 RTIP, continuous monitoring of 
local agency projects, and coordinate with District 9 on future programming on the State Highway.  
 
Products (for FY 2017/2018): Miscellaneous reports, correspondence and documentation associated with 
the implementation of the 2016 STIP. Development of the 2018 RTIP/STIP. 
 
Methods/Tasks (for FY 2017/2018): 
 
1. Monitor progress and programming of State highway projects in current and future STIP cycles in 

accordance with the Memorandum of Understanding between the State of California, Department of 
Transportation and the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, in accordance with MOU’s with 
Caltrans and MOU’s with neighboring agencies. 

 
2. Monitor progress and programming of local agency projects in current and future STIP cycles. This task 

does not include project management. 
 
3. Meetings with the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, Caltrans and/or committees in regard 

to planning future projects for STIP inclusion. 
 
4. Development of the 2018 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP). 
 
5. Provide feedback to the California Transportation Commission at the 2018 STIP approval hearing. 
 
6. Complete non project specific tasks related to the implementation of the 2016 STIP. 

(This task is only eligible to receive PPM funds). 
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Funding Source: 
 
Rural Planning Assistance Funds (RPA):   $ 15,000 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring Fund (PPM):  $ 35,000  
       Total: $ 50,000 

Work Element 200.1 Delivery Timetable 

Task 
No. 

Description Funds 7/1/17 to 
9/30/17 

10/1/17 to 
12/31/17 

1/1/18 to 
3/31/18 

4/1/18 to 
6/30/18 

1 Monitor State projects PPM & RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
2 Monitor local projects PPM & RPA As needed As needed As needed As needed 
3 Collaborative meetings PPM & RPA As needed As needed As needed As needed 
4 RTIP + STIP Development PPM & RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
5 CTC & Future RTIP PPM & RPA As needed As needed As needed As needed 
6 Implement STIP PPM only Yes Yes Yes Yes 
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WORK ELEMENT 300.1 

Title: Administer Transit 

Purpose: The Transportation Development Act (TDA) provides for the allotment of funds to public 
transportation entities. The ICLTC is responsible for the administration of the Transportation Development 
Act in Inyo County. Section 99233.1 of the Act allows a Regional Transportation Planning Agency to 
program such funds as are necessary to administer the Act. The cost amount programmed for this task is 
based on a base amount of $23,212 plus $13,033 for the completion of a Triennial Performance Audit of 
the Eastern Sierra Transit Authority. Therefore the amount estimated for FY 2017-2018 is $36,245. 

Previous Work: On-going annual administration of the TDA. Each of the Methods/Tasks described in this 
work element were completed in FY 2016-2017. This included the completion of a Financial Audit and a 
triennial performance audit of the ICLTC and ESTA. 

Products: Each of the Methods/Tasks described below will be completed in the upcoming fiscal year. 

Methods/Tasks (for FY 2017/2018): 

1. Receive claims for State Transit Assistance and Local Transportation Funds.

2. Conduct the unmet transit needs findings process and coordinate the development of services that
meet the unmet transit needs.

3. Appropriate TDA funds for administration, planning, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, transit service
operations and local streets and roads, when appropriate.

4. Review transit operations annually or as needed and make recommendations for adjustments in
service, in accordance with TDA requirements.

5. Meet and confer with the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council in conformance with TDA
Guidelines.

6. Ensure completion of all TDA financial and performance audits for the ICLTC, ESTA, and ESAAA.

7. Complete triennial performance audit of ESTA, ICLTC, and ESAAA.

8. Implement recommendations set forth in the triennial performance audit of the ICLTC.

9. Administer the Transportation Development Act.
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10. Maintain financial records of expenditures and allocations of Transportation Development Act funds.

11. Fund payment of the Inyo County Cost Plan for ICLTC rent and office space at a rate of $1,336 per
month. Fund the cost of ICLTC Comprehensive Insurance at a rate of $103 per month and Liability
Insurance at a rate of $58 per month. Note that these are the rates the ICLTC contributed in FY 2016-
2017. This will likely be more than this in FY 2017-2018.

12. Allocate funding for transit grant programs such as the California Office of Homeland Security Transit
Security Grant Program (TSGP) and the Public Transportation Modernization, and Service Enhancement
Account (PTMISEA).

13. Complete semi-annual and final reports for the Cal OES transit security grants and PTMISEA projects.

Funding Sources: 
Local Transportation Fund: $36,245 

Work Element 300.1 Delivery Timetable 

Task No. Description Funds 7/1/17 to 
9/30/17 

10/1/17 to 
12/31/17 

1/1/18 to 
3/31/18 

4/1/18 to 
6/30/18 

1 Receive claims LTF -- -- -- Yes 

2 Unmet transit needs LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 

3 TDA fund appropriation LTF As needed As needed As needed Yes 

4 Transit Review LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 

5 Meet and Confer with SSTAC LTF 
As needed As needed 

February 
2017 

As needed 

6 Financial Audits LTF Yes Yes Yes -- 

7 Triennial Performance Audits of ESTA, 
complete LTC & ESAAA audits 

LTF 
Yes Yes Yes Yes 

8 Implement Triennial Audit LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 

9 Administer TDA LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 

10 TDA Record Keeping LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 

11 Indirect LTC Costs LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 

12 Allocate for PTMISEA and TSGP grants LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 

13 Complete PTMISEA and TSGP reports LTF Yes Yes If needed If needed 
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WORK ELEMENT 310.1 

Title: Coordinate Transit Services 

Purpose: While the opportunities for coordination of transit services are limited, the coordination of the 
services that are available will still enhance their effectiveness. Any coordination of transit services will 
include the evaluation of services necessary to address the needs of traditionally underrepresented 
populations such as the elderly, disabled, low-income, and minority (i.e. Black, Hispanic, Asian American, 
American Indian/Alaskan Native, and Pacific Islander) communities/groups and Tribal Governments. The 
purpose of this element will be to continue to evaluate the services that are available, continue to 
determine where coordination of services may occur, and revise, as necessary, the role of the ICLTC in 
coordinating or monitoring those services. Maximize federal and State sources that may be available to 
improve the transportation system in Inyo County. 

Previous Work: Implementation of the Coordinated Public Transit – Human Services Transportation Plan 
for Inyo and Mono Counties. Implement recommendations from the Roles and Responsibilities Study 
examining the relationship between the governing boards of ESTA, the Mono LTC, and the Inyo County LTC. 
Coordinated with ESTA to apply for, monitor, and report on Public Transportation Modernization, 
Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account and Office of Homeland Security grant programs. 
Coordinate with ESTA, ESAAA, and IMAH and make findings with regard to various FTA transit grant 
applications. Ensure review of the Draft Short Range Transit Plan. 

Products: Continued participation in tasks described below. Identify new opportunities to coordinate 
transit services as necessary. 

Methods/Tasks (for FY 2017/2018): 

1. Maintain inventory of current transit providers and the scope of their services.

2. Consult with transit providers to verify services that are being coordinated.

3. Evaluate and recommend adjustments in services of existing transit providers to meet existing
transportation needs.

4. Present transit-related findings to the ICLTC.

5. Evaluate Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) technology for coordinating and monitoring
current transit services.

6. Monitor and evaluate the interregional transit service.
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7. Work with ESTA to pursue the procurement of long-term funding to ensure the continuation of
interregional transit service.

8. Participate with Kern COG and Mono County to establish a comprehensive interregional transit
service for the Eastern Sierra corridor.

9. For Federal Transit Administration grants, ensure that the grant applications are consistent with,
and derived from the Coordinated Public Transit- Human Services Transportation Plan for Inyo-
Mono Counties.

10. Refer to the Coordinated Public Transit - – Human Services Transportation Plan for Inyo and Mono
Counties as a reference in allocating TDA funds. (This task is only eligible to receive TDA funds)

11. Assist ESTA with planning-related activities related to the update of ESTA’s Short-Range Transit
Plan.

12. Coordinate and consult with the five Tribal Governments.

13. Conduct outreach efforts to traditionally underrepresented and underserved populations such as
the elderly, disabled, low-income, and minority (i.e. Black, Hispanic, Asian American, American
Indian/Alaskan Native, and Pacific Islander) communities/groups and community leaders.

14. Encourage local transit providers to submit applications for Federal Transit Administration grant
programs (Sections 5304, 5310,  and 5311) and coordinate with Caltrans in the review and
submittal of these grant proposals.

15. Implement planning related recommendations set forth in the Roles and Responsibilities Study that
evaluated the relationship between the ICLTC and ESTA in service planning.
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Funding Sources: 
Rural Planning Assistance Fund: $ 5,000 
Local Transportation Funds $ 5,000 

Total = $ 10,000 

Work Element 310.1 Delivery Timetable 
Task 
No. 

Description Funds 7/1/17 to 
9/30/17 

10/1/17 to 
12/31/17 

1/1/18 to 
3/31/18 

4/1/18 to 
6/30/18 

1 Inventory transit providers LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 
2 Verify transit services LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 
3 Adjust services as needed LTF As needed As needed As needed As needed 
4 Present finding to ICLTC LTF As needed As needed As needed As needed 
5 Evaluate ITS LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 
6 Monitor Inter-regional LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 
7 Longterm funding for inter-regional LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 
8 Regional coordination wildlife LTF As needed As needed As needed As needed 
9 Coordinated Transit Plan Consistency LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 

10 Refer to Coordinated Transit Plan LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 
11 Planning related to Short Range 

Transit Plan update 
RPA 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

12 Coordinate and consult RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
13 Outreach to under-represented RPA Yes Yes Yes Yes 
14 Encourage transit providers LTF Yes Yes Yes Yes 
15 Implement Roles and 

Responsibilities  
LTF 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 
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WORK ELEMENT 400.1 

Title: 400.1 - Project Development & Monitoring 

Purpose: With Inyo County, City of Bishop, and Caltrans; help with the administration of local projects. 
Assist with the review and preparation of environmental documents, funding requests, STIP amendments, 
and other CTC documents. In conjunction with Caltrans, monitor the progress of State projects on US 395 
and other state roads. Develop grant applications 

Previous Work (from FY 2016/2017): Apply for Active Transportation Program grant funds and Federal 
Lands Access Program. Release a Draft Active Transportation Plan for public review and comment. Continue 
to monitor and develop local road projects. Complete a Pedestrian Facilities Inventory of City of Bishop and 
County. Finish an update of Road Department Standard Specifications. Provide input on the Olancha-
Cartago Four Lane Expressway project environmental document. Complete a Project Study Equivalent on 
behalf of the County. Completion of a City of Bishop Stormwater Master Plan.   

Methods/Tasks (for FY 2017/2018): 

1. Monitor and assist with planning pursuant to continued progress of local projects and State
highway projects.

2. Provide planning assistance involving identification and development of local grant projects.

3. Remain involved in the development and the allocation of funds for transportation and planning
programs included in MAP-21 and the FAST Act such as the Active Transportation Program,
Community Based Transportation PlanningSustainable Communities, etc… (Aside from Community
Based Transportation Planningthe Sustainable Communities grant, this task is only eligible to
receive PPM funds). 

4. Assist with planning, CEQA and/or NEPA review of local projects and Caltrans projects to ensure
consistency and compliance with regional planning documents. This task will not involve any site-
specific environmental survey.

5. Facilitate adequate public involvement and participation in the planning of local and State projects.

6. Ensure that safety and security are considered in the planning and selection of alternatives for
proposed local and Caltrans projects.

7. Coordinate Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System (SWITRS) and other collision databases
from local law enforcement agencies (CHP, Inyo County Sheriff and Bishop Police) to identify,
prioritize and incorporate safety considerations into the planning of transportation projects.
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8. Review data from local law enforcement and resource management agencies to identify, prioritize
and incorporate measures into planning for transportation projects involving wildlife movement
and related traffic safety.

9. Participate and sponsor planning activities related to access and circulation at the Bishop Airport.

10. Participate in public meetings and transportation studies to identify appropriate local projects to
address local and regional transportation problems.

11. Ensure access-management issues are included with all project review on local streets and roads
and the state highway system.

12. The ICLTC shall use performance measures in the evaluation and selection of future projects.

13. Maintain a system-wide Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE) program.
This task is only eligible to receive PPM funds. This task is not for specific projects. It is for 
the overall DBE program. 

14. Coordinate and consult with the five Tribal Governments.

15. For local land division projects, address dedication for right-of-way (ROW) needs and perfection of
ROW title for State and local roadways.

16. Hire a consultant to complete grant applications for a variety of programs such as the Active
Transportation Program and the Highway Safety Improvement Program. (This task is only eligible to
receive PPM funds.)

17. Review the Pedestrian Facilities Inventory of County, City, and Tribal Government roadways and
pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act. Prioritize projects and search for appropriate
funding.

18. Update the County and City-wide Active Transportation Plan if necessary. Continue to identify
potential bicycle and pedestrian projects. An Active Transportation Plan was completed in FY 2015-
2016. 

19. Work with the Inyo National Forest and Bureau of Land Management to obtain permanent
easements and/or perfect right of way for County maintained roads. This task includes NEPA
compliance. The County applied for a State Parks Grant to complete this project. A consultant will
be retained to complete this project. The project scope spans three fiscal years from FY 2016-2017
to FY 2018-2019 (Project only eligible to receive PPM funds – requires $149,000 match.)
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20. Coordinate with Caltrans, California Highway Patrol, and Inyo County Sheriff to focus on safety in
public outreach and paying special notice to fatal and severe injury collisions.

21. Develop Project Study Reports (PSRs) or PSR Equivalents. (This Task will not to exceed $50,000 in FY
2017-2018. This task is only eligible to receive PPM funds).

22. Attend trainings to develop local agency staff’s ability to deliver Federal Aid and other types of
transportation projects (Federal Aid training, Resident Engineers Academy and other similar
trainings. This task is only eligible to receive PPM funds.)

Funding Sources: 
Rural Planning Assistance Fund:   $ 56,000 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring Fund $ 60,000 

Total =  $ 116,000

Work Element 400.1 Delivery Timetable 
Task 
No. 

Description Funds 7/1/17 to 
9/30/17 

10/1/17 to 
12/31/17 

1/1/18 to 
3/31/18 

4/1/18 to 
6/30/18 

1 Monitor and assist project PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
2 Plan and develop grants PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
3 Pursue grant funds RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
4 Assist with environmental review RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
5 Public involvement PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
6 Safety and security RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
7 Law enforcement safety RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
8 Law enforcement data RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
9 Access to airport RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 

10 Address problems RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
11 Access management PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
12 Performance measures RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
13 Maintain DBE PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
14 Coordinate and Consult RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
15 Development Review PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
16 Complete grant applications RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
17 Pedestrian Facilities Inventory RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
18 Update Alternative Active 

Transportation Plan 
RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 

19 Obtain permanent easements PPM Ongoing Ongoing Ongoing Ongoing 
20 Safety Public Outreach RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
21 Develop PSRs PPM only As needed As needed As needed As needed 
22 Staff development PPM only As needed As needed As needed As needed 
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WORK ELEMENT 500.1 

Title: Coordination & Regional Planning 

Purpose: To provide oversight and coordination in regional planning and transportation issues. 

Previous Work: a) Implementation of the Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan. b) Continued to 
monitor issues addressed by the Rural Counties Task Force. c) Attended and participated in Eastern 
California Transportation Planning Partnership meetings and programs. d) Submittal of a monitoring report 
to the California Legislature regarding Assembly Bill 628, and e) Regular maintenance of the Inyo County 
LTC website at www.inyoltc.org.  

Methods/Tasks (for 2017/2018 FY): 

1. Participate and coordinate in activities between Caltrans, ICLTC, and the Eastern California
Transportation Planning Partnership.

2. Coordinate with Caltrans on transportation planning activities such as:
• Olancha/Cartago 4-lane project
• System Level Planning Documents (Transportation Concept Reports)
• Project specific public involvement activities
• North Sierra Highway Sustainable Corridor Plan grant from See Vee Lane to Barlow Lane
• Truck traffic on Bishop Main Street
• West Line Street improvements
• Eastern Sierra Freight Study

(This task is only eligible to receive PPM funds). 

3. Ensure public participation in regional planning processes by encouraging public meetings at planning
stage, with emphasis on involvement of Caltrans, local agencies, the traditionally under-represented,
and Tribal Governments.

4. Ensure that planning and transportation operations address the needs and issues of all constituents.

5. Require coordination of transportation planning with other planning efforts such as land use planning,
CEQA/NEPA review, air quality planning, watershed management, etc…

6. Participate in Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) trainings such as the Sierra Nevada ITS Strategic
Deployment Plan.

7. Participate and coordinate with the Rural Counties Task Force (RCTF).

http://www.inyoltc.org/
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8. Evaluate the potential for implementation of the “Livable Communities” concept in County 
communities and the City of Bishop and promote collaboration with Mono County, Caltrans District 9 
and stakeholders to ensure transportation improvement projects consider community features. 

 

9. Continue to develop criteria, policies and guidelines addressing prioritization and selection of regional 
transportation projects. 

 

10. Coordinate and consult with all five Federally recognized Tribal Governments in Inyo County to 
participate in individual consultation forums to affect compliance with Title 23, United States Code 
(U.S.C.), Chapter 1, Sections 134(h)(3)(B), 134(i)(5), and 101(a)(23); MAP-21 and the FAST Act, 
Subsection 5303(i)(2)(B), Section 6001, Subsection 134(i)(2)(B), and 6002. 

 

11. If necessary, complete minor updates to the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) to facilitate the 
programming and delivery of City, County, and State projects and to maintain compliance with State 
requirements.  

 

12. Assist with the planning of the Heritage Trail project in Lone Pine. 
 

13. Implement ITS traffic circulation recommendations that develop out of community planning efforts. 
 

14. Coordinate with Tribal Governments to consider submittals of County and City roads, routes and 
bridges for grant funding as part of the Bureau of Indian Affairs Indian Reservation Roads inventory 
system. 

 

15. Coordinate with Tribal Governments to apply for Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) grant funding for County 
and City roads that provide direct access to Indian Reservations. 
 

16. Implement proposals included in the Eastern Sierra Corridor Enhancement Plan for US 395 if feasible. 
 
17. Evaluate and implement the combined use of specific local streets and roads by regular vehicular traffic 

and off highway vehicles as per Assembly Bill 628. Monitor the designation of combined use roads. This 
task was initiated in FY 2012-2013 and will be carried over into FY 2017-2018. Submit to the California 
Legislature a report summarizing impacts created by the designation of the combined-use routes.  

 
18. Development of the North Sierra Highway North Sierra Highway Sustainable Corridor Plan grant. This 

includes a hard match in the amount of $10,000 and an in kind match of staff time. This grant was 
initiated in FY 2015-2016 and is estimated to be completed in FY 2017-2018.  

 
19. Initiate an update to the ICLTC’s 2015 Regional Transportation Plan. The goal will be to complete the 

update by September 15, 2019. Typically the Regional Transportation Plan update takes 12-18 months 
to complete. Determine if the update will be completed in-house or by hiring a consultant.  
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Funding Source: 
Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) Fund  $50,000 
Planning, Programming, and Monitoring Fund $60,000 

Total = $110,000 

Work Element 500.1 Delivery Timetable 
Task 
No. 

Description Funds 7/1/17 to 
9/30/17 

10/1/17 to 
12/31/17 

1/1/18 to 
3/31/18 

4/1/18 to 
6/30/18 

1 ECTPP participation RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
2 Coordinate with Caltrans 

District 9 
PPM Yes 

Yes 
Yes Yes 

3 Encourage public meetings RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
4 Project equity RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
5 Interdisciplinary coordination RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
6 ITS deployment plan RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
7 RCTF participation RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
8 Livable communities RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
9 Project selection RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 

10 Ensure public participation RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
11 Update RTP as needed RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
12 Heritage Trail RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
13 ITS recommendations RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
14 County/City roads for BIA funds RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
15 Coordinate for BIA funding RPA & PPM As needed As needed As needed As needed 
16 Implement Corridor 

Enhancement 
PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 

17 AB 628 monitor and review RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
18 North Sierra Highways Corridor RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
19 Initiate Update of 2015 RTP RPA & PPM Yes 
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WORK ELEMENT 600.1 

Title: PMP/GIS 

Purpose: To ensure optimum use of State and Federal funds allocated for construction and maintenance on 
local roads, assist with the continued development and maintenance of a Pavement Management Program 
(PMP). The PMP will assess the current operational condition of the local road system, identify 
maintenance or rehabilitation work required to meet the current needs, and develop management 
strategies using life cycle cost analyses for proposed maintenance and rehabilitation activities. The PMP will 
utilize best management practices, make optimum use of construction and maintenance funds for local 
roads and meet Federal and State requirements for pavement management. The Pavement Management 
Program, in conjunction with traffic counting and roadway analysis, creates the base data that is used to 
develop capital improvement program identified in the RTP. This data is also important in assessing the 
outcomes and goals identified in the RTP. 

In order to provide for easy identification of current projects that are being funded with State and Federal 
funds and to identify the network of roads within the City and County, assist with the development of a 
countywide Geographic Information System (GIS).  

Previous Work: Survey of approximately 1/3 of road network – this was the first year toward the 
completion of a complete update of the pavement conditions systemwide. Staff continued fieldwork for 
data collection for PMP/GIS system and purchase of new survey equipment.  

Methods/Tasks (for FY 20167/2018): 

1. Development and update of a Pavement Management System for the County of Inyo as follows:

• Update the assessment of County and City roads.
• Develop priorities and weighted criteria for use in determining overall condition ratings and priority

rankings.
• Evaluate traffic classifications, street designations, materials and standards.
• Develop procedures, standards and impact fees to protect the public investment in streets.
• Develop a computerized 3-year pavement management plan and capital improvement plan.

2. Contract with a consultant to update the City and County Pavement Management System every three
years, with 1/3 of the system being updated each year. The work this year will complete the first year
of a new update cycle.

3. Develop Capital Improvement Plan for County roads using most cost-effective rehabilitation strategies.
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4. Use ArcView or ArcMap to develop countywide GIS database that will identify and characterize current
projects; and characterize County and City roads for general planning and management purposes. This
task includes GIS-related trainings for City and County staff.

5. Utilize GIS to develop assessment tools for evaluating safety of transportation system, CEQA/NEPA
analysis and regional transportation issues.

6. Work with Caltrans to integrate regional GIS data.

7. Collect GPS data on local streets and roads to incorporate into GIS applications. This includes taking
centerline GPS readings of the entire Inyo County Maintained Mileage System.

8. Purchase video or stop-motion traffic counters and a drone to assist with monitoring road use, use
trends,County roads and help visualize and analyze prospective road projects and to differentiate
between vehicle types (cars, trucks, motorcycles, bicycles, non-street legal vehicles, and pedestrians).

8.9. Purchase a drone to assist in the collection of pavement management data, to monitor roadway 
conditions, and to be a visual tool that will assist in the planning of future road projects. This task is 
only eligible for planning-related work. It is anticipated that about 50% of the work related to this tool 
will be project specific. That activity will be not be eligible for reimbursement with either RPA or PPM 
funds. Because of this, the drone will be purchased with 50% planning funds and 50% Road Department 
funds. 

Funding Source: 

Rural Planning Assistance: $ 30,000 

Work Element 600.1 Delivery Timetable 

Task 
No. 

Description Funds 7/1/17 to 
9/30/17 

10/1/17 to 
12/31/17 

1/1/18 to 
3/31/18 

4/1/18 to 
6/30/18 

1 Implement pavement 
management program PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 

2 Update pavement 
management program PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 

3 Improvement plan for road 
work RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 

4 Countywide GIS RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
5 GIS as assessment tool RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
6 Integrate GIS data RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
7 GPS Data Collection RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
8 Purchase  traffic counters 

(stop-motion & video) RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 

9 Purchase a drone RPA & PPM Yes Yes Yes Yes 
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Planning, Programming and Monitoring Fund Carryover:  $ 45,000 
Total = $ 75,000 
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INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
2016/2017 OWP FUNDING SOURCE AND EXPENDITURE SUMMARY 

WORK ELEMENT 
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL 

Number Description RPA LTF PPM 

100.1 
110.1 

Compliance and Oversight 
Overall Work Program 

$54,000 
$20,000 

$54,000 
$20,000 

200.1 Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program  

$15,000 $35,000 $50,000 

300.1 Administer Transit $36,245 $36,245 

310.1 Coordinate Transit Services $5,000 $5,000 $10,000 

400.1 Project Development & 
Monitoring 

$56,000 $60,000 $116,000 

500.1 Coordination & Regional 
Planning 

$50,000 $60,000 $110,000 

600.1 PMS/GIS $30,000 $45,000 $75,000 

TOTALS $230,000 $41,245 $200,0001 $471,245 

1 This will involve the expenditure of PPM funds programmed in FY 2014-2015, 2015-2016, and 2016-2017. 
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Appendix A 

INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
ORGANIZATIONAL CHART 

INYO COUNTY LOCAL 
TRANSPORTATION 

COMMISSION 

INYO COUNTY 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS & 

BISHOP CITY COUNCIL 
Appoints 

SOCIAL SERVICES 
TRANSPORTATION 

ADVISORY COUNCIL 

CALTRANS 
EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR 

PUBLIC 



OVERALL WORK PROGRAM AGREEMENT (OWPA) FOR
INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

MFTA CONTRACT NUMBER  74A0790
AGENCY DUNS NUMBER 008909830

CFDA for Federal Funds 20.505*

Updated April 2016

Funding Source
Minimum 
Match % 
Required

Funding Local Match, if 
applicable

Total 
Expenditures

RPA 0% $230,000.00 Not Applicable $230,000.00

RPA Carryover 0% $0.00 Not Applicable $0.00

SHA Sustainable Communities 11.47% $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

FTA Section 5304* 11.47% $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

FHWA SP&R* 20% $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Total Programmed Amount $230,000.00 $0.00 $230,000.00

Caltrans 
Department of Transportation (STATE) Name of Agency (RTPA)

Authorized Signature Authorized Signature

Clint Quilter
Printed Name of Person Signing Printed Name of Person Signing

Executive Director
Title Title

17-May-17
Date Date

Project ID# Encumbrance Document Number

I hereby certify upon my own personal knowledge that budgeted funds are available for the period and expenditure purpose stated above.

Signature of Department of Transportation Accounting Officer Date

*CFDA for Federal Funds 20.505:  Metropolitian Transportation Planning and State and Non-Metropolitian Planning and Research

Project ID# Encumbrance Document Number

(For Use by Caltrans Accounting Only)

1. The undersigned signatory Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) hereby commits to complete, this fiscal year (FY) (beginning July 1, 2017and
ending June 30, 2018), the annual Overall Work Program (OWP),  a copy of which was approved on May 19, 2017 and is attached as part of this OWPA.

2. All of the obligations, duties, terms and conditions set forth in the Master Fund Transfer Agreements (MFTA), numbered  _74A0790 _ and executed with 
effective dates of January 1, 2014 to December 31, 2024 between agency name  and the Department of Transportation (STATE), are incorporated herein by this 
reference as part of this OWPA for this FY. 

3. This OWP Agreement obligates and encumbers only these following funding sources: State Highway Account – Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) funds,
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) State Planning and Research (SP&R) – Partnership Planning/Strategic Partnerships*, Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA) Section 5304 Transit Planning/Sustainable Communities*, and State Highway Account (SHA) - Sustainable Communities.  RTPA agrees to comply with 
FHWA and FTA matching requirements for “Consolidated Planning Grant”and SHA funds obligated and encumbered against this OWP Agreement: FHWA – 
SP&R Part, federal/local – 80/20;  FTA Section 5304, federal/local – 88.53/11.47; and/or SHA Sustainable Communities, state/local 88.53/11/47 .  All local 
match funds are to be provided from non-federal sources.   

4. Subject to the availability of funds this FY OWPA funds encumbered by STATE include, but may not exceed, the following:

6. Should RTPA expend funds in excess of those available and programmed in this FY OWPA, those costs shall be borne solely by RTPA.

Inyo County Local Transportation Commission

The total amount of all Federal funds encumbered The total amount of all State funds encumbered 
Fund Title: ____________________________________________ Fund Title: ____________________________________________

Item Chapter Statute Fiscal Year         Item Chapter Statute Fiscal Year         



February 2017 

FY 2017/2018 FHWA and FTA State and Metropolitan Transportation 
Planning Process Self-Certification 

In accordance with 23 CFR part 450, the California Department of Transportation and      the Inyo County 
Local Transportation Commission, Regional Transportation Planning Agency, herby certify that the 
transportation planning process is being carried out in accordance with all applicable requirements 
including: 

 (1) 23 U.S.C. 134, 49 U.S.C. 5303, and subpart C of 23 CFR part 450; 

(2) In nonattainment and maintenance areas, sections 174 and 176(c) and (d) of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506(c) and (d)) and 40 CFR part 93; 

(3) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2000d–1) and 49 CFR part 21; 

(4) 49 U.S.C. 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national origin, sex, or 
age in employment or business opportunity; 

(5) Section 1101(b) of the FAST Act (Pub. L. 114-94) and 49 CFR part 26 regarding the involvement of 
disadvantaged business enterprises in USDOT funded projects; 

(6) 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity program on 
Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts; 

(7) The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.) and 49 CFR 
parts 27, 37, and 38; 

(8) The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6101), prohibiting discrimination on the basis of age 
in programs or activities receiving Federal financial assistance; 

(9) Section 324 of title 23 U.S.C. regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on gender; and 

(10) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49 CFR part 27 regarding 
discrimination against individuals with disabilities. 

________________________________ _________________________________________ 
RTPA Authorizing Signature Caltrans District Approval Signature 

Executive Director_________________ _________________________________________ 
Title  Title 

May 17, 2017_____________________ _________________________________________ 
Date Date 
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INYO COUNTY   
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

P.O. DRAWER Q 
    INDEPENDENCE, CA 93526 
      PHONE:  (760) 878-0201  

      FAX:    (760) 878-2001 
Clint Quilter 
Executive Director 

  S T A F F   R E P O R T 

MEETING: May 17, 2017 

PREPARED BY:   Courtney Smith, Transportation Planner 

SUBJECT:  Regional Surface Transportation Program Federal Exchange 
Program for FY 2016/2017 

________________________________________________________________________ 

Recommended Action 
Approve Resolution No. 2017-04 which memorializes the following actions: 

1. The FY 2016/2017 Federal Apportionment Exchange Program and State Match
Program Agreement, Agreement No. X17-6134(023) with the California
Department of Transportation in the amount of $57,507,

2. Apportion and allocate the funds to the County of Inyo and City of Bishop based
on population, and

3. Authorize the Executive Director to sign the Agreement.

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: 
Section 182.6 of the Streets and Highways Code allows counties of less than 200,000 
people to exchange Regional Surface Transportation Programs (RSTP) funds provided 
under the “Fixing America’s Surface Transportation” (FAST) act for nonfederal State 
Highway Account funds.  In addition, Section 182.9 of the Streets and Highways Code 
requires the allocation of unobligated State Matching moneys from the State Highway 
Account to counties choosing to exchange their Federal funds. The State funds are not 
restricted, whereas the Federal funds are restricted to work on roads that have a Federal 
designation (otherwise known as "On-System" Roads).  Consequently, the exchange for 
State funds allows the County and City a greater degree of discretion and flexibility in 
how the funds are spent on maintenance of County and City roads. 

In order to streamline the exchange of funds, Caltrans now offers the exchange directly to 
eligible counties and Regional Transportation Planning Agencies and prepares the Fund 
Exchange Agreement in advance.  
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Annually, this agreement is usually received during the fourth quarter of the current year 
and it normally takes somewhere between four and six months to complete processing of 
the agreement and invoice and to receive actual payment of the RSTP funds. As a result, 
the funds are usually received during the following fiscal year.  The County and City 
should budgeting the 2016/2017 funds for expenditure during the 2017/2018 fiscal year. 
. 
Apportionment to LTC 
RSTP funds are allocated by the State based on two formulas set forth under Section 
182.6(d)(1) and (d)(2) of the Streets and Highways Code. The (d)(2) funds are allocated 
to County Road or Public Works Departments. The amount that Inyo County receives has 
remained constant since 1991. This amount is based on 110% of the amount of funds 
received on Federal Aid Secondary roads at that time. This year there is an additional 
statewide distribution of $18 million available. The funds are distributed via the Surface 
Transportation Program small area apportionment formula. The additional funds are 
being allocated to transportation planning agencies and are to be distributed to local 
jurisdictions based on their requirements.  

LTC Apportionment to City and County 
The table below shows options for the apportionment of the funds to the City and the 
County. In the last several years the LTC allocated the funds to the City and County via a 
population based formula. The options for the allocation of these funds is worth re-
visiting. The amount allocated to the LTC this year is significantly less than the peak year 
of a total allocation of $212,000. 

Regional Surface Transportation Program 
Apportionments 

Agency Population Percent Amount Federal 
Aid 
Routes 

Percent  Amount Average of 
Previous Two 
Amounts 

City of 
Bishop 

3,879 20.9% $12,019 5.5 
miles 

1.5% $863 $6,441 

County 
of Inyo 

14,667 79.1% $45,488 358.2 
miles 

98.5% $56,644 $51,066 

Total 18,546 100% $57,507 363.7 100% $57,507 $57,507 

Other transportation planning agencies allocate the funds via a variety of ways. Since the 
funding is specifically related to Federal Aid Routes, some comparable jurisdictions base 
their RSTP allocations on the relative percentage of Federal Aid Routes. El Dorado 
County Transportation Commission doubles the amount of funds going to Placerville due 
to a “County seat offset” where a high percentage of the County’s traffic is funneled into 
Placerville. This would be similar to the City of Bishop’s position. Some jurisdictions 
allocate the funds to specific projects. Other jurisdictions calculate the allocation to 
smaller entities by averaging the Federal Aid Route proportion with the population 
percentage. Another factor is the relatively small amount of funds the City of Bishop is 
receiving. It is for this reason that staff would recommend allocating the funds based on 
the relative population between the City of Bishop and the County. 



May 17, 2017 – Agenda Item No. 6 Page 3 

ALTERNATIVES: 
The Commission could use another allocation formula. This discussion could be 
continued to a later date.  

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:  
Caltrans will process the Agreement and make payment of the funds. 

Attachment: 

• Draft Resolution No. 2017-04
• FY 2016/2017 Federal Apportionment Exchange Program and State Match

Program Agreement, No. X17-6134(023) [two copies of signature page]
• Correspondence from State regarding amount



INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
RESOLUTION No. 2017-04 

A RESOLUTION APPORTIONING AND ALLOCATING 
REGIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUNDS 

FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 

WHEREAS, the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission (ICLTC) is the 
designated transportation planning agency pursuant to Government Code Sections 29532 
and 29535, and by action of the Secretary of Business, Transportation and Housing, and, 
as such, has the responsibility to allocate Regional Surface Transportation Program funds 
(RSTP); and  

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation provides the option to the 
ICLTC to participate in the RSTP Federal Exchange Program for FY 2016-2017; and  

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation has allocated $173,895 of 
RSTP funds to the ICLTC to be allocated to eligible local jurisdictions; and  

WHEREAS, based on the 2010 census population for Inyo County where 79.1% of the 
County resides in unincorporated parts of the County and 20.9% of the residents reside in 
the City of Bishop, the following disbursements will be made, $45,488 of RSTP funds 
will be apportioned to Inyo County and $12,019 will be apportioned to the City of 
Bishop. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IN RESOLVED that the Inyo County Local Transportation 
Commission approves the following:  

1. The FY 2016-2017 RSTP Federal Exchange Program and State Match Program
Agreement, No. X17-6134(023) with the California Department of Transportation
in the amount of $57,507.

2. $45,488 of RSTP funds are allocated to the County of Inyo and $12,019 are
allocated to the City of Bishop.

3. The Executive Director is authorized to execute this agreement.

Passed and adopted this 17th day of May, 2017, by the following vote:

Ayes:
Noes:
Abstain:
Absent:

________________________________________________ 
(Chair, Inyo County Local Transportation Commission) 

Attest:   

_________________________________________ 
Executive Director, Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA- CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Division of Local Assistance 
1120 N STREET 
P.O. BOX 942874, MS# 1 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 
TTY 711 
(916) 654-3883 

EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor 

Fax (916) 654-2408 File : 09-INY-O-ICTC 

X17-6134(023) 
April 28, 2017 

Mr. Clint Quilter 
Executive Director 
Inyo County Transportation Commission 
P.O. Drawer Q 
Independence, CA 93526 

2016/2017 Exchange Program 

Subject: Optional Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) Federal Exchange Program for FY 2016/2017 

Dear Mr. Quilter: 
This letter serves to notify you of the opportunity to participate in the Optional RSTP Federal Exchange Program for FY 
2016/2017. 

RTPA exchange funds must be used for projects as defined in Sections 133(b) and 
133(c) of Title 23 of the United States Code (USC)--Highways, and not otherwise 
excluded by Article XIX--Motor Vehicle Revenues of the State Constitution. 

Enclosed is the Federal Exchange Agreement, which contains the estimated amount of federal funds you are eligible to 
exchange and is exclusive of the federal funds exchanged with eligible counties within your jurisdiction. We have not yet 
received the final apportionment amounts for Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2017. The exchanged amount is based on your 
FFY 2016 apportionment including any adjustments made to prior year RSTP balances. Necessary rescissions or 
additions will be reflected on next year's Agreement. In order to participate in this year's program and receive the funds, 
you must do the following: 

*Concur with the amount shown on the agreement. If you do not agree with this amount, please contact La Sharon 
Allen of HQ Local Assistance at (916) 653-6750. 

*Submit a complete list of local entities that received the prior year's exchange. A sample form has been provided . 
We cannot execute the agreement without this report. 

*Sign both copies of this agreement and return them to the Department of Transportation, Division of Local 
Assistance, P.O. Box 942874, MS#1, Sacramento, CA 94274-0001. When we receive your signed agreements, they 
will be executed and one original will be returned to your agency. Once you receive the executed agreement, forward 
your invoice directly to the District Local Assistance Office. 

Pursuant to Section 182.6(h) of the Streets and Highways Code, the Division of Local Assistance intends to provide 
eligible counties within your agency's boundaries the opportunity to participate in the Regional Surface Transportation 
Program Exchange as authorized in the 2016/2017 Budget Act even if your agency does not elect to exchange this 
funding. Please contact my office as soon as possible if you do not wish to allow an eligible county within your region to 
participate in the program. 

If you need additional · formati~~;~~ding the program, please refer to Chapter 18 of the Local Assistance Program 
Guidelines. ~ ~)',(/en at (916) 653-6750 if you have any questions. 

fAoAM A~OSINI, Acting Chief 
Office of Project Implementation - South 
Division of Local Assistance 



FEDERAL APPORTIONMENT EXCHANGE PROGRAM 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

District: 09 
Agency: Inyo County Transportation Commission 

Agreement No. X17-6134(023) 
AMS Adv ID:0917000055 

THIS AGREEMENT is made on , by Inyo County Transportation Commission, a 
Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) designated under Section 29532 of the 
California Government Code, and the State of California, acting by and through the Department of 
Transportation (STATE). 

WHEREAS, RTPA desires to assign RTPA's portion of apportionments made available to STATE 
for allocation to transportation projects under "Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act" 
(MAP-21 ), as modified in accordance with Section 182.6 of the Streets and Highways Code 
(Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) funds) in exchange for nonfederal State 
Highway Account funds: 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 

1. As authorized by Section 182.6(g) of the Streets and Highways Code, RTPA agrees to assign 
to STATE the following portion of its estimated annual RSTP apportionment: 

$57,507.00 for Fiscal Year 2016/2017 

The above referenced portion of RTPA's estimated annual RSTP apportionment is equal to the 
estimated total RSTP apportionment less (a) the estimated minimum annual RSTP apportionment 
set for the County under Section 182.6(d)(2) of the Streets and Highways Code, (b) any Federal 
apportionments already obligated for projects not chargeable to said County's annual RSTP 
minimum apportionment, and (c) those RSTP apportionments RTPA has chosen to retain for 
future obligation. 

2. RTPA agrees the exchange for County's estimated annual RSTP minimum apportionment 
under Section 182.6(d)(2) of the Streets and Highways Code will be paid by STATE directly to 
Inyo County. 

For Caltrans Use Only 

I hereby Certify upon my own personal knowledge that budgeted funds are available for this 
encumbrance 

~~ Accounting Officer I Date I$ 

J!/kljJP1-t 5':/~SOl. ~ 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PROGRAM SUPPLMENT AND CERTIFICATION FORM 
PSCF (REV. 01/2010) 

TO, STATE CONTROLLER'S OFFICE 
Claims Audits 

FROM: 

3301 "C" Street, Rm 404 
Sacramento, CA 95816 

Department of Transportation 
SUBJECT: 

Encumbrance Document 
VENDOR I LOCAL AGENCY: 

INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRAN SP. COMMISSION 

$57,507.00 
PROCUREMENT TYPE: 

Local Assistance 

CHAPTER STATUTES ITEM YEAR 

23 2016 2660-102-0042 2016-2017 

DA TE PREPARED. 

4/20/2017 
REQUISITION NUMBER I CONTRACT NUMBER: 

Page_1_of _1_ 

PROJECT NUMBER. 

0917000055 

RQS - 2660- 091700000133- 3 

PEC I PECT TASK I SUBTASK AMOUNT 

20.30.010.850 2240/0400 $57,507.00 

TOTAL CONTRACT AMOUNT $57,507.00 

ADA Notice For individuals with sensory disabilities, this documenl is available in alternate formats. For information, call (915) 654-641 o of TDD (916) -3880 or write 
Records and Forms Management, 11 20 N. Streel, MS-89, Sacramento, CA 95814. 



3. Subject to the availability of STATE funds following the receipt of an RTPA invoice evidencing 
RTPA's assignment of those estimated RSTP funds under Section 1 to STATE, STATE agrees to 
pay to RTPA an amount not to exceed $57,507.00 of non-federal exchange funds ("Funds") that 
equals the sum of the estimated RSTP apportionment assigned to State in Section 1 above. 

4. RTPA agrees to allocate all of these Funds only for those projects implemented by cities, 
counties, and other agencies as are authorized under Article XIX of the California State 
Constitution, in accordance with the requirements of Section 182.6( d)( 1) of the Streets and 
Highways Code. 

5. RTPA agrees to provide to STATE annually by each August 1 a list of all local project sponsors 
allocated Funds in the preceding fiscal year and the amounts allocated to each sponsor. 

6. RTPA agrees to require project sponsors receiving those Funds provided under this 
AGREEMENT to establish a special account for the purpose of depositing therein all payments 
received from RTPA pursuant to this Agreement: (a) for cities within their Special Gas Tax Street 
Improvement Fund, (b) for counties, within their County Road Fund, and (c) for all other sponsors, 
a separate account. 

7. RTPA agrees, in the event a project sponsor fails to use Funds received hereunder in 
accordance with the terms of this AGREEMENT, to require that project sponsor to return those 
exchange Funds to RTPA for credit to the account established under Section 6 above. In the 
event of any such requirement by STATE, RTPA shall provide written verification to STATE that 
the requested corrective action has been taken. 

8. STATE reserves the right to reduce the STATE Funds payment required hereunder to offset 
such additional obligations by the RTPA or any of its sponsoring agencies against any RSTP 
federal apportionments as are chargeable to, but not included in, the assignment made under 
Section 1 above. 

9. COST PRINCIPLES 
A) RTPA agrees to comply with, and require all project sponsors to comply with Office of 
Management and Budget Supercircular 2 CFR 200, Cost Principles for State and Local 
Government and the Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative 
Agreements to State and Local Governments. 

B) RTPA will assure that its fund recipients will be obligated to agree that (A) Contract Cost 
Principles and Procedures, 48 CFR, Federal Acquisition Regulations System, Chapter 1, Part 31, 
Et Seq., shall be used to determine the allowability of individual project cost items and (B) Those 
parties shall comply with Federal Administrative Procedures in accordance with 2 CFR 200, 
Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements To State And Local 
Governments. Every sub-recipient receiving funds as a contractor or sub-contractor under this 
agreement shall comply with Federal administrative procedures in accordance with 2 CFR 200, 
Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements to State and Local 
Governments. 
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C) Any fund expenditures for costs for which RTPA has received payment or credit that are 
determined by subsequent audit to be unallowable under Office of Management and Budget 
Supercircular 2 CFR 200 are subject to repayment by RTPA to STATE. Should RTPA fail to 
reimburse fund moneys due STATE within 30 days of demand, or within such other period as may 
be agreed In writing between the parties, hereto, STATE is authorized to intercept and withhold 
future payments due RTPA and STATE or any third-party source, including but not limited to, the 
State Treasurer, The State Controller and the CTC. The implementation of the Supercircular will 
cancel 49 Cfr Part 18. 

10. THIRD PARTY CONTRACTING 
A) RTPA shall not award a construction contract over $10,000 or other contracts over $25,000 
[excluding professional service contracts of the type which are required to be procured in 
accordance with Government Code Sections 4525 (d), (e) and (f)] on the basis of a 
noncompetitive negotiation for work to be performed using Funds without the prior written approval 
of STATE. 

B) Any subcontract or agreement entered into by RTPA as a result of disbursing Funds received 
pursuant to this AGREEMENT shall contain all of the fiscal provisions of this Agreement; and shall 
mandate that travel and per diem reimbursements and third-party contract reimbursements to 
subcontractors will be allowable as project costs only after those costs are incurred and paid for by 
the subcontractors. 

C) In addition to the above, the preaward requirements of third party contractor/consultants with 
RTPA should be consistent with Local Program Procedures as published by STATE. 

11. ACCOUNTING SYSTEM 
RTPA, its contractors and subcontractors shall establish and maintain an accounting system and 
records that properly accumulate and segregate Fund expenditures by line item. The accounting 
system of RTPA, its contractors and all subcontractors shall conform to Generally Accepted 
Accounting Principles (GAAP), enable the determination of incurred costs at interim points of 
completion, and provide support for reimbursement payment vouchers or invoices. 

12. RIGHT TO AUDIT 
For the purpose of determining compliance with this AGREEMENT and other matters connected 
with the performance of RTPA's contracts with third parties, RTPA, RTPA's contractors and 
subcontractors and STATE shall each maintain and make available for inspection all books, 
documents, papers, accounting records, and other evidence pertaining to the performance of such 
contracts, including, but not limited to, the costs of administering those various contracts. All of 
the above referenced parties shall make such materials available at their respective offices at all 
reasonable times for three years from the date of final payment of Funds to RTPA. STATE, the 
California State Auditor, or any duly authorized representative of STATE or the United States 
Department of Transportation, shall each have access to any books, records, and documents that 
are pertinent for audits, examinations, excerpts, and transactions, and RTPA shall furnish copies 
thereof if requested. 
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13. TRAVEL AND SUBSISTENCE 
Payments to only RTPA for travel and subsistence expenses of RTPA forces and its 
subcontractors claimed for reimbursement or applied as local match credit shall not exceed rates 
authorized to be paid exempt non-represented State employees under current State Department 
of Personnel Administration (DPA) rules. 
If the rates invoiced are in excess of those authorized DPA rates, then RTPA is responsible for the 
cost difference and any overpayments shall be reimbursed to STATE on demand. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
Department of Transportation 

By: ___________ _ 

Office of Project Implementation 
Division of Local Assistance 
Date: -------

Inyo County Transportation Commission 

By: ___________ _ 

Title: 

Date: -------
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FEDERAL APPORTIONMENT EXCHANGE BUYOUT PROGRAM ANNUAL REPORT FOR 

(RTPA NAME) 

A B C = A+B-D D 
Cash Retained by Cash Received Cash Retained by Cash Disbursed by RTPA From 7/1/14 to 6/30/15 

RTPAas of From Caltrans RTPA as of Date of Amount of Cash Name of Agency or Contractor Receiving 
06/30/14 7/1/14 to 6/30/15 6/30/15 Disbursement Disbursement Cash 

                   Inyo County Local Transportation Commission

   $0    $212,009 - Note 
that this was 
received on Sept. 
30, 2015

 $0 was retained 
after the funds 
were disbursed on 
Nove. 10, 2015

 Nov. 10, 2015

Nov. 10, 2015

$167,699

$44,310

County of Inyo via CR-092117

City of Bishop via CR-092117







Date: May 17, 2017 

STAFF REPORT 

Subject:  FFY 2017 FTA Section 5311 Regional Program of Projects and 
    Certifications and Assurances 

Initiated by:  Jill Batchelder, Transit Analyst 

RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that the Commission program by Resolution 2017-05 the Federal 
Fiscal Year 2017 Section 5311 Program of Projects (POP) with Eastern Sierra 
Transit Authority as the subrecipient of the $100,059.00 in Federal funds and 
authorize the Local Transportation Commission, Executive Director to sign the 
Certifications and Assurances for operating assistance for general public transit 
services in Inyo County. 

BACKGROUND: 

Federal Transit Administration Section 5311 funds are apportioned annually to each 
county to be used only for public transportation projects in non-urbanized areas.  
Section 5311 funds may be used for capital, operating or administrative assistance 
to state or local agencies that are operators of public transportation services.  For 
the Federal Fiscal Year 2017, Inyo County was apportioned $100,059.00. 

It is the responsibility of the local transportation planning agency to program projects 
for these funds and submit a program of projects (POP) to their Caltrans DTR.  The 
POP identifies the subrecipient that will apply for the 5311 funds and carry out the 
identified projects.   

Historically, these funds have been programmed to Eastern Sierra Transit Authority 
to assist in the operational costs of the overall Inyo County transit system.  FTA 
Section 5311 funds will be incorporated into ESTA’s 2017/18 budget. 

Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is seeking approval by Resolution the Federal 
Fiscal Year 2017 Section 5311 Program of Projects (POP) with Eastern Sierra 
Transit Authority as the subrecipient of the $100,059.00 in Federal funds and 
authorize the Local Transportation Commission, Executive Director to sign the 
Certifications and Assurances for operating assistance for general public transit 
services in Inyo County. 



Resolution No.___2017 -05________ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION OF 2017 
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION SECTION 5311 APPORTIONMENT GRANT 
WITH EASTERN SIERRA TRANSIT AUTHORITY AS THE SUBRECIPIENT OF THE 
$100,059.00; AND AUTHORIZE THE INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO SIGN ALL REQUIRED CERTIFICATIONS 
AND ASSURANCES. 

WHEREAS, the U. S. Department of Transportation is authorized to make grants to states 
through the Federal Transit Administration to support capital/operating assistance projects 
for non-urbanized public transportation systems under Section 5311 of the Federal Transit 
Act (FTA C 9040.1F and FTA C 9050.1 ); and  

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has been 
designated by the Governor of the State of California to administer Section 5311 grants for 
transportation projects for the general public for the rural transit and intercity bus; and  

WHEREAS, Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is the recognized public transportation 
operator in Inyo County and therefore receives State and Federal funds to operate and 
provide public transportation services in and for Inyo County; and 

WHEREAS, Eastern Sierra Transit Authority desires to apply for said financial assistance 
to permit operation of service in Inyo County; and  

WHEREAS, Eastern Sierra Transit Authority as the CTSA has to the maximum extent 
feasible, coordinated with other transportation providers and users in the region (including 
social service agencies).  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED that the Inyo County Local 
Transportation Commission does hereby Authorize Eastern Sierra Transit Authority, to file 
and execute applications on behalf Inyo County of with the Department to aid in the 
operation of public transit in Inyo County pursuant to Section 5311 of the Federal Transit 
Act (FTA C 9040.1F and FTA C 9050.1), as amended.  

That Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, Executive Director is authorized to 
sign the certification of assurances required by the Department. 

That Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is authorized to execute and file all contracts or 
agreements or any other document required by the Department.  

That Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is authorized to provide additional information as the 
Department may require in connection with the application for the Section 5311 projects.  



That Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is authorized to submit and approve request for 
reimbursement of funds from the Department for the Section 5311 operating assistance for 
public transit in Inyo County in the amount of $100,059.00. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 17th DAY OF May, 2017, 

BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 

___________________________________________ 
Pat Gardner,  
Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, Chair 

Attest:  _____________________________________ 
  Denise Hayden, Commission Secretary 





CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DIVISION OF RAIL & MASS TRANSPORTATION 

 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus Branch

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA) 
SECTION 5311 REGIONAL PROGRAM OF PROJECTS (POP) 

FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2017 

All Section 5311, 5311(f), and Rural CMAQ Transit Applications and POPs are due May 24th, 2017.  However, if there are 
issues meeting the deadlines, please notify your HQ Liaison as soon as possible.   



County/Region: Inyo County District: 9 
Original Submission Date: 5/17/2017 Revision No. Revision Submission Date: 

 FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2017
Section 5311 Program of Projects (POP) 

 Regular 5311         JARC 5311  CMAQ 

(A) Available Funding: 
Carryover: (+) 0 

Estimated Apportionment [FFY 2017 ]: (+) 100,059 
(A) TOTAL FUNDS AVAILABLE:  = 100,059 

(B) Programming (POP): Complete Parts I and II 
Federal Share 

Part I.   Operating Assistance - Total:   (+) 100,059 
Part II.  Capital - Total:   (+) 

 (B) Total [Programmed]:   (=) 100,059 

(C) Balance 
Federal Share 

(A) Total Funds Available:   (+) 100,059 
(B) Total [Programmed]:    (-) 100,059 

* Balance:   (=) 0

*BALANCE – Regional Apportionment Funds ONLY:
o Please Note -

 funds must be programmed in subsequent year
 final approval to be determined by the Department

o Request/Letter to carryover funds should include -
 justification for programming postponement
 purpose and project plan
 letter of support from local Transportation Planning Agency

(D) Flexible Funds (CMAQ, STP or Federalized STIP): Complete Part III (For reference only). 
 Federal Share 
 (D)  Part III.  Flex Fund - Total: 

 

FUNDING SUMMARY 
Federal Share 

(B) Regional Apportioned - Total [Programmed]:   (+) 100,059 
(D) Flex Fund - Total:   (+) 

 GRAND TOTAL [Programmed]:  (=) 100,059 

Contact Person/Title: Jill Batchelder, Transit Analyst Date: 5/17/2017 
Phone Number: 760-872-1901 

Request for transfer will be applied for directly through the District 
- Local Assistance District Engineer, and Headquarters’ Division 
of Local Assistance. Division of Rail & Mass Transportation will 
receive a conformation once the transfer is completed. 



Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) – 
All federal funds to be used for transit projects must be included in a federally approved STIP.  A Transportation Planning Agency (TPA) must ensure that 
Section 5311 projects are included in the Department of Transportation’s (Department) Statewide Transportation Federal Improvement Program (FSTIP), which 
is jointly approved by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and FTA.   

A copy of the federally approved STIP Page must be attached for all projects to be programmed through the Section 5311 program.  The project description and 
associated dollar amounts must be consistent with the federally approved STIP information. 

Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) are responsible for programming projects within their jurisdiction. Upon receiving the POPs from the Districts, 
Rural Transit & Procurement staff will submit Non-MPO / Rural Transportation organizations projects directly to the Department’s Division of Transportation 
Programming for inclusion into the FSTIP. 

For further guidance see the Department’s Division of Transportation Programming website: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/fedpgm.htm 

PART I.  Regional Apportionment - Operating Assistance  
For all Operating Projects - a complete application MUST be submitted with this POP. 

Subrecipient Project Description 

Federal 
Share 
(2017 

Funds) 

Carryover 
Funds 

Utilized 

Local Share 
(Excluding 
Toll Credit) 

Toll Credit 
Amount 

Net Project 
Cost 

PROGRAM OF 
PROJECTS 

DOC YR 

PROGRAMMED 
DATE OR 

AMENDMENT # 
Eastern Sierra 
Transit 
Authority 

 Inyo County Operating 
Assistance  100,059 808,210  908,269 

Operating Assistance Funds 
Total  100,059 808,210  908,269 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/fedpgm.htm


Date: May 17, 2017 

STAFF REPORT 

Subject:  FFY 2018 FTA Section 5311 Regional Program of Projects and 
    Certifications and Assurances 

Initiated by:  Jill Batchelder, Transit Analyst 

RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that the Commission program by Resolution 2017-06 the Federal 
Fiscal Year 2018 Section 5311 Program of Projects (POP) with Eastern Sierra Transit 
Authority as the subrecipient of the $102,344.00 in Federal funds and authorize the Local 
Transportation Commission, Executive Director to sign the Certifications and Assurances 
for operating assistance for general public transit services in Inyo County. 

BACKGROUND: 

Federal Transit Administration Section 5311 funds are apportioned annually to each 
county to be used only for public transportation projects in non-urbanized areas.  Section 
5311 funds may be used for capital, operating or administrative assistance to state or 
local agencies that are operators of public transportation services.  For the Federal Fiscal 
Year 2018, Inyo County was apportioned $102,344.00. 

It is the responsibility of the local transportation planning agency to program projects for 
these funds and submit a program of projects (POP) to their Caltrans DTR.  The POP 
identifies the subrecipient that will apply for the 5311 funds and carry out the identified 
projects.   

Historically, these funds have been programmed to Eastern Sierra Transit Authority to 
assist in the operational costs of the overall Inyo County transit system.  FTA Section 
5311 funds will be incorporated into ESTA’s 2018/19 budget. 

Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is seeking approval by Resolution the Federal Fiscal 
Year 2018 Section 5311 Program of Projects (POP) with Eastern Sierra Transit Authority 
as the subrecipient of the $102,344.00 in Federal funds and authorize the Local 
Transportation Commission, Executive Director to sign the Certifications and Assurances 
for operating assistance for general public transit services in Inyo County. 



Resolution No.___2017 -06________ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, STATE 
OF CALIFORNIA, APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION OF 2018 FEDERAL 
TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION SECTION 5311 APPORTIONMENT GRANT WITH EASTERN 
SIERRA TRANSIT AUTHORITY AS THE SUBRECIPIENT OF THE $102,344.00; AND 
AUTHORIZE THE INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR TO SIGN ALL REQUIRED CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES. 

WHEREAS, the U. S. Department of Transportation is authorized to make grants to states 
through the Federal Transit Administration to support capital/operating assistance projects for 
non-urbanized public transportation systems under Section 5311 of the Federal Transit Act (FTA 
C 9040.1F and FTA C 9050.1 ); and  

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has been designated by 
the Governor of the State of California to administer Section 5311 grants for transportation 
projects for the general public for the rural transit and intercity bus; and  

WHEREAS, Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is the recognized public transportation operator in 
Inyo County and therefore receives State and Federal funds to operate and provide public 
transportation services in and for Inyo County; and 

WHEREAS, Eastern Sierra Transit Authority desires to apply for said financial assistance to 
permit operation of service in Inyo County; and  

WHEREAS, Eastern Sierra Transit Authority as the CTSA has to the maximum extent feasible, 
coordinated with other transportation providers and users in the region (including social service 
agencies).  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED that the Inyo County Local 
Transportation Commission does hereby Authorize Eastern Sierra Transit Authority, to file and 
execute applications on behalf Inyo County of with the Department to aid in the operation of 
public transit in Inyo County pursuant to Section 5311 of the Federal Transit Act (FTA C 9040.1F 
and FTA C 9050.1), as amended.  

That Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, Executive Director is authorized to sign the 
certification of assurances required by the Department. 

That Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is authorized to execute and file all contracts or 
agreements or any other document required by the Department.  

That Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is authorized to provide additional information as the 
Department may require in connection with the application for the Section 5311 projects.  



That Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is authorized to submit and approve request for 
reimbursement of funds from the Department for the Section 5311 operating assistance for 
public transit in Inyo County in the amount of $102,344.00. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 17th DAY OF May, 2017, 

BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 

___________________________________________ 
Pat Gardner,  
Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, Chair 

Attest:  _____________________________________ 
  Denise Hayden, Commission Secretary 





CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DIVISION OF RAIL & MASS TRANSPORTATION 

 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus Branch

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA) 
SECTION 5311 REGIONAL PROGRAM OF PROJECTS (POP) 

FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2017 

All Section 5311, 5311(f), and Rural CMAQ Transit Applications and POPs are due May 24th, 2017.  However, if there are 
issues meeting the deadlines, please notify your HQ Liaison as soon as possible.   



County/Region: Inyo County District: 9 
Original Submission Date: 5/17/2017 Revision No. Revision Submission Date: 

 FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2018
Section 5311 Program of Projects (POP) 

 Regular 5311         JARC 5311  CMAQ 

(A) Available Funding: 
Carryover: (+) 0 

Estimated Apportionment [FFY 2017 ]: (+) 102,344 
(A) TOTAL FUNDS AVAILABLE:  = 102,344 

(B) Programming (POP): Complete Parts I and II 
Federal Share 

Part I.   Operating Assistance - Total:   (+) 102,344 
Part II.  Capital - Total:   (+) 

 (B) Total [Programmed]:   (=) 102,344 

(C) Balance 
Federal Share 

(A) Total Funds Available:   (+) 102,344 
(B) Total [Programmed]:    (-) 102,344 

* Balance:   (=) 0

*BALANCE – Regional Apportionment Funds ONLY:
o Please Note -

 funds must be programmed in subsequent year
 final approval to be determined by the Department

o Request/Letter to carryover funds should include -
 justification for programming postponement
 purpose and project plan
 letter of support from local Transportation Planning Agency

(D) Flexible Funds (CMAQ, STP or Federalized STIP): Complete Part III (For reference only). 
 Federal Share 
 (D)  Part III.  Flex Fund - Total: 

 

FUNDING SUMMARY 
Federal Share 

(B) Regional Apportioned - Total [Programmed]:   (+) 102,344 
(D) Flex Fund - Total:   (+) 

 GRAND TOTAL [Programmed]:  (=) 102,344

Contact Person/Title: Jill Batchelder, Transit Analyst Date: 5/17/2017 
Phone Number: 760-872-1901 

Request for transfer will be applied for directly through the District 
- Local Assistance District Engineer, and Headquarters’ Division 
of Local Assistance. Division of Rail & Mass Transportation will 
receive a conformation once the transfer is completed. 



Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) – 
All federal funds to be used for transit projects must be included in a federally approved STIP.  A Transportation Planning Agency (TPA) must ensure that 
Section 5311 projects are included in the Department of Transportation’s (Department) Statewide Transportation Federal Improvement Program (FSTIP), which 
is jointly approved by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and FTA.   

A copy of the federally approved STIP Page must be attached for all projects to be programmed through the Section 5311 program.  The project description and 
associated dollar amounts must be consistent with the federally approved STIP information. 

Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) are responsible for programming projects within their jurisdiction. Upon receiving the POPs from the Districts, 
Rural Transit & Procurement staff will submit Non-MPO / Rural Transportation organizations projects directly to the Department’s Division of Transportation 
Programming for inclusion into the FSTIP. 

For further guidance see the Department’s Division of Transportation Programming website: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/fedpgm.htm 

PART I.  Regional Apportionment - Operating Assistance  
For all Operating Projects - a complete application MUST be submitted with this POP. 

Subrecipient Project Description 

Federal 
Share 
(2018 

Funds) 

Carryover 
Funds 

Utilized 

Local Share 
(Excluding 
Toll Credit) 

Toll Credit 
Amount 

Net Project 
Cost 

PROGRAM OF 
PROJECTS 

DOC YR 

PROGRAMMED 
DATE OR 

AMENDMENT # 
Eastern Sierra 
Transit 
Authority 

 Inyo County Operating 
Assistance  102,344 818,812  821,156 

Operating Assistance Funds 
Total  102,344 818,812  821,156 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/fedpgm.htm


Date: May 17, 2017 

STAFF REPORT 

Subject:  FTA Section 5311(f) Intercity Bus Program Continued Funding for 
Operating Assistance for the 395 Inter-Regional Bus Route Certifications and 
Assurances 

Initiated by:  Jill Batchelder, Transit Analyst 

RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that the Commission authorize by Resolution the Executive 
Director to sign the Certification and Assurances for the Federal Transit 
Administration Section 5311(f) Continued Funding for Operating Assistance for 
the 395 Inter-Regional Bus Route in the amount of $226,559.88. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5311(f) Intercity Bus 
Program in California is designed to address the “intercity bus transportation 
needs of the entire state” by supporting projects that provide transportation 
between non-urbanized areas and urbanized areas that result in connections 
of greater regional, statewide, and national significance.  The purpose of the 
Section 5311(f) funding is to provide supplemental financial support to transit 
operators and to facilitate the most efficient and effective use of available 
Federal funds in support of providing rural intercity transportation services.  

Eastern Sierra Transit operates the 395 Route-North between Lone Pine and 
Reno making connections with Greyhound and Reno-Tahoe International 
Airport.   The 395 Route-South is operated between Mammoth and Lancaster 
connecting with the Metrolink train.  These Routes have been supported by 
FTA Section 5311(f) since the inception of the route. 

The Resolution certifies that there will be sufficient funds to operate the vehicles, or, 
facility, or equipment purchased under this project, as applicable and has coordinated 
with other transportation providers and users in the region, including social service 
agencies.   

Historically, Local Transportation Funds have been use in combination with the grant 
funding for the operation of the 395 Route.  Based on the funding estimates for FY 



2017/18, there will be sufficient fund for the operation of these routes.  Eastern Sierra 
Transit as the CTSA for Inyo County has coordinated with other transportation 
providers and social service agencies in the region.  

Additionally, the resolution certifies the programming of funds for this project and 
project has met all Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 
requirements and that some combination of state, local, or private funding sources 
have been applied at the rate of 44.67% or more to match the federal share of 
55.33%. 

The 395 Route and the FTA Section 5311(f) funding have met the STIP 
requirements. The local matching funds total $181,436 and are to be split 
equally between Mono and Inyo County’s Local Transportation Commissions. 
Inyo County’s portion of matching fund ($90,718) will be requested with 
Eastern Sierra Transit’s FY 2017/18 budget. 

Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is seeking approval by Resolution for the 
approval for the Executive Director to sign the Certification and Assurances for 
the Federal Transit Administration Section 5311(f) Continued Funding for 
Operating Assistance for the 395 Inter-Regional Bus Route. 



   Resolution No.____2017-07_________ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING 
THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO SIGN ALL REQUIRED CERTIFICATIONS 
AND ASSURANCES FOR THE FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
SECTION 5311(F) CONTINUED FUNDING FOR OPERATING ASSISTANCE 
FOR THE 395 INTER-REGIONAL BUS ROUTE.  

WHEREAS, Eastern Sierra Transit Authority is the recognized public 
transportation operator in Inyo County and therefore receives State and 
Federal funds to operate and provide public transportation services in and for 
Inyo County; and 

WHEREAS, sufficient funds to operate the vehicles, or, facility, or equipment 
purchased under this project, as applicable and has coordinated with other 
transportation providers and users in the region, including social service agencies. 

WHEREAS, the programming of funds for this Project and Project has met all 
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) requirements. Some 
combination of state, local, or private funding sources have been applied at the rate 
of 44.67% or more to match the federal share of 55.33% 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED that the Inyo County 
Local Transportation Commission hereby approves and authorize the 
Executive Director to sign all required Certifications and Assurances. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 17th DAY OF May, 2017, 

BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 

___________________________________________ 
Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, Chair 

Attest:  _____________________________________ 
     Denise Hayden, Clerk 



REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  
CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FY2017-18 FTA SECTION 5311(f) INTERCITY BUS PROGRAM 

1. The transportation planning agency (TPA) has approved, by resolution, the programming of
Section 5311(f) Intercity Bus Program funds in the following category: 

Operating Assistance Continued Funding $226,559.88 
Total $226,559.88 

2. Subsequent to award of the project, the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) will be
amended to include this project.   X   Yes No

3. A combination of state, local, or private funding sources have been or will be committed to
provide the required local share.   X   Yes No

4. The applicant has, or will have sufficient funds to complete this project as designated in
Parts IV (Description) and V (Budget), having the vehicles and/or equipment to do so. 
   X   Yes       No 

5. The applicant has coordinated with other transportation providers and users in the region,
including social service agencies capable of purchasing service.   X   Yes No

Certifying Representative: 
By  signing  below,  I  have  read  and  acknowledge  that  my  agency  is  in  compliance  with 
certifications and assurances as stated above. 

(Please Print) 
Name:  Clint Quilter Title:   Executive Director 

Signature: Date:   May 17, 2017 
(Blue Ink) 
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Disclaimer: The information and data contained in this document are for planning purposes only and should not 
be relied upon for final design of any project. Any information in this Transportation Concept Report (TCR) is 
subject to modification as conditions change and new information is obtained. Although planning information is 
dynamic and continually changing, the District 9 System Planning Division makes every effort to ensure the 
accuracy and timeliness of the information contained in the TCR. The information in the TCR does not constitute 
a standard, specification, or regulation, nor is it intended to address design policies and procedures. 
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_________________________________ _________ ____________________________ _________ 
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(760) 872-0601 
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ABOUT THE TRANSPORTATION CONCEPT REPORT 

System Planning is the long-range transportation planning process for the California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans). The System Planning process fulfills Caltrans’ statutory responsibility as owner/operator of the State 
Highway System (SHS) (Gov. Code §65086) by evaluating conditions and proposing enhancements to the SHS.  
Through System Planning, Caltrans focuses on developing an integrated multimodal transportation system that 
meets Caltrans’ goals of safety, mobility, delivery, stewardship, and service. 

The System Planning process is primarily composed of four parts: the District System Management Plan (DSMP), 
the Transportation Concept Report (TCR), the Corridor System Management Plan (CSMP), and the DSMP Project 
List. The district-wide DSMP is strategic policy and planning document that focuses on maintaining, operating, 
managing, and developing the transportation system. The TCR is a planning document that identifies the existing 
and future route conditions as well as future needs for each route on the SHS.  The CSMP is a complex, multi-
jurisdictional planning document that identifies future needs within corridors experiencing or expected to 
experience high levels of congestion. The CSMP serves as a TCR for segments covered by the CSMP. The DSMP 
Project List is a list of planned and partially programmed transportation projects used to recommend projects for 
funding. These System Planning products are also intended as resources for stakeholders, the public, and partner, 
regional, and local agencies. 

 
 

 
 
 
 

STAKEHOLDER PARTICIPATION 

Internal and external stakeholder participation was sought throughout the development of the State Route (SR) 
168 TCR. As information for the TCR was gathered, some stakeholders were contacted for input related to their 
particular specializations, and to verify data sources used and data accuracy. Prior to document finalization, 
primary stakeholders were asked to review the document for consistency with existing plans, policies, and 
procedures. The process of including and working closely with stakeholders adds value to the TCR, allows for 
external input and ideas to be reflected in the document, increases credibility, and helps strengthen public support 
and trust. Stakeholders contacted during the development of this document include: the Inyo County Local 
Transportation Commission (LTC); Mono County Local Transportation Commission (LTC); Los Angeles Department 
of Watter and Power; the California Highway Patrol (CHP), the Bureau of Land Management (BLM-Bishop Field 
Office); the Inyo National Forest National Forest Service (USFS); City of Bishop; Northern Inyo Hospital; Great Basin 
Unified Air Pollution Control District; Cerro Coso Community College; and Eastern Sierra Transit Authority. 

TCR Purpose 
California’s State Highway System needs long range planning documents to guide the logical development of 
transportation systems as required by CA Gov. Code §65086 and as necessitated by the public, stakeholders, and 
system users. The purpose of the TCR is to evaluate current and projected conditions along the route and 
communicate the vision for the development of each route in each Caltrans District during a 20-25 year planning 
horizon.  The TCR is developed with the goals of increasing safety, improving mobility, providing excellent 
stewardship, and meeting community and environmental needs along the corridor through integrated management 
of the transportation network, including the highway, transit, pedestrian, bicycle, freight, operational improvements 
and travel demand management components of the corridor. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
State Route (SR) 168 begins at the junction of SR 180 in Fresno County (District 6), and is constructed to Huntington 
Lake. The portion between Huntington Lake and Camp Sabrina, where SR 168 begins again in Inyo County (District 
9), is not a part of the Federally designated route and is unconstructed. This portion lies within two wilderness 
(i.e. roadless) areas; Kings Canyon National Park, and the John Muir Wilderness. Therefore, construction to 
connect these two segments is highly unlikely. The combined distance of the entire constructed route in both 
District 6 and 9 is 124 miles. This report is an overview of SR 168 in District 9, which begins 1.5 miles west of the 
community of Aspendell in Inyo County, and ends at the junction of SR 266 in Mono County, covering a distance 
of 56.15 miles. 

Concept Summary 

Segment 
ID Segment Description Existing 

Facility 
20-year System Operations and 

Management Concept 

20-year 
Facility 

Concept 

1 

North end of Inyo-County 
maintained Lake Sabrina Road (0.02 

mile northeast of INF Road 8S10, 
the Sabrina Campground entrance 

road)  to Meadow Lane in West 
Bishop 

Two-lane 
conventional 

• Turnouts constructed where feasible: 114
feet northeast of INF Road 8S10 to Ed 
Powers Road in West Bishop, PM
R0.00─R13.48

• Paved shoulders widened to five feet
minimum:  Starlight Drive to Ed Powers 
Road, near and in West Bishop, PM
R10.61─R13.48 

Two-lane 
conventional 

2 Meadow Lane in West Bishop to 
Sunland Drive 

Two,three, 
and four-lane 
conventional

• Sidewalk gaps filled in and new sidewalk
constructed: both sides of roadway from
Meadow Lane in West Bishop to Barlow
Lane on the Bishop Paiute Reservation 

• New sidewalk constructed on south side of
roadway from See Vee Lane to Sunland 
Drive in West Bishop, PM 17.30─17.81

• Road diet
• Signal at See-Vee

Two-lane 
conventional 

3 
Sunland Drive, the west limit of 

Bishop on the south side of SR 168 
to US 395, Main Street, in Bishop 

Two-lane 
conventional

Drainage improved and and pavement contour 
adjusted: southwest corner of Line Street and 

Main Street intersection in Bishop, north 
junction SR 168 with US 395:  Iny-168 PM 
18.30─18.31, Iny-395 PM 115.39─115.40 

Two-lane 
conventional 

4 US 395, Main Street, in Big Pine to 
the Inyo-Mono county line 

Two-lane 
conventional 

Vertical alignment improved: 4.8 miles east of 
Death Valley Road to 6.2 miles west of 

Westgard Pass Summit near Big Pine, PM 
24.57─25.85, shoulders widened to five feet 

minimum throughout segment 

Two-lane 
conventional 

5 
Inyo-Mono county line to SR 266 at 

the Oasis Ranch in the Fish Lake 
Valley  

Two-lane 
conventional

Shoulders widened to five feet minimum 
throughout segment 

Two-lane 
conventional 

Concept Rationale 
The Concept LOS for SR 168 is level C. According to the Inyo and Mono County General Plans, all roadways and 
highways in these counties should be maintained at a minimum LOS of C. The LOS in the City of Bishop was derived 
by using an urban street methodology since the facility is restricted by speed limits. Caltrans will continue to 
emphasize further rehabilitation, operational, and capacity improvements on SR 168 due to its importance to the 
City of Bishop and as an interregional corridor for goods movement and recreational travelers. 
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Proposed Projects and Strategies 
• Line Street Road Diet
• South See Vee Lane/SR 168
• SR 168 ADA project
• Maintenance of existing facility
• provide sidewalk continuity

• Perfect Right of Way where rights are
prescriptive

• Install traffic signal system
• Improve drainage and adjust pavement

contour
• Improve vertical alignment

CORRIDOR OVERVIEW 

ROUTE SEGMENTATION  

This TCR addresses 56.15 miles of the route within Caltrans District 9, Inyo and Mono Counties. 

Se
gm

en
t I

D 

Location Description 
County−Route− 
Beginning Post 

Mile 

County−Route− 
Ending Post Mile 

1 North end of Inyo-County-maintained Sabrina Road (0.02 mile northeast of INF Road 
8S10, the Sabrina Campground entrance road) to Meadow Lane in West Bishop Iny-168-R0.00 Iny-168-16.06

2 Meadow Lane in West Bishop to Sunland Drive, the west city limit of Bishop Iny-168-16.06 Iny-168-17.81

3 Sunland Drive, the west city limit of Bishop on the south side of SR 168, to US 395, 
Main Street in Bishop Iny-168-17.81 Iny-168-18.31

4 US 395, Main Street in Big Pine, to the Inyo-Mono county line Iny-168-18.31 Iny-168-54.70

5 Inyo-Mono county line to SR 266 at the Oasis Ranch entrance in the Fish Lake Valley Mno-168-0.00 Mno−168−1.45 
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SEGMENT MAP
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ROUTE DESCRIPTION 

Route Location: 
For the purpose of this report, SR 168 is addressed in five segments.  Segment 1 begins at Sabrina Road (PM 0.0) 
and passes through the small community of Aspendell, traversing the eastern slope of the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains down to the floor of the Owens Valley and ends in West Bishop . Segment 2 begins in West Bishop at 
Meadow Lane (PM 16.06) and continues to Sunland Drive in the City of Bishop. This segment is located on the 
Bishop Paiute Reservation from Pa Me Lane (PM 16.3) to PM 17.53.  Segment 3 begins at Sunland Drive and ends 
at the junction of US 395 (PM 18.31). After a routebreak of 14.67 miles at U.S. Highway 395, Segment 4 begins 
just north of the town of Big Pine and runs easterly through the White and Inyo Mountains, through Westgard 
Pass (Elev. 7,271 ft.) and Gilbert Pass (Elev. 6,373 ft.) to the Mono County Line (PM 54.70/0.00). Segment 4 
provides access to Death Valley National Park via Death Valley Road. In Mono County, Segment 5 begins at the 
Mono County Line and ends at the junction of SR 266 (PM1.45). California SR 266 provides continuity by 
connecting with Nevada SR 266 which runs southeastward to U.S. Highway 95. 

Route Purpose: 
Segments 1, 2, and 3 serve recreational travelers en-route to various Eastern Sierra destinations as well as the 
communities of Aspendell, Starlite, West Bishop, the Bishop Paiute Reservation, and the City of Bishop. Cerro Coso 
Community College is another destination frequented by residents of the area. Segment 4 serves the University 
of California high altitude research facilities in the White Mountains, Deep Springs College, agricultural traffic, the 
Ancient Bristlecone Pine Forest, and associated campground facilities. Segment 5 serves the residents of Oasis, 
Fish Lake Valley, and traffic between California and Nevada. 

Major Route Features: 
Segments 1 and 2 (PM 0.00 – 17.81) serve recreational travelers and residents commuting to Bishop area 
businesses and schools. Segment 3 primarily serves residents and the business district of the City of Bishop. These 
3 segments are a part of the Interregional Road System (IRRS). There is a route-break where SR 168 intersects with 
U.S. Highway 395. Traveling south on US 395 for 14.67 miles, segment 4 of SR 168 begins just north of the 
community of Big Pine (PM 18.32). From here to the end of Segment 5 (Junction with SR 266 Mono PM 1.45), SR 
168 serves as a link for tourists and residents to access services in the Owens Valley. It also allows access to 
recreational areas. Segments 4 and 5 also allow for a connection between U.S. Highway 395 in California and 
Highway 95 in Nevada. 
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Route Designations and Characteristics: 

Segment ID 1 2 3 4 5 

Freeway & Expressway 
System as defined in Section 253.7 of
the California Streets and Highways Code

no no no no no

National Highway System no no no no yes 

Strategic Highway Network no no no no no 

Scenic Highway as defined in 
Sections 263 and 263.7 of the California 
Streets and Highways Code

officially 
designated:  

entire segment 

officially 
designated:           
PM ≤16.34; 

eligible, but not 
officially 

designated:  
PM >16.34

eligible, but not 
officially design-

nated:  entire 
segment

eligible, but not 
officially design-

nated:  entire 
segment

eligible, but not 
officially design-

nated:  entire 
segment

Interregional Road System 
as defined in Sections 164.3 and 164.18 of 
the California Streets and Highways Code

yes yes yes no no 

Priority Interregional 
Facility no no no no no 

Federal Functional 
Classification Major Collector Major Collector Major Collector Minor Arterial Minor Arterial 

Goods Movement Route no no no no no

Truck Designation California Legal 
Network 

California Legal 
Network 

California Legal 
Network 

California Legal 
Advisory Route 

California Legal 
Advisory Route 

Census Bureau Population 
Size Designation 

Rural: PM 
<15.038   Urban: 

PM ≥15.038 
Urban Urban Rural Rural 

Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency Inyo County LTC Inyo County LTC Inyo County LTC Inyo County LTC Mono County 

LTC

Local Agency Inyo County Inyo County Inyo County Inyo County Mono County 

Federally recognized Native 
American Tribes none Bishop Paiute 

Tribe none none none 

Air District 

Great Basin 
Unified Air 

Quality 
Management 

District 

Great Basin 
Unified Air 

Quality 
Management 

District

Great Basin 
Unified Air 

Quality 
Management 

District

Great Basin 
Unified Air 

Quality 
Management 

District

Great Basin 
Unified Air 

Quality 
Management 

District

Terrain mountainous rolling level mountainous rolling 

COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 

SR 168 services several communities including: Aspendale, Starlight, the Bishop Paiute Tribe, the City of Bishop, 
Big Pine, Deep Springs College and Oasis.  The route is important for many of these communities often acting as 
their primary route to goods and services and is importatnt in Bishop as a major collector for town circulation.  
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LAND USE

Land use along four of the route segments (1,2,3,4) is classified predominantly as agricultural.  The Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM), Forest Service, the State, and the local government manage the public lands along the route. 
Currently, there is no anticipated growth along or near the route.  Long-term right-of-way (R/W) needs are not 
anticipated to change, but R/W should be formalized where it is currently not.  The Inyo National Forest has been 
considering additions to wilderness areas in the vicinity of SR 168 (e.g. John Muir, Marble Canyon, Soldier Canyon). 
In 2016, Caltrans requested that State highway system R/W be specifically excluded from such designations (not 
just the road itself).  

Segment 
ID Place Type/Land Use 

1 Agricultural, Commercial, Educational, Open Space, Public Service, Recreational, Residential 

2 Agricultural, Commercial, Educational, Public Health, Residential, Tribal Lands 

3 Commercial, Government Administrative, Public Service 

4 Agricultural, Educational, Open Space, Public Facility, Recreational 

5 Agricultural, Resource Management 
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SYSTEM CHARACTERISTICS 

SR 168 is predominantly a conventional two-lane undivided highway. Segement 2 is the only exception with a lane 
configuration ranging from two to four lanes. The highway has a speed limit ranging from 25-55 mph with steep 
grades and segments with curves.  The average shoulder width is 0 to 10 feet; the average lane width is 12 feet; 
and no medians exist.  

1 one operating counter connected to traffic sensors spanning both travel directions 
2 two operating counters each connected to traffic sensors spanning one travel direction; station software capable of individual travel-

direction count output as well as output the sum of both travel direction counts 

Segment ID 1 2 3 4 5 

Existing Facility 

 Facility Type conventional conventional conventional conventional conventional 

General Purpose Lanes 2 

3:  PM 16.06─16.43        
4:  PM 16.43─17.19  
3:  PM 17.19─17.58  
2:  PM 17.58─17.81 

2 2 2 

Lane Miles 32.00 5.78 1.00 72.74 2.90 

Centerline Miles 16.00 1.75 0.50 36.37 1.45 

Auxiliary Lanes, percent 
of segment length 1.5 6.6 22.6 0 3.4 

Passing Lanes, percent 
of segment length 0 0 0 0 0 

Current Right-of-way  
width, feet 80−416 69−100 59−84 38−204 50−52 

20-year Concept Facility 

Facility Type conventional conventional conventional conventional conventional 
General Purpose Lanes 2 2 2 2 2 

Segment ID 1 2 3 4 5 

Centerline Miles 16.00 1.75 0.50 36.37 1.45 

Auxiliary Lanes, percent 
of segment length 1.5 6.6 22.6 0 0 

Passing Lanes, percent 
of segment length 0 0 0 0 0 

 Traffic Management System (TMS) Elements 

TMS Elements , base 
year 

mainline 
metering station  

at PMs R0.221 and 
R14.132 

traffic signal at 
PM 16.80; 
mainline 

metering station  
at PM 16.392 

traffic signals at 
PMs 17.93, 18.16, 

and 18.31; 
mainline metering 

station at PM 
18.272 

mainline metering 
station at PM 

18.632 

mainline metering 
station at PM 1.451

TMS Elements, horizon 
year 

continuing 
mainline 

metering station 
at PMs R0.221 

and R14.132

continuing traffic 
signal at PM 
16.80; traffic 

signal at See Vee 
Lane, continuing 

mainline 
metering station 

at PM 16.392

continuing traffic 
signals at PMs 

17.93, 18.16, and 
18.31; continuing 
mainline metering 

station at PM 
18.272 

continuing 
mainline metering 

station at PM 
18.632 

upgraded mainline 
metering station 

between PM 0.18 
and PM 1.452 
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BICYCLE FACILITY 

Bicycles are allowed on all of SR 168 since it is a shared roadway.  Part of Segment 2 is designated as a bike route 
with some sections of Segments 1-3 being designated as Class III bike lanes.  Providing wider shoulders to 
accommodate  bicycle lanes is a challenge due to prioritization of funding, constrained right of way and 
environmental concerns. 

On-highway Bicycle Accommodation 

Hi
gh

w
ay

 S
eg
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t 
ID

 

Co
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ty
 

Post Mile 
Limits 

Is
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s 
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d?

 

Accommodation 
Type (Bicycle 

Facility 
Designation) 

O
ut
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 P
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ed
 

Sh
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ld
er

 W
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th
, 

fe
et

 

Facility Description 

Po
st

ed
 S

pe
ed

 L
im

it,
 

m
ile

s/
ho

ur
 

1 Inyo R0.00─16.06 No Shared roadway 
and Class III 0─2 Varying width paved 

shoulder 50, 45, 55 

2 Inyo 16.06─17.81 No Shared roadway 
and Class III 0─2 Varying width paved 

shoulder 45, 35 

3 Inyo 17.81─18.31 No Shared roadway 
and Class III 4─10 Varying width paved 

shoulder 35, 25 

4 Inyo 18.32─54.70 No Shared roadway 0─4 Varying width paved 
shoulder 55, 65 

5 Mono 0.00─1.57 No Shared roadway 2─5 typical Varying width paved 
shoulder 55 
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PEDESTRIAN FACILITY 

Pedestrian traffic is allowed but is extremely minimal along the majority of the route.  Along all segments there 
are paved shoulders varying in width from 0-2 feet, and up to 10 feet for short distances.  Pedestrians may utilize 
the paved and unpaved shoulders of the entire route.  Providing wider shoulders to accommodate pedestrian 
traffic along SR 168 is a challenge due to prioritization of funding and environmental concerns.   

Hi
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D 
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Limits 
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Is
 S

id
ew

al
k 

Pr
es

en
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w
al

k 
W

id
th
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t 
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to
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b 
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Cr
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Facility Description 

1 
A Iny R0.00─16.03 no no n. a. n. a. 2─12 foot width paved shoulder on each side of 

roadway 

B Iny 16.03─16.06 no yes 8−9 n. a. 12-foot width paved shoulder on north side of 
roadway; sidewalk on south side of roadway

2 

C Iny 16.06─16.21 no no n. a. n. a. 9─15 foot width paved shoulder on both sides of 
roadway

D Iny 16.21─16.23 no yes 6 n. a. 10-foot width paved shoulder on north side of 
roadway; sidewalk on south side of roadway

E Iny 16.23─16.28 no no n. a. n. a. 9─11 foot width paved shoulder on both sides of 
roadway 

F Iny 16.28─16.30 no yes 4─5 n. a. 9-foot width paved shoulder on north side of 
roadway; sidewalk on south side of roadway 

G Iny 16.30─16.80 no no n. a. n. a. 8─9 foot width paved shoulder on both sides of 
roadway 

H Iny 16.80─17.64 no yes 6 n. a. sidewalk on north side of roadway; 7─9 foot width 
paved shoulder on south side of roadway;  

I Iny 17.64─17.81  no yes 71, 
92 n. a. 

7-foot width standard sidewalk on north side of 
roadway; 9-foot width hot-mix asphalt concrete 

sidewalk on south side of roadway 

3 J Iny 17.81─19.31 no yes 5─14 46─50 sidewalk on both sides of roadway 

4 K Iny 19.32─54.70 no no n. a. n. a. 1─4 foot typical, 23 foot maximum width paved 
shoulder on both sides of roadway 

5 L Mno 0.00─1.45 no no n. a. n. a. 2─5 foot typical; 9 foot maximum width paved 
shoulder on both sides of roadway 

1 width of sidewalk on north side of roadway 
2 width of sidewalk on south side of roadway 
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TRANSIT FACILITY 

Regularly scheduled public transit service is not available along SR 168.  However, the Eastern Sierra Transit 
Authority (ESTA) provides:  

• Dial-a-ride service between locations in Bishop, the Bishop Airport area, West Bishop, and Laws;
• Regularly scheduled round trip public transit service on US 395 passing the west leg of SR 168 in Bishop

and the east leg of SR 168 in Big Pine, on its routes:
• between Lone Pine and Reno on Mondays, Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Fridays
• between Mammoth Lakes and Lancaster on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays

On-demand pickup for both service routes at the junction of SR 168 with US 395 in Bishop and Big Pine 
may be arranged with ESTA via a telephone call 24 hours in advance.  

ESTA is beginning a pilot program in the summer of 2017 to service the South Lake and Lake Sabrina areas within 
the Bishop Creek area. . Service will run round-trips from the Kmart/Vons parking lot in Bishop twice a day, seven 
days a week; during the summer months only.  

FREIGHT

Freight generation and/or distribution facilities are not located on SR 168 in either Inyo County or Mono County.  
Segement 3 and 4 have a moderate amount of freight traffic transporting agricultural goods.    

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS 

The purpose of this environmental scan is to identify environmental factors that may need future analysis during 
the project development process.  This information does not represent all possible environmental considerations 
that may exist within the area surrounding the route.  Any SR 168 project being considered for programming 
would require environmental clearance in compliance with all federal, state, and local environmental laws and 
regulations.  The environmental factors identified are scaled (high, medium, or low) by district staff based on the 
probability of encountering such environmental issues.  

The following environmental factors were included: 

• Section 4(f) Land: There are a number of segments along SR 168 that have a high probability to impact
Section 4(f) lands. All projects will be reviewed for their possible 4(f) impacts and evaluations and
avoidance and minimization measures will be made during the project development phase.

• Farmland/Timberland: In certain segments of SR 168 there are Farm and Timberlands present, all
projects that may impact them will be reviewed in context with the scope and potential impact to those
resources.

• Cultural Resources: There are several known prehistoric and historic archeological sites along SR 168;
therefore, appropriate archaeological and historical studies will be required for most projects along this
route including the assessment and possible mitigation to all cultural resource impacts.

• Visual Aesthetics: Segment #1 of SR 168 is officially designated a State Scenic Highway. Segments 4 and
5 are also eligible for State Scenic Highway Status but are not officially designated. Projects along SR 168
will have a qualified Landscape Architect review them.
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• Floodplain: A number of floodplains have been identified along SR 168, but due to the nature and
variability of rain events, coupled to the desert climate and soils in this part of California, most flooding
is unpredictable along SR 168.

• Climate Change and Sea Level Rise Vulnerability: Climate change and sea level rise vulnerability are not
expected to have a significant impact in the Great Basin terrain along SR 168.

• Hazardous Materials: The area which SR 168 traverses has few hazardous waste issues.  A new Caltrans
policy requires that any project which requires the haul-off of soil needs to be tested for Aerially
Deposited Lead (ADL), this will happen for any project along SR 168 that meets this criteria.

• Naturally Occuring Asbestos: This area of California does not contain the rock type where Naturally
Occurring Asbestos is found and therefore is not an issue.

• Noise: Road and maintenance noise will have an extremely low impact along the route because of the
low traffic volumes and small populations in communities along and near SR 168. In the City of Bishop,
with more receptors noise could become a potential issue primarily during construction activities.

• Waters and Wetlands: The area that SR 168 traverses through has a number of waters and potential
wetland areas that could be impacted by certain projects. All proposed projects will be reviewed by a
qualified biologist prior to implementation of these projects.

• Special Status Species: A number of Special Status species can be found near SR 168 and within the
Great Basin biome in general.  Most projects along this route will be surveyed prior to any project that
may impact habitat.

• Habitat Connectivity: Due to the untouched nature through which most of 168 traverses through,
habitat connectivity is present along most of the route.  Future projects along the route do not propose
to degrade connectivity within the Great Basin.

• Air Quality: SR 168 is located within the Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control Distrcit. Ozone (O3)
and Particulate Material -10 (mm) is classified as Non-attainment along the route. Projects along SR 168
will be evaluated for air quality impacts on a case-by-case basis.
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characteristic 
Environmental Impact/Classification, Route 168 Segment 

1 2 3 4 5 

Section 4(f) Land medium low medium low 

Farmland/Timberland medium low 

Environmental  Justice low 

Cultural Resources medium 

Geology/Soils/Seismic low 

Floodplain low medium low 

Climate Change and Sea 
Level Rise Vulnerability low 

Hazardous Materials low 

Naturally Occuring 
Asbestos low 

Ai
r Q

ua
lit

y

Ozone (O3) Non-attainment 

Pa
rt
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ul
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at
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l 2.5 
micrometer Attainment 

10 
micrometer Non-attainment 

Carbon Monoxide 
(CO) Attainment 

Noise low 

Waters and Wetlands medium low medium low 

Wild and Scenic Rivers low 

Special Status Species medium low medium 

Fish Passage medium low 

Habitat Connectivity low low 
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Floodplain 
Owens River 

100-year flood-width limits along SR 168:  PM R19.59─R19.92 
500-year flood-width limits along SR 168:  PM R19.58─R19.92 

Waters and Wetlands 

Location limits 
Right of Way 

(by side) Beginning Ending 

Post mile Landmark Post mile Landmark 

R1.98 0.025 mile southwest of  
Cataract Road in Aspendell R2.00 0.005 mile southwest of  

Cataract Road in Aspendell right (southeast) 

R5.34 0.145  mile northeast of Big 
Trees Road R5.47 0.270 mile northeast of Big 

Trees Road right (southeast) 

R10.17 0.445 mile southwest of 
Starlight Drive R10.22 0.394 mile southwest of 

Starlight Drive both 

R11.15 

0.195 mile northeast of the 
east intersection with 

Buttermilk Road in West 
Bishop 

R11.15 
0.202 mile northeast of the east 

intersection with Buttermilk 
Road in West Bishop 

both 

14.37 0.374 mile southwest of Otey 
Road in West Bishop 14.37 0.370 mile southwest of Otey 

Road in West Bishop both 

14.71 160 feet southwest of Otey 
Road in West Bishop 14.72 130 feet southwest of Otey 

Road in West Bishop both 

14.77 0.03 mile northeast of Otey 
Road in West Bishop 14.94 0.20 mile northeast of Otey 

Road in West Bishop left (northwest) 

R19.63 
0.17 mile southwest of the 

beginning of Bridge 48-0061 
over the Owens River 

R19.78 
0.014 mile southwest of the 
beginning of Bridge 48-0061 

over the Owens River 
left (northwest) 

R19.70 Beginning of Bridge 48-0061 
over the Owens River R19.93 

0.12 mile northeast of the  end 
of Bridge 48-0061 over the 

Owens River 
right (southeast) 
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CORRIDOR PERFORMANCE 

1 directional data not available, only the sum of values for each direction of travel during the peak hour  
2 60/40 is the default value in Exhibit 15-5 of the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual 
3 based on a bi-directional peak-hour value of 40 vehicles/hour from the Caltrans on-line Year 2014 Traffic Volumes 

Book  
4 Peak hour average speed ls not available; value is average of eighty-fifth percentile speeds along segment 

Performance/Use Parameter 
Segment ID 

1 2 3 4 5 

Basic System Operations 

AADT BY (Base year−2015) 1,210 6,300 7,690 470 230 

AADT HY (Horizon year−2035) 1,517 4,685 6,258 382 182 

AADT growth/year, percent +1.137 -1.470 -1.025 -0.307 -1.167 

LOS Evaluation Method 

Highway 
Capacity 

Software (HCS) 
2010, two-lane 

program 

Highway 
Capacity 

Manual (HCM) 
2010  exhibits 
17.11 and 16.4 

HCM 2010 
exhibits 

17.11 and 
16.4 

HCS 2010, 
two-lane 
program 

HCS 2010, two-
lane program 

LOS BY  A A A A A 

LOS HY             B A A A A 

LOS Concept (minimum acceptable through 2035)             C C C C C 

VMT BY 19,433 11,025 3,845 17,099 334 

VMT HY 24,363 8,199 3,129 13,897 264 

Truck Traffic 

Total Average Annual Daily Truck 
Traffic, AADTT BY 27 270 412 53 18 

Total Trucks, percent of  AADT BY 2.2 4.29 5.36 11.3 8 

5+ Axle Average Annual Daily Truck 
Traffic, AADTT BY 0 46 20 4 7 

5+ Axle Trucks BY/ AADT BY, percent 0 16.9 4.89 7.69 37.5 

Peak Hour Traffic 

Peak Hour Direction East West East West data not 
available1 

Peak Hour Time of Day 12:00N─          
1:00PM 

4:00PM─      
5:00PM 

11:00AM─   
12:00N 

3:00PM─   
4:00PM 

data not 
available 

Peak Hour Directional Split BY 57/43 56/44 55/45 68/32 60/402 

Peak Hour VMT BY 2,800 1,100 416 2,582 583 

Peak Hour VMT HY 3,511 818 339 2,426 463 

Peak Hour Average Speed BY, mi/h 534 484 304 554 data not 
available 
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ADDITIONAL TOPICS 
In 2003 the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, with the support of the City of Bishop and 
Inyo County, requested that Caltrans District 9 conduct the Bishop Area Access and Circulation Study 
(BAACS). The study was developed in a collaborative fashion with the Bishop Paiute Tribe, local Chamber 
of Commerce, businesses, community service groups, local schools, the general public, and others. 

The study recommended 3 main concepts, which meet its goals. One of which was to improve access between 
the City of Bishop, and the housing areas in West Bishop (i.e. South Barlow, Manor, McLaren, 
Highlands/Glenwood, Meadow Creek, Bishop Reservation, etc.). Recommendations include the 
development of new local roads to provide options other than SR 168/West Line Street and US 395/North 
Sierra Highway to access Bishop, and alleviate traffic congestion on West Line Street/Main Street during peak 
usage. 

Possible alternative alignments presented by the BAACS Study 

KEY CORRIDOR ISSUES 

To better accommodate all modes of transportation, the widening of shoulders is recommended for all 
segments of this route. Maintenance and pavement preservation will be the majority of routine work on SR 
168 including chip seals, thin blanket overlays, fog seals, and culvert/bridge work. From a maintenance 
perspective, cut and fill slopes along this entire route should be flattened to a minimum of 3:1 where feasible, 
to reduce erosion and promote vegetation growth. Where slopes cannot be flattened due to Right-of-Way 
restrictions or environmental constraints slope treatment, gullies should be replaced. Paving turnouts to 
accommodate truck and recreational parking, as well as aiding with maintenance activities such as mowing, 
grading, and snow storage would be beneficial.  
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CORRIDOR CONCEPT 

CONCEPT RATIONALE 

Within Segments 1, 4, and 5, where recreational and interregional travel is the primary use, emphasis will be 
placed on the maintenance of the current facility and the addition of paved shoulders where feasible, to 
accommodate maintenance activities, snow storage, and multi-modal opportuinities.  

Within Segments 2 and 3 in the incorporated and unincorporated City of Bishop, emphasis will be placed on 
multi-modal transportation opportunities, and maintenance of the current facility.  

PLANNED AND PROGRAMMED PROJECTS AND STRATEGIES 

Segment 
ID Description Planned or 

Programmed Location Source Purpose 

1 Construct 
turnouts planned 

0.02 mile northeast of 
the Sabrina Camp-
ground entrance to 

Ed Powers Road, PM 
R0.00─R13.48 

Caltrans D9 
recommendation 

Increase passing 
efficiency 

1 Widen 
shoulders planned 

Starlight Drive to Ed 
Powers Road, PM 
R10.610─R13.48 

Caltrans D9 SR 
168 TCR, 2010 

Reduce run-off-road 
collision potential 

2 
Provide 

continuous 
sidewalk 

planned 
Meadow Lane to 
Barlow Lane, PM 

16.06─16.80 

Caltrans D9 SR 
168 TCR, 2010 

Increase pedestrian 
comfort 

2 Install traffic 
signal system programmed at See Vee Lane, PM 

17.31 

Minor 201.310, 
operational 

improvements 

Increase intersection 
efficiency 

2 and 3 

Provide 
constant 

roadway cross-
section 

planned 
Grand View Drive to 

Home Street, PM 
16.20─17.93 

10-year SHOPP 
Increase safety and 

operational 
efficiency 

2 and 3 

Remove or 
relocate 

obstacles on 
sidewalks 

programmed 
Pioneer Lane to Main 

Street, US 395, PM 
17.66─18.31 

SHOPP 201.378, 
pedestrian 

infrastructure 

Comply with ADA 
Clear Path 

requirements 

4 

Construct two-
lane 

conventional 
highway on new 

alignment 
adopted 08-20-

1970 by the 
California 
Highway 

Commission 

planned 
US 395 to White 

Mountain Road, PM 
18.3─30.5 

Caltrans D9 
recommendation 

Reduce grade 
steepness, increase 

sight distance, 
provide continuous 

standard width lanes 
and shoulders, 

increase bicyclist, 
pedestrian, and 

motor-vehicle driver 
comfort 
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Segment 
ID Description Planned or 

Programmed Location Source Purpose 

4 

Improve vertical 
alignment 

(Increase focal 
length of 

roadbed dips) 

planned 

3.94 miles east of 
Death Valley Road to 

6.29 miles west of 
Westgard Pass 

Summit, PM 
24.75─25.85 

Caltrans D9 
recommendation 

Increase motor-
vehicle driver 

comfort  
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PROJECTS AND STRATEGIES TO ACHIEVE CONCEPT 

Segment ID Location 

Project 

Description Source Purpose 

1 Where Needed Widen shoulders to a 
minimum of 5 feet 

Caltrans 
District 9 

Enhance Safety, provide 
clear recovery area, 

accommodate bicyclists, 
pedestrians, and 

enhance multi-modal 
use 

2 Meadow Lane to Sunland 
Lane Re-allocation of space Caltrans 

District 9 

Enhance safety, provide 
an left turn lane, 

accommodate bicyclists, 
pedestrians, and 

enhance multi-modal 
use 

2 South See Vee Lane/SR 168 Signalization Caltrans 
District 9 

Create protected turn 
movements 

3 Bishop ADA project Upgrade ADA facilities along 
route to current standards 

Caltrans 
District 9 

Statewide mandate, 
accommodate bicyclists, 

pedestrians and 
enhance multi-modal 

use 

4 Length of segment. Widen shoulders to a 
minimum of 5 feet 

Caltrans 
District 9 

Accommodate bicyclists, 
pedestrians, and 

enhance multi-modal 
use 

5 Maintenance of existing 
facility 

Widen shoulders to a 
minimum of 5 feet 

Caltrans 
District 9 

Accommodate bicyclists, 
pedestrians, and 

enhance multi-modal 
use 
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APPENDIX 

APPENDIX A 
GLOSSARY OF TERMS AND ACRONYMS 

Acronyms and Abbreviations 

AADT−Annual Average Daily Traffic 
ADA–Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 
ADT−Average Daily Traffic 
APCD–Air Pollution Control District 
BLM–United States Bureau of Land Management 
BY–Base Year 
Caltrans–California Department of Transportation 
C&G–curb and gutter 
CDP–Census Defined Place 
CEQA−California Environmental Quality Act 
CSS–Context Sensitive Solutions 
ESTA–Eastern Sierra Transit Authority 
FEMA–Federal Emergency Management Agency 
FHWA–Federal Highway Administration 
HMA–Hot Mix Asphalt 
HCM–Highway Capacity Manual 
HY–Horizon Year 
INF–Inyo National Forest 
Iny–Inyo (County) 
ITS–Intelligent Transportation System 
LOS–Level of Service 
LTC–Local Transportation Commission 
N–north 
NE–northeast 
NF–National Forest 
NW–northwest 
PID−Project Initiation Document 
PM–Post Mile 
PSR−Project Study Report 
RTP−Regional Transportation Plan 
RTIP–Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
RTPA−Regional Transportation Planning Agencies 
S–south 
SE–southeast 
SHOPP−State Highway Operation Protection Program 
SR–California State Sign Route 
STAA–Surface Transportation Assistance Act 
STIP –State Transportation Improvement Program 
SW–southwest 
TCR–Transportation Concept Report 
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Glossary 

AADT – Annual Average Daily Traffic is the total bi-directional traffic volume on a route or route segment for a 
year divided by 365 days.  The traffic count year is from October 1st through September 30th.  Traffic counting is 
generally performed by electronic counting instruments either stationary or moved from location to location 
throughout the State in a program of continuous traffic count sampling.  The resulting counts are adjusted to an 
estimate of annual average daily traffic by compensating for seasonal influence, weekly variation and other 
variables, when present.  Annual ADT is necessary for presenting a statewide picture of traffic flow, evaluating 
traffic trends, computing accident rates, planning and designing highways, and other purposes.  

Base year – The year that the most current data is available to the districts is the base year.  In this report, the 
year is 2013. 

Bikeway Class I (Bike Path) – Bikeways completely separated from motor vehicle traffic on the same state highway 
with minimal stops required for bicyclists/pedestrians to accommodate traffic cross flow. 

Bikeway Class II (Bike Lane) – A striped lane for one-way bike travel on a street or highway 

Bikeway Class III (Bike Route) – Provides shared use by bicyclists, pedestrians, and motor vehicles when 
designated by “Bike Route” signs or permanent markings 

Bikeway Class IV (Separated Bikeway) — A Class IV bikeway is a bikeway for the exclusive use of bicycles and 
includes a separation required between the separated bikeway and the through vehicular traffic. The separation 
may include, but is not limited to, grade separation, flexible posts, inflexible posts, inflexible barriers, or on-
street parking. 

Capacity – The maximum sustainable hourly flow rate at which persons or vehicles reasonably can be expected to 
traverse a point or a uniform section of a lane or roadway during a given time period under prevailing roadway, 
environmental, traffic, and control conditions 

Capital Facility Concept – The twenty-year (Horizon Year) vision of future development on the route to the capital 
facility.  The capital facility can include capacity increasing, State Highway, bicycle/pedestrian/transit facility, grade 
separation, and new managed lanes 

Class I two-lane highway – Generally, Class I is assigned to two-lane highways that are major intercity routes, 
primary connectors or major traffic generators, daily commuter routes, or major links in state and national 
highway networks.   

Class II two-lane highway – Class II is assigned to two-lane highways functioning as access routes to Class I 
facilities; serve as scenic or recreational routes, and not as primary arterials, or pass through rugged terrain where 
high-speed operation would be impossible.   

Class III two-lane highway – Class III two-lane highways serve moderately developed areas.  Class III may be a 
segment of a highway that passes through small towns or developed recreational areas and is surrounded by Class 
I and/or Class II segments.   

Concept LOS – The minimum acceptable LOS over the next 20 years 

Conventional – The designation of a highway, undivided or divided, without access control except where justified 
at spot locations; at those locations access control measures, including grade separations, may be employed 

Corridor – A corridor is a broad geographical band that follows a general directional flow connecting major sources 
of trips that may include a number of streets, highways, bicycle, pedestrian, and transit route alignments.   
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Facility Concept – Describes the facility and strategies that may be needed within 20-25 years. This can include 
capacity increasing, state highway, bicycle/pedestrian/transit facility, non-capacity increasing operational 
improvements, new managed lanes, conversion of existing managed lanes to another managed lane type or 
characteristic, TMS field elements, and transportation demand/incident management.  

Facility Type – The facility type describes the state highway facility type. The facility could be a freeway, 
expressway, conventional, or one-way city street.  

Freight Generator – Any facility, business, manufacturing plant, distribution center, industrial develop-ment, or 
other location (convergence of commodity and transportation system) that produces significant commodity flow, 
measured in load handling capacity, weight, carloads, or truck volumes.  

Horizon Year – The year that the future (20-25 years) data is based upon. 

Level of Service (LOS) – A qualitative measure describing operational conditions within a traffic stream and their 
perception by motorists. LOS is a function of speed, travel time, freedom to maneuver, traffic interruption, 
comfort, and convenience.  There are six types of levels of service which are categorized as follows: 

LOS A describes free flowing conditions.  The operation of vehicles is virtually unaffected 
by the presence of other vehicles, and operations are constrained only by the geometric 
features of the highway. 

LOS B is indicative of free-flow conditions.  Average travel speeds are the same as in LOS 
A, but drivers have slightly less freedom to maneuver.  

LOS C represents a range in which the influence of traffic density on operations 
becomes marked.  The ability to maneuver with the traffic stream is clearly affected by 
the presence of other vehicles.    

LOS D demonstrates a range in which the ability to maneuver is severely restricted 
because of the traffic congestion. Travel speed begins to be reduced as traffic volume 
increases.  

LOS E reflects operations at or near capacity and is quite unstable. Because the limits 
of the level of service are approached, service disruptions cannot be damped or 
readily dissipated.   

LOS F is a stop and go, low-speed condition with little or poor maneuverability. 
Speed and traffic flow may drop to zero and considerable delays occur. This level, 
considered by most drivers unacceptable often occurs with oversaturation, that is, 
when arrival flow rates exceed the capacity of the intersection. 

Mode – A mode is the means or structure used for movement or delivery of people or goods from one location to 
another over land or the sea and through the air and/or space.   

Multi-modal – Transportation options using different modes within a system or corridor 

Peak Hour – The hour of a day in which the maximum volume passes a point on the highway in a given direction 
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Peak Hour Volume – The hourly volume during the highest hour traffic volume of the day traversing a point on a 
highway segment, it is generally between six percent and ten percent of the ADT.    

Peak Period – Is a part of the day when traffic congestion on a road is at its highest.  Typically, peak congestion 
occurs once in the morning and once in the evening at the time when most people commute.  Peak Period is 
defined for individual routes, not a District or a statewide standard.   

Planned Project – A planned improvement or action is a project in a fiscally constrained section of a long-term 
plan, such as an approved regional or metropolitan transportation plan (RTP or MTP), capital Improvement plan, 
or bond measure program. 

Post Mile – A post mile is an identified point on the State Highway System. Post mile values increase from the 
beginning of a route within a county to the next county line and start over again at each county. Post mile values 
usually increase from south to north or west to east depending upon the general direction the route follows within 
the state. The post mile at a given location will remain the same year-after-year. When a section of road is 
relocated, new post miles (noted with a pre-fix as either “R” or “M”) are established. If relocation results in a 
length change, “post mile equations” are introduced at the end of each relocated portion so that post miles on 
the remainder of the route within the county remain unchanged.  

Programmed Project – A programmed improvement or action is a project in a near-term programming document 
identifying funding amounts by year, such as the State Transportation Improvement Program or the State Highway 
Operations and Protection Program. 

Route Designation – A route’s designation is adopted through legislation and identifies what system the route is 
associated with on the State Highway System.  A designation denotes the design standards should apply during 
project development and design.  Typical designations include but not limited to, National Highway System (NHS), 
US Department of Defense Strategic Highway Network (STRAHNET), and US Forest Service Scenic Byway system.  

Rural Area – Fewer than 5,000 in population defines a rural area.  Limits are based upon population density as 
determined by the U.S. Census Bureau. 

Segment – A portion of a facility between two points. 

Surface Transportation Assistance Act – A federal act permitting a range of tractor–trailer combinations 
exceeding lengths otherwise not allowed on the highways of many states, including California, to use state 
highways or segments of state highways as long as location service needs are justified and federal and state 
minimum geometric highway design requirements are met 

System Operations and Management Concept – Describe the system operations and management elements that 
may be needed within 20 years.  This can include non-capacity-increasing operational improvements (auxiliary 
lanes, channelization, turnouts, etc.), conversion of existing managed lanes to another managed lane type or 
characteristic (e.g. an HOV lane to a HOT lane), transportation demand management (TMS) including TMS field 
elements, and incident management. 

Transportation Management System — Business processes and associated tools, field elements and 
communications systems that help maximize the productivity of the transportation system are defined as a 
transportation management system (TMS).  A TMS includes, but is not limited to, advanced operational hardware, 
software, communications systems and infrastructure for integrated advanced transportation management 
systems and information systems, and for electronic toll-collection systems. 

Vehicle Miles Travelled – The total number of miles travelled by motor vehicles on a road segment. 
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APPENDIX B 
FACTSHEETS 

Segement 1: 

North end of Inyo-County-maintained Sabrina Road to Meadow Lane in West Bishop 

Planned and Programmed Projects and Strategies 
Description Planned or 

Programmed Location Source Purpose Implementation 
Phase 

 Widen shoulders to a 
minimum of 5 feet Planned Where Needed Caltrans District 9 

Enhance Safety, 
provide clear 

recovery area, 
accommodate 

bicyclists, 
pedestrians, and 
enhance multi-

modal use 

Long Term 

Current Facility 2C AADT 1,210 Truck AADT 27 Speed Limit 55,50,45 
Concept Facility 2C VMT 19,433 Truck % of AADT  2.2 Shoulder Width 2-8 
Present LOS A Peak Hour VMT 2,800 ROW 80-416 Functional Classification Major Collector 
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Segment 2: 

Meadow Lane in West Bishop to Sunland Drive, the west limit of Bishop on the south side of SR 168 

Planned and Programmed Projects and Strategies 
Description Planned or 

Programmed Location Source Purpose Implementation 
Phase 

 Re-allocation of space planned Meadow Lane to 
Sunland Lane Caltrans District 9 

Enhance safety, 
provide an left 

turn lane, 
accommodate 

bicyclists, 
pedestrians, and 
enhance multi-

modal use 

Short Term 

 Signalization planned South See Vee 
Lane/SR 168 Caltrans District 9 Create protected 

turn movements Short Term 

Current Facility 2C AADT 6,300 Truck AADT 270 Speed Limit 45,35 
Concept Facility 2C VMT 11,025 Truck % of AADT  4.29 Shoulder Width 4-8 
Present LOS A Peak Hour VMT 1,100 ROW 69-100 Functional Classification Major Collector 
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Segement 3: 

Sunland Drive, the west limit of Bishop on the south side of SR 168, to US 395, Main Street in Bishop 

Planned and Programmed Projects and Strategies 
Description Planned or 

Programmed Location Source Purpose Implementation Phase 

 Upgrade ADA facilities along 
route to current standards Planned Bishop ADA 

project Caltrans District 9 

Statewide 
mandate, 

accommodate 
bicyclists, 

pedestrians and 
enhance multi-

modal use 

Short term 

Current Facility 2C AADT 7,690 Truck AADT 412 Speed Limit 35,25 
Concept Facility 2C VMT 3,845 Truck % of AADT  5.36 Shoulder Width 4-10 
Present LOS A Peak Hour VMT 416 ROW 59-84 Functional Classification Major Collector 
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Segement 4: 

US 395, Main Street in Big Pine, to the Inyo-Mono county line 

Planned and Programmed Projects and Strategies 
Description Planned or 

Programmed Location Source Purpose Implementation 
Phase 

 Widen shoulders to a 
minimum of 5 feet Planned Length of segment. Caltrans District 9 

Enhance safety, 
accommodate 

bicyclists, 
pedestrians, 
and enhance 
multi-modal 

use 

Long term 

Current Facility 2C AADT 470 Truck AADT 53 Speed Limit 55,65 
Concept Facility 2C VMT 17,099 Truck % of AADT  11.3 Shoulder Width 1-4 
Present LOS A Peak Hour VMT 2,582 ROW 38-304 Functional Classification Minor Arterial 



Page | 26 

Segement 5: 

Inyo-Mono county line to SR 266 at the Oasis Ranch entrance in the Fish Lake Valley 

Planned and Programmed Projects and Strategies 
Description Planned or 

Programmed Location Source Purpose Implementation Phase 

Widen shoulders to a 
minimum of 5 feet Planned Length of Segment Caltrans District 9 

Accommodate 
bicyclists, 

pedestrians, 
and enhance 
multi-modal 

use 

Long Term 

Current Facility  2C AADT 230 Truck AADT 18 Speed Limit 55 
Concept Facility 2C VMT 334 Truck % of AADT  8 Shoulder Width 2-5 
Present LOS A Peak Hour VMT 58 ROW 50-52 Functional Classification Minor Arterial 
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APPENDIX C 
Resources 

1. California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Division of Research, Innovation, and System
Information (DRISI) Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis System (TASAS) Highway Sequence Listing
(with cities) for District 09, 08-05-2016

2. California Legislature, California Streets and Highways Code, Sections 164.3, 164.18, and 263.7
3. Federal Highway Administration, Office of Planning, Environment, and Health (HEP) National Highway

System:  California (South) map, 03-25-2015
4. Caltrans  DRISI Highway System Engineering Branch National Highway System (NHS)

http://dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/hseb/nhs.html
5. Caltrans, Division of Transporation Planning, Office of Multi-modal System Planning Interregional

Transportation Stragetic Plan, Priority Interregional Facilities map, June 2015
6. Caltrans, California Road System (CRS) Maps 12M, 13M, 13M21, 13M22, and 14M all dated 08-05-2011
7. United States Census Bureau Urban and Rural Classification-Geography July 27, 2015

https://www.census.gov/geo/reference/urban-rural.html
8. Caltrans Division of Transportation Planning Regional Transportation Planning Contacts, May 12
9. Caltrans Native American Liaison Branch Native American Trust Land map, Caltrans District 9,

September, 2015
10. California Environmental Protection Agency Air Resources Board California Map for Local Air District

Websites, September 13, 2016
11. Inyo County Planning Department Inyo County General Plan  Land Use and Conservation/Open Space

Elements Diagram 28, 01-16-2002 http://inyoplanning.org/general_plan/graphics/landuse/Diag28.pdf
12. Inyo County Planning Department Inyo County General Plan  Land Use and Conservation/Open Space

Elements Diagram 27, 01-16-2002 http://inyoplanning.org/general_plan/graphics/landuse/Diag27.pdf
13. The National Map Viewer http://viewer.nationalmap.gov/viewer/
14. Caltrans District 9 Office of System Planning State Route 127 Transportation Concept Report, October

2011 
15. State of California Transportation Agency Right of Way Map  08-SBd-127 1.7─2.2  Sheets 1 and 2 of 2
16. Caltrans Digital Highway Inventory Photography Program (DHIPP) mapping for District 9
17. California Department of Public Works, Division of Highways Right of Way map 8-SBd-127 7.9─8.5, 02-

1966 
18. Caltrans Photolog, Districts 8 and 9
19. Caltrans Traffic Census Program website tabs:  truck, all, and peak hour traffic volumes
20. McTrans Moving Technology HCS (Highway Capacity Software) 2010, Two Lane program
21. Caltrans District 9 Approved Project List, September, 2016
22. State of California Business and Transportation Agency, Department of Transportation, Division of

Operations, Office of Traffic Engineering Speed Zone Survey, 09-Iny-168, Zone 9, pages 1─4; dated 02-09-
2010; Zone 28, dated 02-18-2010; pages 1 and 2; ZONE 55, PM 2.00─13.00, dated 02-23-2010; and Zone
56, Iny PM 18.32─ Mno PM 1.45, dated 02-24-2010

23. Mono County Local Transportation Commission, Mono County Community Development Department,
Town of Mammoth Lakes Community Development Department Mono County Regional Transportation
Plan, 2015 Update; Chapters 2, 4, and 8; Appendices D, G, and H
http://www.monocounty.ca.gov/sites/default/files/fileattachments/planning_division/page/812/rtp_w-
appdx_2015_final.pdf

http://dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/hseb/nhs.html
https://www.census.gov/geo/reference/urban-rural.html
http://inyoplanning.org/general_plan/graphics/landuse/Diag28.pdf
http://inyoplanning.org/general_plan/graphics/landuse/Diag27.pdf
http://viewer.nationalmap.gov/viewer/
http://www.monocounty.ca.gov/sites/default/files/fileattachments/planning_division/page/812/rtp_w-appdx_2015_final.pdf
http://www.monocounty.ca.gov/sites/default/files/fileattachments/planning_division/page/812/rtp_w-appdx_2015_final.pdf
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ABOUT THE TRANSPORTATION CONCEPT REPORT 

System Planning is the long-range transportation planning process for the California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans).  The System Planning process fulfills Caltrans’ statutory responsibility as 
owner/operator of the State Highway System (SHS) (Gov. Code §65086) by evaluating conditions and proposing 
enhancements to the SHS.  Through System Planning, Caltrans focuses on developing an integrated multimodal 
transportation system that meets Caltrans’ goals of safety and health; stewardship and efficiency; sustainability, 
liveability, and economy; system performance; and organizational excellence. 

The System Planning process is primarily composed of four parts: the District System Management Plan (DSMP), 
the Transportation Concept Report (TCR), the Corridor System Management Plan (CSMP), and the DSMP Project 
List.  The district-wide DSMP is strategic policy and planning document that focuses on maintaining, operating, 
managing, and developing the transportation system.  The TCR is a planning document that identifies the 
existing and future route conditions as well as future needs for each route on the SHS.  The CSMP is a complex, 
multi-jurisdictional planning document that identifies future needs within corridors experiencing or expected to 
experience high levels of congestion.  The CSMP serves as a TCR for segments covered by the CSMP.  The DSMP 
Project List is a list of planned and partially programmed transportation projects used to recommend projects 
for funding.  These System Planning products are also intended as resources for stakeholders, the public, and 
partner, regional, and local agencies. 

 
 

 
 
 
 

STAKEHOLDER PARTICIPATION 

Internal and external stakeholder participation was sought throughout the development of the State Route (SR) 
127 TCR.  As information for the TCR was gathered, some of the stakeholders were contacted for input related 
to their particular specializations, verification of the data sources used, and data accuracy.  Prior to document 
finalization, primary stakeholders were asked to review the document for consistency with existing plans, 
policies, and procedures.  The process of including and working closely with stakeholders adds value to the TCR, 
allows for external input and ideas to be reflected in the document, increases credibility, and helps strengthen 
public support and trust.  Stakeholders in the SR 127 planning area are community member and agencies, 
including, but not limited to: 

• Bureau of Land Management, Barstow Field Office
• Eastern Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA)
• Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control District
• Inyo County
• Inyo County Local Transportation Commission
• Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District
• National Park Service, Death Valley National Park

• National Park Service, Mojave National Reserve
• San Bernardino County
• San Bernardino Council of Governments (SBCOG)
• San Bernardino County Transit Authority (SBCTA)
• Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
• Timbisha Shoshone Tribe

TCR Purpose 
California’s State Highway System needs long range planning documents to guide the logical development of 
transportation systems as required by CA Gov. Code §65086 and as necessitated by the public, stakeholders, and 
system users.  Guided by Caltrans’ goals, the purpose of the TCR is to evaluate current and projected conditions 
along the route and communicate the vision for the development of each route in each Caltrans District during a 20-
25 year planning horizon.  The TCR is developed with the goals of increasing safety, improving mobility, providing 
excellent stewardship, and meeting community and environmental needs along the corridor through integrated 
management of the transportation network, including the highway, transit, pedestrian, bicycle, freight, operational 
improvements and travel demand management components of the corridor. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

SR 127 begins at its interchange with Interstate 15 in Baker, San Bernardino County, and ends at the 
California/Nevada border where the roadway becomes Nevada sign route 373.  SR 127 is a two-lane 
conventional highway, functionally classified as a Rural Minor Arterial.  The route is part of the Interregional 
Road System (IRRS) and connects southeastern California to Nevada and to other rural highways in California 
including SR 178 and SR 190.  SR 127 is important to the local region for access to Death Valley National Park 
(DVNP) and to remote communities. The total length of SR 127 is about 91 miles.  Recent traffic data was 
analyzed using 2014 as a Base Year (BY) and 2035 as a Horizon Year (HY) for projecting operational conditions.  
For the purposes of this study, SR 127 is divided into four segments. 

Concept Summary 

Segment 
ID Segment Description Existing 

Facility 
20-year System Operations and 

Management Concept 

20-year 
Facility 

Concept 

1 
I-15 on the Mojave National Preserve border 
at Baker to the San Bernardino-Inyo County 

line at Ibex Pass 

Two-lane 
conventional 

Paved shoulders widened to a five-
foot minimum throughout segment 

Two-lane 
conventional 

2 San Bernardino-Inyo County line at Ibex Pass 
to the west leg of SR 178 in Shoshone 

Two-lane 
conventional 

Paved shoulders widened to a five- 
foot minimum throughout segment 

Two-lane 
conventional 

3 West leg of SR 178 in Shoshone to SR 190 
immediately north of Death Valley Junction 

Two-lane 
conventional 

Paved shoulders widened to a five- 
foot minimum throughout segment 

Two-lane 
conventional 

4 
SR 190 immediately north of Death Valley 

Junction to the California-Nevada state line in 
the Amargosa Valley 

Two-lane 
conventional 

Paved shoulders widened to a five- 
foot minimum throughout segment 

Two-lane 
conventional 

Table 1: Concept Summary 

Concept Rationale 
The route receives a relatively low traffic volume that is expected to continue through the HY.  Capacity 
expansion is not warranted and the concept for SR 127 is expected to remain a two-lane conventional highway 
within the TCR’s 20-year horizon.  Maintaining the road, paving and widening shoulders, and improving drainage 
are the focus along this route.  No significant growth or development is anticipated in the communities of Baker, 
Shoshone, or Death Valley Junction along the SR 127 corridor.   

Proposed Projects and Strategies 
Caltrans plans continued rehabilitation and operational improvements on SR 127 due to its status as an 
interregional route, its inclusion as a Terminal Access Route within the Surface Transportation Assistance Act 
Network (STAA), and because it provides access to DVNP and natural resources.  To better accommodate all 
modes of transportation, widening shoulders is recommended for all segments of this route.  
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Currently there are three programmed projects along SR 127, two in Segment 1, and one in Segment 3. 
• In Segment 1

o The first project is to recycle asphalt pavement cold in-place, upgrade metal-beam guardrails,
and re-establish shoulder backing 0.94 miles north of Power Line Road to 1.6 miles south of the
north intersection with Ibex Spring Road.

o The second project is to widen the roadbed to provide continuous 12-foot lane width and 8-foot
shoulder width, and to grind-in centerline and shoulder rumble strips from 1.2 to 1.7 miles
south of Harry Wade Road.

• In Segment 3, the only project is to replace and upgrade aging culverts between the junction with the
west left of SR 178 in Shoshone and 3.9 miles south of Deadman Pass Road (9.0 miles south of Potero
Road) at Post Miles (PM) 22.7, 32.2, and 31.5.

Currently there are two planned projects along SR 127, both in Segment 3. 
• The first project is the Shoshone Capital Preventative Maintenance (CAPM) in Inyo County. This project

will take place from PM 19.00 to PM 34.50. This project will increase pavement lifetime and decrease 
surface roughness. 

• The second project is to provide left-turn lanes, acceleration lanes, and to construct paved shoulders
from PM 41.91 at State Line Road to PM 67.83 at the junction with SR 190 in order to improve the 
operational efficiency of these intersections. 

CORRIDOR OVERVIEW 

ROUTE SEGMENTATION 

This TCR addresses the entire length of SR 127 in Inyo County and San Bernardino County. 

Table 2: Route Segmentation 

Segment 1: This segment begins just south of the ramps from northbound Interstate 15 (near PM L0.00) in the 
community of Baker, San Bernardino County and ends at the San Bernardino/Inyo County Line (PM 41.47) at 
Ibex Pass.  It traverses north and crosses the Amargosa River for the first time on Bridge 54-1170 beginning at 
PM 31.90 and ending at PM 31.92.  In the community of Baker posted speed limits range from 25 to 45 mph 
with the 25 mph limit being through a school zone from PM 0.51 to PM 0.75.  From north of Baker to Ibex Pass, 
the posted speed limit is 55 mph.  Linear dikes in “V” configurations have been constructed west of the highway 
between PM 14.99 and PM 29.94 in an attempt to reduce storm-water-caused roadbed and shoulder erosion, 
and to reduce the velocity of the water on its way to the lowest local elevation at Salt Creek.  Linear dikes are 
also in place on the Amargosa River bed adjacent to Bridge #54-1170 to help confine water to the river channel 

Se
gm

en
t I

D 

Location Description 
County−Route− 
Beginning Post 

Mile 

County−Route− 
Ending Post Mile 

1 I-15 on the Mojave National Preserve border at Baker to the San Bernardino-Inyo 
County line at Ibex Pass SBd-127-L0.00 SBd-127-41.47 

2 San Bernardino-Inyo County line at Ibex Pass to the west leg of SR 178 in Shoshone Iny-127-0.00 Iny-127-16.43 

3 West leg of SR 178 in Shoshone to SR 190 immediately north of Death Valley Junction Iny-127-16.43 Iny-127-42.15 

4 SR 190 immediately north of Death Valley Junction to the California-Nevada state line 
in the Amargosa Valley Iny-127-42.15 Iny-127-49.42 
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by reducing the possiblility of flood water overflow onto the highway.  Flash floods and flooding can impact the 
road surface of SR 127 and may cause road closures as a result of sudden and heavy rainfall on the desert 
terrain.  On the Maintenance Service Level (MSL) scale of 1 to 3, this segment is Level 3.  Of the three MSLs, 
Level 3 is the lowest priority. 
 
Segment 2: This segment begins on the San Bernardino/Inyo County Line (PM 0.00) at Ibex Pass and ends at the 
west leg of SR 178 (PM 16.43), the Jubilee Pass entrance to Death Valley National Park.  Posted speed limits 
range from 35 mph in the community of Shoshone to 65 mph.  This segment also provides access to the east leg 
of SR 178 (PM 14.74), the Charles Brown Highway.  On the MSL scale, this segment is Level 3. 
 
Segment 3: This segment begins at the west leg of SR 178 (PM 16.43), and ends at the junction with SR 190 (PM 
42.15), just north of Death Valley Junction.  Posted speed limits range from 35 mph through Death Valley 
Junction to 65 mph.  From PM 20.60 to PM 33.50, SR 127 is in the flood plain of the Amargosa River.  Linear 
dikes have been constructed in and along the riverbed in an attempt to confine water and divert it away from 
the roadbed.  In this segment, three cylindrical culverts provide a path under the highway for Amargosa River 
water at PM’s 22.60, 23.13, 29.89, and 31.32.  As a result of sudden and heavy rainfall, flash floods and flooding 
can impact the road surface of SR 127 and may cause storm water to reach the highway surface, typically at 
Amargosa River crossings, resulting in road closures.  On the MSL scale, this segment is Level 3. 
 
Segment 4: This segment begins at the junction with SR 190 (PM 42.15), and ends at the California/ Nevada 
State Line (PM 49.42).  California SR 127 becomes Nevada State Route 373 at the state line.  Posted speed limits 
range from 55 to 65 mph. Except for the northern-most 1.5 miles, Segment 4 is in the flood plain of the 
Amargosa River.  Linear dikes have been constructed in and along the riverbed in an attempt to confine water 
and divert it away from the roadbed in this segment.  The final crossing of the Amargosa River is at PM 47.92.  
Flash floods and flooding can impact the road surface of SR 127 and may cause road closures as a result of 
sudden and heavy rainfall on the desert terrain.  On the MSL scale, this segment is Level 3. 
 
ROUTE DESCRIPTION 
 
Route Location: The south end of SR 127 is located in San Bernardino County in the town of Baker. SR 127 
follows north through Eastern California deserts and valleys and the communities of Shoshone and Death Valley 
Junction; at the California/Nevada state line the roadway becomes Nevada State Route 373.  SR 127 is 
approximately 91 miles in length. 
 
Route Purpose: SR 127 has local, interregional, and interstate significance as it traverses remote rolling and 
level desert terrain to provide access to DVNP, the small communities of Baker, Shoshone, Tecopa, Death Valley 
Junction, the town of Pahrump in Nevada, , and the five national wilderness areas adjacent to the highway: 
Hollow Hills, Death Valley, Saddle Peak, Ibex, and Resting Spring.  
 
Major Route Features: SR 127 is a north-south, Rural Minor Arterial on the east side of Fort Irwin Military 
Reservation and of Death Valley National Park.  Speed limits range from 25 to 65 miles per hour.  The route links 
the populations of small communities and travelers to necessary services.  For the 57.9 miles between Baker and 
Shoshone (PM 16.43), services are not provided. 
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Route Designations and Characteristics: 

Administrative 
Designation/Stake Holders, 

Characteristic 

Segment ID 

1 2 3 4 

Freeway & Expressway System  Yes Yes Yes No 

National Highway System No No No No

Strategic Highway Network No No No No

Scenic Highway Eligible But Not 
Officially Designated 

Eligible But Not 
Officially Designated 

Eligible But Not 
Officially Designated 

Eligible But Not 
Officially Designated 

Interregional Road System Yes Yes Yes Yes

Priority Interregional Facility No No No No

Federal Functional 
Classification Minor Arterial Minor Arterial Minor Arterial Minor Arterial

Goods Movement Route No No Yes Yes 

Truck Designation 

Surface 
Transportation 

Assistance Act (STAA) 
Terminal Access 

STAA Terminal Access STAA Terminal Access STAA Terminal Access

Rural/Urban/Urbanized Rural Rural Rural Rural

Metropolitan Planning 
Organization 

Southern California 
Association of 

Governments (SCAG) 

Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency SCAG 

Inyo County LTC (Local 
Transportation 
Commission) 

Inyo County LTC Inyo County LTC 

Congestion Management 
Agency SBCTA 

County Transportation 
Commission SBCTA Inyo County LTC Inyo County LTC Inyo County LTC 

Local Agency San Bernardino 
County Inyo County Inyo County Inyo County 

Federally/Non-Federally 
Recognized Native American 
Tribes 

None None Timbisha Shoshone Timbisha Shoshone 

Air District 
Mojave Desert Air 

Quality Management 
District 

Great Basin Unified Air 
Pollution Control 

District 

Great Basin Unified Air 
Pollution Control 

District 

Great Basin Unified Air 
Pollution Control 

District 

Terrain Rolling Rolling Level Level

Table 3: Route Designations and Characteristics 
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COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 

The communities along SR 127 include Baker, Shoshone and Death Valley Junction. The combined population of 
these towns is less than 1000 residents.  

Baker Airport is a public airport in close proximity north of the Baker community. 

In November 2000, the Timbisha Shoshone Homeland Act provided approximately 1,000 acres of land and water 
near Death Valley Junction to be held in trust for the Timbisha Shoshone Tribe.  Shoshone is the last community 
in California to provide traveler services on SR 127 for those driving the 35 mile distance to Nevada.  

The major trip generating facility that brings visitors through the towns on SR 127 is DVNP, which may be 
reached from SR 127 via SR 178 in Shoshone and via SR 190 immediately north of Death Valley Junction.  DVNP 
receives more than 1 million visitors annually and is located in both Inyo and San Bernardino counties in 
California, as well as Esmeralda and Nye counties in Nevada.  The California portion of DVNP is bound on the 
east by SR 127.   

Death Valley Junction is home to the Amargosa Opera House and Hotel which is listed in the National Register of 
Historic Places.  

The Amargosa River is classified as a Wild and Scenic River and is a tourist attraction along and near SR 127. 

The community of Tecopa is located in Inyo County, about 52 miles north of Baker and 80 miles west of Las 
Vegas, NV, and is near but not on SR 127. A popular attraction of Tecopa is its natural hot springs and 
campground.  

LAND USE

Land use along all four segments of the route is classified predominantly as recreational and resource 
management.  Road flooding control composed of dikes and culvert piping is used along the majority of 
Segments 1 and 3.  Segments 1, 2 and 3 are adjacent to wilderness and national park land.  Segments 1 and 2 
contain commercial, residential, and publicly owned land.  The Bureau of Land Management (BLM), state, and 
local government manage the public lands along the route.  Currently, there is no anticipated growth along or 
near the route.  Long-term right-of-way needs are not anticipated to change.  

Segment 
ID Place Type/Land Use 

1 
Commercial, Institutional, National Park, Recreational, Residential, Resource Management, Road Flooding Control, 
Wilderness 

2 
Commercial, Industrial, Open Space, Public Service Facility, Recreational, Residential, Resource Management, Resort, 
Retail, Road Flooding Control, Wilderness 

3 
National Park, Open space, Public Service Facility, Recreational, Residential, Resource Management, Resort, Wilderness 

4 
Open Space, Public Service Facility, Recreational, Resource Management 

Table 4: Land Use 
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SYSTEM CHARACTERISTICS 

SR 127 is a two-lane conventional highway for its entire length. The average paved shoulder width varies 
between 0-4 feet in San Bernardino County and varies between 0-3 feet in Inyo County.  The lane width 
throughout the entire route is approximately 12 feet and the facility is undivided. The total centerline length of 
SR 127 is about 91 miles.  There are call boxes and both fixed mainline and portable metering stations along the 
route.  Neither capacity increasing nor facility expansion projects are envisioned through the HY. 

1 metering station cabinet is on the north side of SR 190 approximately 250 feet west of SR 127 

System Characteristics/ 
Parameters 

Segment ID 

1 2 3 4 

Existing Facility 

 Facility Type Conventional Conventional Conventional Conventional 
General Purpose Lanes 2 2 2 2 

Lane Miles 86.58 32.86 51.44 14.54 

Centerline Miles 43.29 16.43 25.72 7.27 
Current Right-of-way  
width, feet 47─400 48─400 52─200 100─400 

20-year Concept Facility 

Facility Type Conventional Conventional Conventional Conventional 
General Purpose Lanes 2 2 2 2 

Lane Miles 86.58 32.86 51.44 14.54 

Centerline Miles 43.29 16.43 25.72 7.27 

Auxiliary Lanes, percent 
of segment length N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Passing Lanes, percent of 
segment length N/A N/A N/A N/A 

 Traffic Management System (TMS) Elements 

TMS Elements, BY 

Part-time metering 
stations. 

CalSAFE call boxes at 
PMs 1.3, 3.0, 7.0, 9.0, 
11.0, 13.0, 15.1, 17.0, 
20.0, 20.9, 37.0, 38.0, 
39.0, 40.0, and 41.0  

Fixed full-time mainline 
metering stations at: PMs 
6.46, 6.55, 14.67, 14.77, 

and 16.39 

Fixed full-time mainline 
metering stations at:  

PMs 16.50, 36.43, and 
42.121 

Fixed mainline 
metering stations full 

time at: PMs 42.201 and 
49.33  
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1 metering station cabinet is not on SR 127, but on the north side of SR 190 approximately 250 feet west of SR 127 
Table 5: System Characteristics 

 
 
BICYCLE FACILITY 
 
Bicycles are allowed on all of SR 127 because it is a shared roadway.  There is no bikeway designation nor any 
bike lanes existing on the route.  There are a few planned, unfunded bicycle facility projects to expand shoulders 
and to add bike lanes or signage on county roads near SR 127 in Tecopa according to Inyo County’s 2015 
Regional Transportation Plan.  As projects are developed along SR 127, wider shoulders and multi-modal 
improvements will be considered.   
 

Hi
gh

w
ay

 S
eg

m
en

t I
D 

On-highway Bicycle Accommodation 

Bi
cy

cl
e 

Se
gm

en
t I

D
 

Co
un

ty
 

Post Mile 
Limits 

Is
 B

ic
yc

le
 A

cc
es

s 
Pr

oh
ib

ite
d?

 

Accommodation Type 
(Bicycle Facility 

Designation) 

Outside Paved 
Shoulder Width, 

feet 
Facility Description Posted Speed Limit, 

miles/hour 

         

1 A SBd L0.00/41.47 No Shared roadway 0−4 Varying width paved 
shoulders 25, 35, 50, and 65 

2 B Iny 0.00/16.43 No Shared roadway 0−3 Varying width paved 
shoulders 35, 45, 55, and 60 

3 C Iny 16.43/42.15 No Shared roadway 1−3 Varying width paved 
shoulders 35, 45, 55, and 60 

4 D Iny 42.15/49.42 No Shared roadway 0−3 Varying width paved 
shoulders 45, 55, and 60 

Table 6: Bicycle Facility 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

System Characteristics/ 
Parameters 

Segment ID 

1 2 3 4 
 

Traffic Management System (TMS) Elements 

TMS Elements, HY 

Part-time metering 
stations.                                               

CalSAFE call boxes at 
PMs 1.3, 3.0, 7.0, 9.0, 
11.0, 13.0, 15.1, 17.0, 
20.0, 20.9, 37.0, 38.0, 
39.0, 40.0, and 41.0 

Continuing fixed full-
time mainline metering 
stations at: PMs 6.46, 

6.55, 14.67, 14.77, and 
16.38 

Continuing fixed full-
time mainline metering 
stations at: PMs 16.50, 

36.43, and 42.121 

Continuing fixed full-
time mainline 

metering stations at:   
PMs 42.201 and 49.33         
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PEDESTRIAN FACILITY 

Pedestrian traffic is allowed, but is extremely minimal along the majority of the route.  The only existing 
sidewalk present along SR 127 is in Inyo County at Death Valley Junction.  Along the entire route are 
paved shoulders varying in width from 0-4 feet.  Pedestrians may utilize the paved and unpaved shoulders 
of the entire route.  As projects are developed along SR 127, wider shoulders and multi-modal 
improvements will be considered.   
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Facility Description 

1 E SBd L0.00/41.47 No No N/A N/A 0−4 foot width paved shoulders 

2 F Iny 0.00/16.43 No No N/A N/A 0−3 foot width paved shoulders

3 

G Iny 16.43/41.85 No No N/A N/A 1−3 foot-width paved shoulders

H Iny 41.85/41.91 No Yes 10─12 N/A 1−3 foot-width paved shoulder on east 
side; sidewalk on west side 

I Iny 41.91/42.15 No No N/A N/A 1−3 foot-width paved shoulders 

4 J Iny 42.15/49.42 No No N/A N/A 0−3 foot width paved shoulders

Table 7: Pedsestrian Facility 
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 TRANSIT FACILITY

Regularly scheduled public transit services are not provided along segments 1, 3 or 4 on SR 127.  The
Eastern Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA) has a traditional bus that runs on Segment 2 of SR 127 for about 15
miles through Shoshone.  ESTA’s Tecopa to Pahrump service consists of one mid-morning trip from Tecopa
and Shoshone to Pahrump and one return trip in the early afternoon.  Stopping points for the bus include
the Senior Center in Tecopa, the clinic-health center in Shoshone, the Walmart Store in Pahrump, and,
upon demand, rider’s choice drop-off and pick-up locations in Pahrump to provide convenience for
physician appointments and other personal business.

Table 8: Transit Facility 

FREIGHT

While freight generation or distribution facilities are not located on SR 127, the route does receive truck 
traffic.  SR 127 is classified as a Terminal Access Route within the STAA and allows STAA and California 
Legal trucks to utilize the route.   

Transit 
Parameter 

Route 127 Segment(s) ID 
1 2 3 and 4 

Route 
Mode & 
Collateral 
Facility 

Regularly scheduled 
public transit not 

available 
Traditional bus 

Regularly scheduled 
public transit not 

available 

Name Eastern Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA) Tecopa to 
Pahrump Route 

Route End 
Points 

Tecopa Senior Center, 405 Tecopa Hot Springs Road, 
Tecopa, California and Walmart Store, 300 South 

Highway 160, Pahrump, Nevada 

Ridership 122 through 2015─2016 fiscal year 
Bikes Allowed 
on Transit Yes; two 

Headway Two weeks 
Operating 
Period 

Mid-morning through early afternoon on alternate 
(every other) Wednesdays throughout year 

ITS & 
Technology Driver has access to two-way radio 

Stations/Stops 
Cities Shoshone 
Segment Post 
miles 15.00 

Amenities None 

Location 
Description 

Clinica Sierra Vista aka Death Valley Health Center, 
114 North State Highway 127 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION 

The purpose of this environmental scan is to identify environmental factors that may need future 
analysis during the project development process.  This information does not represent all possible 
environmental considerations that may exist within the area surrounding the route.  Any SR 127 project 
being considered for programming would require environmental clearance in compliance with all 
federal, state, and local environmental laws and regulations.  The environmental factors identified are 
scaled (high, medium, or low) by district staff based on the probability of encountering such 
environmental issues.  

The following environmental factors were included: 

• Section 4(f) Land: The DOT and FHWA have determined  that there is no feasible and prudent
avoidance alternative to the use of the land along SR 127, and the road maintenance actions
include all possible planning to minimize harm to the property  resulting from such use.  Projects
with U.S. DOT/FHWA funding will be evaluated separately for Section 4(f) analysis.  The river is
federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River for various segments of its channel, from
Shoshone to Dumont Dunes.  SR 127 runs parallel to and crosses the Amargosa River in several
locations, with a bridge in San Bernardino County between PM 31.90 and PM 31.92.

• Farmland/Timberland: There is a minute amount of farmland/timberland in close proximity to
the route and these areas have a low probablility of encountering environmental issues.

• Environmental Justice: Environmental justice has been taken into consideration and has been
determined as a low impact with respect for future development, implementation, and
enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies.

• Cultural Resources: There are several known prehistoric and historic archeological sites along SR
127; therefore, appropriate archaeological and historical studies including Native American
consultation will be required for most projects along this route including the assessment and
possible mitigation to all cultural resource impacts.

• Visual Aesthetics: SR 127 runs directly through a desert and a floodplain.  The route is eligible
but not officially designated as a scenic highway.  Views from SR 127 are unobstructed in all
directions.

• Floodplain: A number of floodplains have been identified along SR 127, but due to the nature
and variability of rain events coupled to the desert climate and soils in this part of California,
most flooding is unpredictable along SR 127 and can result in serious monsoonal flood events.

• Climate Change and Sea Level Rise Vulnerability: Climate change and sea level rise vulnerability
are not expected to have a significant impact in the desert terrain along SR 127.

• Hazardous Materials: The area which SR 127 traverses has little human disturbance and
subsequently few hazardous waste issues are present.  New Caltrans policy requires that any
project that requires the haul-off of soil needs to be tested for Aerially Deposited Lead (ADL),
this will happen for any project along SR 127 that meets this criteria.
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o Yucca Mountain and the Nevada Test Site: Although the route is neither in the
Subsytem of Highways for the movement of Extralegal Permit Roads (SHELL), nor a
designated California State Assembly Bill (AB) 866 truck route, SR 127 was under
consideration for use as part of a haul route for truck shipments of high-level radioactive
waste to the proposed repository at Yucca Mountain east of Beatty in Nye County,
Nevada.  The federal government was funding the Yucca Mountain Nuclear Waste
Repository from 1987 until 2011.

In 2002, Caltrans completed a “Feasibility Analysis Report” for potential improvements
needed to accommodate the transportation of nuclear waste on SR 127.  A current
review of road conditions and design standards would be required by maintenance and
traffic operations to fully accommodate future nuclear waste shipping needs.

The California Energy Commission expressed concern about the use of SR 127 as an
access route for repository shipments by truck due to road conditions, periodic flash
floods, seasonal tourism peaks, remoteness of emergency responders in the region, and
impacts on the road from increased heavy traffic.  (State of California, California Energy
Commission, 2008).

Currently, the Trump Administration is awaiting a congressional decision to restart the
approval process for the use of the Yucca Mountain storage site.

• Naturally Occuring Asbestos: This area of California does not contain the rock type where
Naturally Occurring Asbestos is found and therefore is not an issue.

• Noise: Road and maintenance noise will have extremely low impact on and along the route
because of the low traffic volume and small populations in communities along and near SR 127.

• Waters and Wetlands: The Amargosa River is an intermittent river that begins in Western
Nevada and ends in Death Valley. The river is federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River, for
various segments of its channel, from Shoshone to Dumont Dunes.  SR 127 runs parallel to and
crosses the Amargosa River in several locations, with a bridge in San Bernardino County
between PM 31.90 and PM 31.92. To minimize the consequences of flash flooding, dikes have
been constructed both along the roadway and up to thousands of feet from the highway on
BLM land near and adjacent to the Amargosa River and Salt Creek.

• Special Status Species: A number of Special Status species can be found near SR 127 and within
the Mojave Desert in general.  Most projects along this route will be surveyed prior to any
project that may impact habitat.

• Habitat Connectivity: Due to the untouched nature of the desert which SR 127 traverses
through, habitat connectivity is present along most of the route.  Future projects along the route
do not propose to degrade connectivity within the Mojave Desert.

• Air Quality: SR 127 is in both the Mojave Desert and Great Basin Valleys air basins. Ozone (O3)
and 10 micrometer Particulate Material classified as Non-attainment along the route.  Carbon
Monoxide (CO) and Particulate Material of 2.5 micrometers classified as Attainment.
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Characteristic 
Environmental Impact/Classification, Route 127 Segment 

1 2 3 4 
   

Section 4(f) Land Low 

Farmland/Timberland Low 

Environmental  Justice Low 

Cultural Resources Medium 

Visual Asthetics Medium 

Geology/Soils/Seismic Low 

Floodplain Medium 

Climate Change and Sea 
Level Rise Vulnerability Low 

Hazardous Materials Low 

Naturally Occurring 
Asbestos Low 

Noise Low 

Waters and Wetlands Low 

Special Status Species Medium 

Habitat Connectivity Low 

Ai
r Q

ua
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y 

Ozone (O3) Non-attainment 

Pa
rt

ic
ul

at
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M
at

er
ia

l 2.5 
micrometers Attainment 

10 
micrometers Non-attainment 

Carbon Monoxide 
(CO) Attainment 

 Table 9: Environmental Consideration 
 

CORRIDOR PERFORMANCE 
 

The Corridor Performance table displays volume data for the BY and the HY.  Level of Service (LOS) was 
calculated using the Highway Capacity Manual 2010 software for all segments.  The route presently 
operates at LOS C for Segment 1; LOS B for Segments 2, 3 and 4, and is expected to operate at the same 
levels through the HY.  Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT) is expected to increase in Segments 1 and 4 
through the HY, and for VMT to decrease in Segments 2 and 3 through the HY.  Future safety and 
operational improvements may be pursued but potential scenic and/or environmental impacts will have 
to be taken into account. 
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1 directional, including time-of-day, data not available, only the sum of values for each direction of travel during the peak 
hour 

2 60/40 is the default value in Exhibit 15-5 of the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual 
3 Peak hour average speed ls not available; value is average of eighty-fifth percentile speeds along segment 

Performance/Use Parameter 
Segment ID 

1 2 3 4 

Basic System Operations 

AADT BY (Base year−2014) 1050 940 790 660 

AADT HY (Horizon year−2035) 1431 818 739 728 

AADT growth/year, percent 1.56 ─0.69 ─0.33 0.49 

LOS Evaluation Method 
Highway Capacity 

Software 2010 
Highway Capacity 

Software 2010 
Highway Capacity 

Software 2010 
Highway Capacity 

Software 2010 
LOS BY C B B B 

LOS HY C B B B 
LOS Concept (Minimum acceptable through 

2035) 
D C C C 

VMT BY 43,544 15,444 20,319 4,798 

VMT HY 59,344 13,440 19,007 5,293 

Truck Traffic 
Total Average Annual Daily 
Truck Traffic, AADTT BY 108 98 94 133 

Total Trucks, percent of AADT 
(%) BY 10.25 12.69 23.87 21.71 

5+ Axle Average Annual Daily 
Truck Traffic, AADTT BY 72 80 38 119 

5+ Axle Trucks, percent of 
AADTT (%) BY 66.45 67.05 20.27 83.23 
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Table 10: Corridor Performance 
1 directional, including time-of-day, data not available, only the sum of values for each direction of travel during the peak 

hour 

2 60/40 is the default value in Exhibit 15-5 of the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual 
3 Peak hour average speed ls not available; value is average of eighty-fifth percentile speeds along segment 

KEY CORRIDOR ISSUES 

A key corrider issue along SR 127 is narrow shoulders that do not accommodate bicycles and 
pedestrians.  Another issue is flooding of the roadway surface during rain storms since much of the 
route is not elevated above the surrounding land. 

Maintenance and pavement preservation will be the majority of routine work on SR 127.  This includes: 
• chip seals
• culvert pipe maintenance
• paved turnouts to better accommodate truck and recreational parking, and also to aid with

maintenance activities
• maintenance of drainage dikes and berms along entire route, and
• perfection of title along entire route

Performance/Use Parameter 
Segment ID 

1 2 3 4 

Peak Hour Traffic 

Peak Hour Direction Insufficient 
Information1 North North South 

Peak Hour Time of Day Insufficient 
Information1 1300─1400 1100─1200 1100─1200 

Peak Hour Directional Split BY 60/402 65/35 68/32 64/36 

Peak Hour VMT BY 5,490 2,050 3,940 545 

Peak Hour VMT HY 7,490 1,780 3,680 601 
Peak Hour Average Speed BY, 
mi/h  623 663 663 673 
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CORRIDOR CONCEPT 

CONCEPT RATIONALE 

The route receives a relatively low traffic volume and no significant increase in traffic volumes are 
forseen.  Developments affecting SR 127 within the 20-year horizon covered by this TCR have not been 
planned for Baker, Shoshone, or Death Valley Junction.  No capacity improvements are needed to 
maintain the LOS D for Segment 1 or the LOS “C” for Segments 2-4 through the HY.  Future projects 
should consider pull-outs, vista points, or other facilities that allow for the multiple modes of traveling 
public to safely pull over and enjoy views of the desert and natural environment. 

PLANNED AND PROGRAMMED PROJECTS AND STRATEGIES 

Segment 
ID Description Planned or 

Programmed Location Source Purpose 

1 

Recycle asphalt 
pavement, cold in-

place; upgrade metal-
beam guardrail; re-
establish shoulder 

backing 

Programmed 

08-SBd-10.5/37.7; 0.94 miles 
north of Power Line Road to 1.6 

miles south of the north 
intersection with Ibex Spring 

Road 

2017 
SHOPP 

Improve ride quality, inter-
visibility; increase  capacity, 

driver comfort  

Widen roadbed through 
reversed, S, curve to 

provide continuous 12-
foot lane width and 8- 
foot shoulder width; 

also, grind-in centerline 
and shoulder rumble 

strips 

Programmed 

08-SBd-127-28.0/28.5; 1.7 to 1.2 
miles south of Harry Wade Road 

(formerly Saratoga Springs 
Road)/3.9 to 3.4 miles south of 

Bridge #54-1170 over the 
Amargosa River 

2017-
2018 

SHOPP 

Decrease likelihood of run-off-
road collisions, improve 

drivability 

3 

Capital Preventative 
Maintenance (CAPM) Planned 

09-Iny-127-21.00/34.50; 4.6 
miles north of the west leg of SR 
178 to Deadman Pass Road (7.4 
miles south of State Line Road) 

10-year 
SHOPP 

Increase pavement lifetime, 
decrease surface roughness 

Replace and upgrade 
aging culverts 

Programmed 
as “Shoshone 

Drainage” 

09-Iny-127-22.7, 32.2, 31.5; 6.3 
miles north of the junction with 

the west leg of SR 178 to 3.9 
miles south of Deadman Pass 

Road (9.0 miles south of Potero 
Road) 

2017 
SHOPP 

Insure and improve continued 
drainage system effectiveness 

Provide left-turn and 
acceleration lanes; 

construct paved 
shoulders 

Planned 09-Iny-127-41.9/42.2; State Line 
Road to 0.05 mile north of SR 190 

TCR 
2017 

Improve operational efficiency 
of intersections with State 

Line Road and SR 190 

Table 11: Planned and Programmed Projects and Strategies 
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PROJECTS AND STRATEGIES TO ACHIEVE CONCEPT 

Segment Description Location Source Purpose 

1, 2, 3, 4 Pave and widen shoulders to 5 feet 
minimum Entire Segment Caltrans 

District 9 

Circulation, 
Operational 

Improvement, and 
Multimodal 

Improvement 

1, 2, 3, 4 Construct paved turnouts, vista 
points Various Caltrans 

District 9 
Corridor 

Enhancement 

1, 2, 3, 4 Perfection of Title: Right-of-Way Entire Segment Caltrans 
District 9 Right-of-Way 

1, 2, 3, 4 Maintain drainage structures – 
including dikes and berms Entire Segment Caltrans 

District 9 Operational Integrity 

Table 12: Projects and Strategies to Achieve Concept
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APPENDICES 

APPENDIX A 
GLOSSARY OF TERMS AND ACRONYMS 

Acronyms and Abbreviations 

AADT−Annual Average Daily Traffic 
ADA–Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 
ADL–Aerially Deposited Lead 
ADT−Average Daily Traffic 
APCD–Air Pollution Control District 
BLM–Bureau of Land Management (United 
States) 
BY–Base Year 
Caltrans–California Department of 
Transportation 
CAPM-Capital Management 
CDP–Census Defined Place 
CSMP–Corridor System Management Plan 
CSS–Context Sensitive Solutions 
DOT–Department of Transportation 
DSMP–District System Management Plan 
DVNP−Death Valley National Park 
DVW−Death Valley Wilderness 
E−East 
ESTA–Eastern Sierra Transit Authority 
FHWA–Federal Highway Administration 
HCM–Highway Capacity Manual 
HCS–Highway Capacity Software 
HY–Horizon Year 
I–Interstate Route 
IRRS–Interregional Road System 
Iny–Inyo (County) 
LOS–Level of Service 
LTC–Local Transportation Commission 
MSL–Maintenance Service Level 
N–North 
NE–Northeast 
NF–National Forest 
NP-National Park 
NW–Northwest 
PID−Project Initiation Document 
PM–Post Mile 
PSR−Project Study Report 
RTP−Regional Transportation Plan 
RTIP–Regional Transportation Improvement 
Program 

RTPA−Regional Transportation Planning 
Agencies 
S–South 
SBCOG–San Bernardino Council of Governments 
SBCTA–San Bernardino County Transit Authority 
SBd–San Bernardino (County) 
SCAG–Southern California Association of 
Governments 
SHOPP−State Highway Operation Protection 
Program 
SHS–State Highway System 
SR–Sign Route (California State) 
STAA–Surface Transportation Assistance Act 
Program 
TCR–Transportation Concept Report 
TMS–Transportation Management System 
TSN–Transportation System Network 
VMT−Vehicle Miles Travelled 
W−West 
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Glossary 
AADT – Annual Average Daily Traffic is the total bi-directional traffic volume on a route or route 
segment for a year divided by 365 days.  The traffic count year is from October 1st through September 
30th.  Traffic counting is generally performed by electronic counting instruments either stationary or 
moved from location to location throughout the State in a program of continuous traffic count sampling. 
The resulting counts are adjusted to an estimate of annual average daily traffic by compensating for 
seasonal influence, weekly variation and other variables, when present.  Annual ADT is necessary for 
presenting a statewide picture of traffic flow, evaluating traffic trends, computing accident rates, 
planning and designing highways, and other purposes.  
Base year – The year that the most current data is available to the districts is the base year.  In this 
report, the year is 2013. 
Bikeway Class I (Bike Path) – Bikeways completely separated from motor vehicle traffic on the same 
state highway with minimal stops required for bicyclists/pedestrians to accommodate traffic cross flow. 
Bikeway Class II (Bike Lane) – A striped lane for one-way bike travel on a street or highway 
Bikeway Class III (Bike Route) – Provides shared use by bicyclists, pedestrians, and motor vehicles when 
designated by “Bike Route” signs or permanent markings 
Bikeway Class IV (Separated Bikeway) — A Class IV bikeway is a bikeway for the exclusive use of 
bicycles and includes a separation required between the separated bikeway and the through vehicular 
traffic. The separation may include, but is not limited to, grade separation, flexible posts, inflexible 
posts, inflexible barriers, or on-street parking. 
Capacity – The maximum sustainable hourly flow rate at which persons or vehicles reasonably can be 
expected to traverse a point or a uniform section of a lane or roadway during a given time period under 
prevailing roadway, environmental, traffic, and control conditions 
Capital Facility Concept – The twenty-year (Horizon Year) vision of future development on the route to 
the capital facility. The capital facility can include capacity increasing, State Highway, 
bicycle/pedestrian/transit facility, grade separation, and new managed lanes 
Class I two-lane highway – Generally, Class I is assigned to two-lane highways that are major intercity 
routes, primary connectors or major traffic generators, daily commuter routes, or major links in state 
and national highway networks.   
Class II two-lane highway – Class II is assigned to two-lane highways functioning as access routes to 
Class I facilities; serve as scenic or recreational routes, and not as primary arterials, or pass through 
rugged terrain where high-speed operation would be impossible.   
Class III two-lane highway – Class III two-lane highways serve moderately developed areas.  Class III may 
be a segment of a highway that passes through small towns or developed recreational areas and is 
surrounded by Class I and/or Class II segments.   
Concept LOS – The minimum acceptable LOS over the next 20 years 
Conventional – The designation of a highway, undivided or divided, without access control except where 
justified at spot locations; at those locations access control measures, including grade separations, may 
be employed 
Corridor – A corridor is a broad geographical band that follows a general directional flow connecting 
major sources of trips that may include a number of streets, highways, bicycle, pedestrian, and transit 
route alignments.   
Facility Concept – Describes the facility and strategies that may be needed within 20-25 years. This can 
include capacity increasing, state highway, bicycle/pedestrian/transit facility, non-capacity increasing 
operational improvements, new managed lanes, conversion of existing managed lanes to another 
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managed lane type or characteristic, TMS field elements, and transportation demand/incident 
management.  
Facility Type – The facility type describes the state highway facility type. The facility could be a freeway, 
expressway, conventional, or one-way city street.  
Freight Generator – Any facility, business, manufacturing plant, distribution center, industrial develop-
ment, or other location (convergence of commodity and transportation system) that produces 
significant commodity flow, measured in load handling capacity, weight, carloads, or truck volumes.  
Horizon Year – The year that the future (20-25 years) data is based upon.  
Level of Service (LOS) – A qualitative measure describing operational conditions within a traffic stream 
and their perception by motorists. LOS is a function of speed, travel time, freedom to maneuver, traffic 
interruption, comfort, and convenience.  There are six types of levels of service which are categorized as 
follows: 

LOS A describes free flowing conditions.  The operation of vehicles is virtually 
unaffected by the presence of other vehicles, and operations are constrained 
only by the geometric features of the highway. 

LOS B is indicative of free-flow conditions.  Average travel speeds are the same 
as in LOS A, but drivers have slightly less freedom to maneuver.  

LOS C represents a range in which the influence of traffic density on 
operations becomes marked.  The ability to maneuver with the traffic stream 
is clearly affected by the presence of other vehicles.    

LOS D demonstrates a range in which the ability to maneuver is severely 
restricted because of the traffic congestion. Travel speed begins to be 
reduced as traffic volume increases.  

LOS E reflects operations at or near capacity and is quite unstable. Because 
the limits of the level of service are approached, service disruptions cannot 
be damped or readily dissipated.   

LOS F is a stop and go, low-speed condition with little or poor 
maneuverability. Speed and traffic flow may drop to zero and considerable 
delays occur. This level, considered by most drivers unacceptable often 
occurs with oversaturation, that is, when arrival flow rates exceed the 

capacity of the intersection. 

Mode – A mode is the means or structure used for movement or delivery of people or goods from one 
location to another over land or the sea and through the air and/or space.   
Multi-modal – Transportation options using different modes within a system or corridor 
Peak Hour – The hour of a day in which the maximum volume passes a point on the highway in a given 
direction 
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Peak Hour Volume – The hourly volume during the highest hour traffic volume of the day traversing a 
point on a highway segment, it is generally between six percent and ten percent of the ADT.    
Peak Period – Is a part of the day when traffic congestion on a road is at its highest.  Typically, peak 
congestion occurs once in the morning and once in the evening at the time when most 
people commute.  Peak Period is defined for individual routes, not a District or a statewide standard.   
Planned Project – A planned improvement or action is a project in a fiscally constrained section of a 
long-term plan, such as an approved regional or metropolitan transportation plan (RTP or MTP), capital 
Improvement plan, or bond measure program. 
Post Mile – A post mile is an identified point on the State Highway System. Post mile values increase 
from the beginning of a route within a county to the next county line and start over again at each 
county. Post mile values usually increase from south to north or west to east depending upon the 
general direction the route follows within the state. The post mile at a given location will remain the 
same year-after-year. When a section of road is relocated, new post miles (noted with a pre-fix as either 
“R” or “M”) are established. If relocation results in a length change, “post mile equations” are 
introduced at the end of each relocated portion so that post miles on the remainder of the route within 
the county remain unchanged.  
Programmed Project – A programmed improvement or action is a project in a near-term programming 
document identifying funding amounts by year, such as the State Transportation Improvement Program 
or the State Highway Operations and Protection Program. 
Route Designation – A route’s designation is adopted through legislation and identifies what system the 
route is associated with on the State Highway System.  A designation denotes the design standards 
should apply during project development and design.  Typical designations include but not limited to, 
National Highway System (NHS), US Department of Defense Strategic Highway Network (STRAHNET), 
and US Forest Service Scenic Byway system.  
Rural Area – Fewer than 5,000 in population defines a rural area.  Limits are based upon population 
density as determined by the U.S. Census Bureau. 
Segment – A portion of a facility between two points. 
Surface Transportation Assistance Act – A federal act permitting a range of tractor–trailer combinations 
exceeding lengths otherwise not allowed on the highways of many states, including California, to use 
state highways or segments of state highways as long as location service needs are justified and federal 
and state minimum geometric highway design requirements are met 
System Operations and Management Concept – Describe the system operations and management 
elements that may be needed within 20 years.  This can include non-capacity-increasing operational 
improvements (auxiliary lanes, channelization, turnouts, etc.), conversion of existing managed lanes to 
another managed lane type or characteristic (e.g. an HOV lane to a HOT lane), transportation demand 
management (TMS) including TMS field elements, and incident management. 

Transportation Management System — Business processes and associated tools, field elements and 
communications systems that help maximize the productivity of the transportation system are defined 
as a transportation management system (TMS).  A TMS includes, but is not limited to, advanced 
operational hardware, software, communications systems and infrastructure for integrated advanced 
transportation management systems and information systems, and for electronic toll-collection systems. 
Vehicle Miles Travelled – The total number of miles travelled by motor vehicles on a road segment. 
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APPENDIX B 
FACTSHEETS 

SEGMENT 1: POST MILES L0.00 TO 41.47 IN SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 

Segment 1 begins at the I-15 on the Mojave National Preserve border at Baker and ends at the San 
Bernardino-Inyo County line at Ibex Pass. 

PROJECTS AND STRATEGIES TO ACHIEVE CONCEPT 

  Current Facility  2C 
AADT 1,050 Truck AADT 108 Speed Limit 25 – 55 mph 

VMT 43,544 Truck % of AADT 10.25% Shoulder Width 0 – 4 foot 

  Present LOS  C 
Peak Hour 
VMT

5,490 ROW 0 - 20 ft Functional Classification Minor Arterial 

Description Location Source Purpose 

Pave and widen shoulders to a 
five-foot minimum  

Entire Segment Caltrans District 9      Circulation, Operational Enhancement,   
and Multimodal Improvement 

Paved turnout, vista points Various Caltrans District 9 Corridor Enhancement 

Perfection of title: Right-of-Way Entire Segment Caltrans District 9 Right-of-Way 

Maintain drainage structures – 
including dikes and berms 

Entire Segment Caltrans District 9 Operational Integrity 
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SEGMENT 2: POST MILES 0.00 TO 16.43 IN INYO COUNTY 

Segment 2 begins at San Bernardino-Inyo County line at Ibex Pass and ends at the west leg of SR 178 in 
Shoshone. 

PROJECTS AND STRATEGIES TO ACHIEVE CONCEPT 

  Current Facility 2C 
AADT 940 Truck AADT 98 Speed Limit 35 – 65 mph 

VMT 15,444 Truck % of AADT 12.69% Shoulder Width 0 – 3 foot 

  Present LOS  B 
Peak Hour 
VMT 

2,050 ROW 0 - 20 ft Functional Classification Minor Arterial 

Description Location Source Purpose 

Pave and widen shoulders to a 
five-foot minimum  

Entire Segment Caltrans District 9  Circulation, Operational Enhancement, 
and Multimodal Improvement 

Paved turnout, vista points Various Caltrans District 9 Corridor Enhancement 

Perfection of title: Right-of-Way Entire Segment Caltrans District 9 Right-of-Way 

Maintain drainage structures – 
including dikes and berms Entire Segment Caltrans District 9 Operational Integrity 
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SEGMENT 3: POST MILES 16.43 TO 42.15 IN INYO COUNTY 

Segment 3 begins at the West leg of SR 178 in Shoshone and ends at the SR 190 immediately north of Death 
Valley Junction. 

PROJECTS AND STRATEGIES TO ACHIEVE CONCEPT 
Description Location Source Purpose 

Pave and widen shoulders to a 
five-foot minimum  

Entire Segment Caltrans District 9     Circulation, Operational Enhancement,  
and Multimodal Improvement 

Paved turnout, vista points Various Caltrans District 9 Corridor Enhancement 

Perfection of title: Right-of-Way Entire Segment Caltrans District 9 Right-of-Way 

Maintain drainage structures – 
including dikes and berms Entire Segment Caltrans District 9 Operational Integrity 

 Current Facility 2C 
AADT 790 Truck AADT 94 Speed Limit 35 – 65 mph 

VMT 20,319 Truck % of AADT 11.89% Shoulder Width 1 – 3 foot 

Present LOS  B 
Peak Hour 
VMT 

3,940 ROW 0 - 20 ft Functional Classification Minor Arterial 
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SEGMENT 4: POST MILES 42.15 TO 49.42 IN INYO COUNTY 

Segment 4 begins at the SR 190 immediately north of Death Valley Junction and ends at the California-Nevada 
state line in the Amargosa Valley. 

PROJECTS AND STRATEGIES TO ACHIEVE CONCEPT 
Description Location Source Purpose 

Pave and widen shoulders to a 
five-foot minimum  

Entire Segment Caltrans District 9    Circulation, Operational Enhancement, and 
Multimodal Improvement 

Paved turnout, vista points Various Caltrans District 9 Corridor Enhancement 

Perfection of title: Right-of-Way Entire Segment Caltrans District 9 Right-of-Way 

Maintain drainage structures – 
including dikes and berms 

Entire Segment Caltrans District 9 Operational Integrity 

  Current Facility 2C 
AADT 660 Truck AADT 133 Speed Limit 45 – 65 mph 

VMT 20,319 Truck % of AADT 21.71% Shoulder Width 0 – 3 foot 

  Present LOS  B 
Peak Hour 
VMT 

545 ROW 0 - 20 ft Functional Classification Minor Arterial 
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APPENDIX C 
RESOURCES 

1. California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Division of Research, Innovation, and System Information
(DRISI) Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis System (TASAS) Highway Sequence Listing (with cities) for District
09, 08-05-2016

2. California Legislature, California Streets and Highways Code, Sections 164.3, 164. 16, 253, 253.6, and 263.1
3. Federal Highway Administration, Office of Planning, Environment, and Health (HEP) National Highway System:

California (South) map, 03-25-2015
4. Caltrans  DRISI Highway System Engineering Branch National Highway System (NHS)

http://dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/hseb/nhs.html
5. Caltrans, Division of Transporation Planning, Office of Multi-modal System Planning Interregional Transportation

Stragetic Plan, Priority Interregional Facilities map, June 2015
6. Caltrans, California Road System (CRS) Maps 17P, 17Q, 17R, and 17S; Maps 17P, 17Q, and 17S dated 08-05-11;

Map 17R dated 05-23-2013
7. United States Census Bureau Urban and Rural Classification-Geography July 27, 2015

https://www.census.gov/geo/reference/urban-rural.html
8. Caltrans Division of Transportation Planning Regional Transportation Planning Contacts, May 12
9. Caltrans Native American Liaison Branch Native American Trust Land map, Caltrans District 9, September, 2015

10. California Environmental Protection Agency Air Resources Board California Map for Local Air District Websites,
September 13, 2016

11. San Bernardino County Land Use Services Static Zoning Maps, Regional Index Maps, CID A Northwest portion just
to the east of CHDA A San Bernardino County Land Use Plan GENERAL PLAN Land Use Zoning Districts, 06-15-2007
http://cms.sbcounty.gov/Portals/5/Planning/ZoningOverlayMaps/LUZD/CIDIA.pdf

12. San Bernardino County Land Use Services Static Zoning Maps, Desert Region, Baker, D116 A San Bernardino County
Land Use Plan GENERAL PLAN Land Use Zoning Districts, 05-30-2007
http://cms.sbcounty.gov/Portals/5/Planning/ZoningOverlayMaps/LUZD/DI16A.pdf

13. Inyo County Planning Department Inyo County General Plan  Land Use and Conservation/Open Space Elements
Diagram 28, 01-16-2002 http://inyoplanning.org/general_plan/graphics/landuse/Diag28.pdf

14. Inyo County Planning Department Inyo County General Plan  Land Use and Conservation/Open Space Elements
Diagram 27, 01-16-2002 http://inyoplanning.org/general_plan/graphics/landuse/Diag27.pdf

15. The National Map Viewer http://viewer.nationalmap.gov/viewer/
16. Caltrans District 9 Office of System Planning State Route 127 Transportation Concept Report, October 2011
17. State of California Transportation Agency Right of Way Map  08-SBd-127 1.7─2.2  Sheets 1 and 2 of 2
18. State of California Department of Public Works, Division of Highways Map Showing Ungranted or Soverign Lands of

the State of California in Section 36, T15N, R8E SBB&M needed as a right of way for the protection of State
Highway VIII-SBd-127D; prepared 05-10-1946, approved 07-01-1946

20. Caltrans District 9 Original Appraisal Map, Parcel 551-1 Sheets 11─14
21. Caltrans Digital Highway Inventory Photography Program (DHIPP) mapping for Districts 8 and 9
22. California Department of Public Works, Division of Highways Right of Way map 8-SBd-127 7.9─8.5, 02-1966
23. Caltrans Photolog, Districts 8 and 9
24. Jill Batchelder, Transit Analyst, Eastern Sierra Transit Authority─Robert Rubinstein, Caltrans District 9

Transportation Planning telephone conversation, the week of September 5, 2016
25. Cynthia Pribyl, Caltrans Traffic Census─Robert Rubinstein, Caltrans District 9 Transportation Planning telephone

conversation, the week of August 28, 2016
26. Caltrans Traffic Census Program website tabs:  truck, all, and peak hour traffic volumes
27. McTrans Moving Technology HCS (Highway Capacity Software) 2010, Two Lane program
28. Caltrans District 9 Approved Project List, September, 2016
29. State of California Business and Transportation Agency, Department of Transportation, Division of Operations,

Office of Traffic Engineering Speed Zone Survey, 09-Iny-127, Zone 51, Sheets 1, 2, and 3, 06-10-08

http://dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/hseb/nhs.html
https://www.census.gov/geo/reference/urban-rural.html
http://cms.sbcounty.gov/Portals/5/Planning/ZoningOverlayMaps/LUZD/CIDIA.pdf
http://cms.sbcounty.gov/Portals/5/Planning/ZoningOverlayMaps/LUZD/DI16A.pdf
http://inyoplanning.org/general_plan/graphics/landuse/Diag28.pdf
http://inyoplanning.org/general_plan/graphics/landuse/Diag27.pdf
http://viewer.nationalmap.gov/viewer/
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INYO COUNTY   
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

P.O. DRAWER Q 
    INDEPENDENCE, CA 93526 
      PHONE:  (760) 878-0201  

      FAX:    (760) 878-2001 
Clint Quilter 
Executive Director 

  S T A F F   R E P O R T 

MEETING: May 17, 2017 

PREPARED BY:   Courtney Smith, Transportation Planner 

SUBJECT:  September California Transportation Commission town hall 
meeting in Mammoth Lakes  

________________________________________________________________________ 

Recommended Action 

Discuss strategy with respect to the upcoming California Transportation Commission 
town hall meeting in Mammoth Lakes on September 13-14 and provide direction to staff. 

Background 

The CTC is convening a town hall meeting in Mammoth Lakes on September 13th and 
14th. This is a great opportunity for CTC commissioners to understand transportation 
issues in the Eastern Sierra region. Commissioner attendance is encouraged. If necessary, 
staff will advertise this as a special meeting to comply with the Brown Act. Attached is a 
past agenda from the Imperial County town hall. 

The basic format of the meeting will be: 

Day One 
• Begin around noon with a lunch attended by the CTC commissioners, members of

the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission (LTC), Mono County LTC, 
Kern Council of Governments (COG), other interested local elected officials, 
county and city officials, etc. 

• Meet from around 1:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. This is an opportunity to discuss
significant transportation issue (recent or planned transportation improvements, 
transportation needs or issues, future plans, etc). The purpose of the town hall is 
to inform CTC commissioners about the issues that impact the region and are 
unique to the Eastern Sierra. 
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Day Two 
• The participants in the town hall join in a tour from around 9:00 a.m. to noon. The

basic purpose of the tour is to allow CTC commissioners to see in person some of
the issues that were brought forward on day one.

Topic areas to be presented by staff and the commissioners from Inyo County LTC, 
Mono County LTC, Kern COG, Town of Mammoth Lakes, City of Bishop and Caltrans 
District 9. 

Challenges Accomplishments Future 
Economy & tourism MOU project / RTIP SB 1 
Weather, topography, 
land ownership patterns 

Transit system What we are trying to accomplish 
(Consistent road numbering, Greenhouse 
gas reduction, alternate fuels, regional 
approach) 

Winter of 2016-2017 Impacts to transit, 
emergency road issues 

Seasonal changes Collaborative nature 
of local government 

Heritage, water, 
ranching 

Potential Site Visits 
The field trip will only have three hours. Mono County LTC gave a similar presentation 
to their commission and identified potential tour stops including: Lake Mary bike 
facilities; FLAP projects – Rock Creek Road, Convict Lake Road, & Reds Meadow 
Road; and a gondola ride to the top of Mammoth Mountain.  

Thinking about transportation projects and issues in Inyo County region, significant 
transportation issues include: MOU projects on the State Highway system, FLAP projects 
to improve recreational access, alternative transportation projects (Pine to Park Path, 
Seibu to School Path, Ed Powers Road bicycle lanes, Sunland Drive bicycle lanes), 
complete street improvements (Warren Street), the seasonal inundation of the area by 
regional hikers (PCT & JMT), roadway right of way issues on federal lands, and rural 
transit. The easiest of these issues/projects to include in the tour would be for a brief 
discussion of the County’s current Rock Creek Road FLAP application. 



IMPERIAL COUNTY TOWN HALL MEETING

AGENDA 

DATE: April 12, 2017 

TIME: 12:00 p.m. –  4:00 p.m. 
LOCATION: Carmen Durazo Cultural Arts Center 

421 Heffernan Ave. 
Calexico, CA 92231 

Day 1 Town Hall – DISCUSSION ITEMS 
Noon to 4:00 PM 

Item Time Topic Presented By 

1 12:00-1:00 Lunch All 

2 1:00-1:10 Welcome and Introductions All 

3 1:10-1:30 Active Transportation Efforts City of El Centro 

4 1:30-1:50 Overview of State Highway Projects in Imperial County Laurie Berman 
Caltrans

5 1:50-2:10 Overview of Imperial County Transportation Programs Mark Baza 
ICTC 

6 2:10-2:30 Goods Movement Border Crossing Study – Phase 2 Mike Jones 
SCAG 

7 2:30-4:00 Town Hall Q & A All 

8 4:00 Adjournment All 

Day 2 Border Tour – April 13, 2017 
8:00 a.m. to 12:30 p.m. 

Item Time Topic Presented By

1 8:00-8:30 
Bus pick-up at hotel (depart at 8:30 a.m.)  Location:  
Fairfield Inn & Suites El Centro, 503 E. Danenberg Drive, 
El Centro, CA 92243 

All 

2 9:00-10:30 Tour of Calexico East POE – CBP All 

3 10:30-11:00 Tour of CHP Truck Inspection Facility All 

4 11:00-12:00 Drive by Calexico West Port of Entry (Downtown POE) All 

5 12:30 Bus returns to the Fairfield Inn & Suites 

El Centro 

27
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 INYO COUNTY 
 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

         P.O. DRAWER Q 
 INDEPENDENCE, CA 93526 

PHONE:  (760) 878-0201 
FAX:    (760) 878-2001 

Clint Quilter 
Executive Director 

S T A F F   R E P O R T 

MEETING:    May 17, 2017 

PREPARED BY:   Courtney Smith, Transportation Planner 

SUBJECT:  Fiscal Year 2016/2017 3rd Quarter Invoice to Caltrans for Rural Planning 
Assistance (RPA) funds 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends your Commission to receive this staff report for informational purposes. No action is 
required. 

OVERVIEW: 

The Inyo County Local Transportation Commission staff has invoiced the State for reimbursement of 
Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) funds in the amount of $68,202 for the 3rd quarter of FY 2016-2017 
(January 1, 2017 through March 31, 2017). This reimbursement request is for work completed in 
accordance with the FY 2016-2017 Overall Work Program. 

BACKGROUND: 

There are three main types of funds included to cover County and City expenses in implementing the 
OWP. These are 1) RPA funds; 2) Planning, Programming, and Monitoring funds (PPM) funds; and 
Local Transportation Funds (LTF) that are primarily related to transit. 

RPA are state transportation planning funding included in a State Budget line item, allocated by Caltrans 
per population formula to rural RTPAs. It is provided on a reimbursement basis, after costs are incurred 
and paid for using local funds. This is the primary source of funding for the Inyo County LTC. The 
Caltrans Office of Regional and Interagency Planning (ORIP) administers RPA funds. The LTC receives 
an annual Financial Audit and a performance audit every three years as a condition for receiving these 
funds. 

PPM funds are part of the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and are not to exceed 5% 
of the total funds programmed in the STIP by the Inyo County LTC.  

LTF funds are derived from a ¼% of the sales tax received countywide. These funds are a primary 
source of funding for the Eastern Sierra Transit Authority and the Eastern Sierra Area Agency for 
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Aging. A portion of these funds are also used to administer the Transportation Development Act and 
also are set aside for bicycle and pedestrian projects. 
 
Each fund type has specific guidelines as to the type of work that can be performed. The Overall Work 
Program sets forth which tasks are eligible for which type of funding. Many tasks can be completed with 
either RPA or PPM funds. In general, the first priority is to expend RPA funds because only 25% of the 
funds can carry over into the next year. PPM funds can be carried over for three years and thus give the 
LTC more flexibility in expending these funds.  
 
SUMMARY DISCUSSION: 
 
RPA 
For the first two quarters in FY 2016-2017, $85,715 or 37.3% of the FY 2016-2017 RPA funds were 
expended. The funds are under-expended though the largest expenditures are typically in the last two 
quarters. It is anticipated that these funds will be fully expended by the end of the year. 
 
Local Transportation Funds (LTF) 
These funds are allocated to the LTC based on ¼% of the Countywide sales tax. The invoice of $10,161 
for the second quarter means the LTC has under-expended these funds to date. However, the expenses 
for the Triennial Performance Audit of the LTC and the Eastern Sierra Area Agency for Aging put the 
LTC on pace to fully expend these funds.  
 
Moving Forward 
It is anticipated that the LTC is on pace to expend 100% of its RPA funds for this fiscal year. Given the 
current project load (the update to the Pavement Management Plan) staff believes that the LTC is within 
its current budget and expending funds at an appropriate rate. No amendments to the FY 2016-2017 
OWP are required at this time. 
 
 
Attachments: 
 

• 3rd Quarter FY 2016-2017 Invoice Packet to Caltrans 
 



 

Date Dist received Invoice                          Invoice Dispute Notification Sent                          Date Invoice Sent to HQ Accounting 
 

INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Post Office Drawer Q 

Independence, CA 93526 
RURAL PLANNING ASSISTANCE (State Highway Account Only) 

REQUEST FOR REIMBURSEMENT Fiscal Year 2016-17 
 

Agency Invoice No.  3              
Internal Revenue Service No.  95 - 6005445                              

 
The Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, a Regional Transportation Planning Agency, 
requests reimbursement in the amount of $ 68,201.53 for the period beginning January 1, 2017 and 
through and inclusive of March 31, 2017. 
 
I certify that I am a duly authorized representative the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, 
and the request for reimbursement is consistent with the terms of the Master Fund Transfer Agreement 
that became effective on January 1, 2015, entered into between the Inyo County Local Transportation 
Commission and the STATE.  The reimbursement request is for work completed in accordance with 
the 2016-17 approved Overall Work Program. I certify that all STATE matching requirements have 
been met. 
 

2016-17 RPA OWPA Authorized  $_____230,000.00______ 
Invoices Year to Date   $ 85,715.04 ___ 
Current Invoice   $ 68,201.53______ 

 Balance    $___ 76,083.43______ 
 
 
   
Clint Quilter, Executive Director    4/26/17 
Name (Please print)  Signature  Date 
 

(Department of Transportation Use Only) 
 

I certify that I am duly authorized by the Department of Transportation to approve payment to  
the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission in the amount of $                  . The Inyo County 
Local Transportation Commission has an approved Overall Work Program and the request for 
reimbursement is consistent with the Master Fund Transfer Agreement between the STATE and            
the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission. This authorization to pay acknowledges receipt of 
services billed. 
 
      
Name (Please print)  Signature  Date 
Phone Number                                           _ 
 
 

 Allocation (FY) Contract ID Project ID Amount 
1    $ 
2    $ 
                                                                                       Current Invoice $0 
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THIRD QUARTER OF THE 2016-2017 OVERALL WORK PLAN (OWP) 

 
 

Work Element 
 
100.1   Compliance and Oversight: 

The principal activity conducted in this work element is the documentation of 
planning-related activities, and the support and maintenance of services required 
to implement the transportation planning programs and processes. Complete 
minutes and prepare agendas for monthly meetings. 
 

110.1   Overall Work Program (OWP): 
 Complete and submit the Second Quarter Report for FY 2016/2017 OWP to 

Caltrans. Monitor various planning-related tasks described in the OWP. Release 
for public comment the FY 2017/2018 OWP.  

 
200.1 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP):  
 Work focused on continuing activities involving the planning, programming and 

monitoring of STIP projects and the implementation of the 2016 State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). Monitor the fund estimate and 
transportation legislation related to the 2018 STIP. 

 
300.1 Administer Transit: 

This work element only involves the expenditure of Local Transportation Funds. 
This work element involves an on-going activity, with actions including the 
periodic review of transit route performance reports. This element includes 
monitoring Eastern Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA), Eastern Sierra Area Agency 
on Aging (ESAAA), both Transportation Development Act (TDA) claimants. Bill 
indirect LTC costs to this work element. Manage consultant who is working to 
complete Triennial Performance Audits of the Inyo County LTC and ESAAA. 
 

310.1 Coordinate Transit Services: 
This work element involves a variety of activities focused on optimizing the 
delivery of transportation services by reviewing opportunities to enhance overall 
transit performance within funding constraints and mindful of public need. 
Continuous reporting and coordination with the County and ESTA on the Transit 
Security Grant program and PTMISEA transit grant programs. Receive a 
quarterly report from ESTA on ridership trends, recent activity by ESTA, 
performance metrics, and on system concerns.   
 

400.1 Project Development and Monitoring: 
Monitor and assist with preliminary development of local projects. Review access 
management issues associated with current projects. Review of potential projects 
and participation continued as needed to enhance project delivery. Receive report 
from Caltrans on status of state projects. Coordinate with FHWA staff on Federal 
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Lands Access Program grant projects and continue development of 2017 
application.   
 

500.1   Coordination and Regional Planning: 
Principal activities in this work element have included meetings with staff at 
Caltrans District 9; continued participation in the Eastern California 
Transportation Planning Partnership (ECTPP); the Rural Counties Task Force 
(RCTF); and attendance at regional presentations addressing various 
transportation issues.    
 

600.1 Pavement Management System (PMS)/Geographical Information System 
(GIS): 
A consultant, NCE, has developed a countywide Pavement Management System. 
Staff updates the system to reflect maintenance work on the system. Staff has 
entered into a contract agreement for six years with NCE to complete two more 
comprehensive updates of the pavement management system. Staff participated in 
a kickoff meeting with NCE on the timing for the 2017 field survey and system 
update. 



Invoice #3 Inyo County Local Transportation Commission
FY 2016-2017 Overall Work Program

Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) Expenditures

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

100.1 Compliance & Oversignt $54,000.00 $33,539.42 $11,752.28 $10,949.86 $10,837.28 $11,752.28
110.1 Overall Work Program $20,000.00 $16,775.82 $6,596.35 $7,054.75 $3,124.72 $6,596.35

200.1 Regional Transportation Improvement Program $15,000.00 $8,799.94 $3,053.50 $3,295.78 $2,450.66 $3,053.50
310.1 Coordinate Transit Services $5,000.00 $3,629.33 $0.00 $3,113.33 $516.00 $0.00
400.1 Project Development & Monitoring $56,000.00 $36,784.56 $17,084.24 $7,253.55 $12,446.77 $17,084.24
500.1 Coordination & Regional Planning $50,000.00 $49,439.20 $28,697.29 $12,805.55 $7,936.36 $28,697.29
600.1 PMS / GIS $30,000.00 $4,948.30 $1,017.87 $1,223.65 $2,706.78 $1,017.87

Total $230,000.00 $153,916.57 $68,201.53 $45,696.47 $40,018.57 $68,201.53 $0.00

5

6

7

8

9

OWP Work Element Info Year To Date RPA Expenditures RPA Funds Expended Per Quarter
1

Work 
Element 

#
WE Title Total WE 

RPA Budget
RPA Spent to 

Date

Current RPA 
Amount 
Billed

RPA Expenditures Invoiced in Second Quarter

3

First 
Quarter

Second 
Quarter

Third 
Quarter Fourth Quarter

Header Agency name, Fiscal Year, and Invoice # in Red (Edit Header to update) Enter the amount expended during the current invoice quarter

Required Data 

Work Element RPA Budget from Approved OWP financials or OWPA (This should 
be updated when affected by OWPA Amendments) RPA Expenditures Invoiced in Third Quarter

1 Work Element Numbers from Approved OWP RPA Expenditures Invoiced in First Quarter

4 Total amount expended to date including current invoice RPA Expenditures Invoiced in Fourth Quarter

2 Enter Work Element Titles from Approved OWP



Jan-17 Jan Total Feb-17 Feb Total Mar-17 Mar Total
Total First 

Qtr

Total 
Second 

Qtr Total Third Qtr Total to Date Balance
Percentage 
Expended

Salaries and Bens Number Description Notes

January a) 100.1 Compliance & Oversight 50% Ryan 512.73      512.72               711.49 
Denise 3780.96 54,000 60% Denise 2,268.56   2,268.56      3,212.47   
Ryan 1025.44 RPA 10% Clint 299.56      288.35         449.98      
Courtney 9378.65 Courtney 85.65        290.17         313.36      
Clint 2995.6 Postage 41.25        7.54             137.47      

Website (59.85)      189.20         
February supplies 181.44      

Advertising 41.63        
FUEL

Denise 3,780.96 3,147.90   3,556.54    5,047.84    10,949.86 10,837.28 11,752.28          33,539.42        20,460.58       62.11%
Ryan 1,025.44 
Courtney 11026.45 b) 110.1 Overall Work Program Courtney 256.95      1,015.59      2,994.30   
Clint 2883.57 20,000 10% Clint 299.56      288.36         449.98      

RPA 10% Denise 378.10      378.10         535.41      
March 934.61      1,682.05    3,979.69    7,054.75   3,124.72   6,596.35            16,775.82        3,224.18         83.88%
Denise 5,354.13 10% Clint 299.56      288.36         449.98      
Ryan 1422.99 Ryan -               
Courtney 13474.35 c) 200.1 Regional Trans. Impr. Prog. PPM
Clint 4499.8 35,000 10% Denise 378.10      378.10         535.41      

15,000 RPA, 30,000 PPM Courtney 85.649772 290.169737 348.17      
PERS AUTO

PPM
RPA -            

763.31      956.63       1,333.56    3,295.78   2,450.66   3,053.50            8,799.94          26,200.06       25.14%
Clint -           -               
Courtney -           -               69.64        

d) 300.1 Administer Transit 5% Denise 189.05      189.05         267.71      
Gallina

41,189 5% Ryan 51.27        51.28           71.15        
LTF Comp 172.83      172.83         172.83      

Liability 134.92      134.92         134.92      
Cost Plan 889.92      889.92         889.92      
retirement 383.50      383.50         190.17      
B&M Billing 52.04        17.89        
medical reimburse 500.00         
Michael Baker 3,920.00      12,582.50 

47,212 LTF 1,873.53   6,241.50    14,396.73  815.74      9,345.75   22,511.76          32,673.25        8,515.75         79.33%
10% Clint 299.56      288.36         449.98      

Coordinate Transit Services 5% Denise 189.05      189.05         267.71      
e)  310.1 15,000

25% Ryan 256.36      256.36         355.75      
5,000 PPM 5,000 RPA, 5,000 LTF Courtney 428.24886 -               139.27      

County Counsel 73.50           
TOTALS Motor Pool

IS Copies 192.93      
LTF 1,366.15   807.27 1,212.71 3,386.13

PPM 0 0.00
RPA 0.00

1,366.15   807.27       1,212.71    3,113.33   2,786.53   3,386.13            9,285.99          5,714.01         61.91%
30% Clint 898.68      865.07         1,349.94   

Local Project Development 5% Denise 189.05      189.05         267.71      
f) 400.1 216,000 Materials

56,000 RPA 160,00PPM 10% Ryan 102.54      102.54         142.30      
Courtney 1,841.47   2,140.00      1,740.87   

410.1 State Hwy Proj. Mgmt. Road 268.43      1,252.27   
PW Bills 880.30      1,428.86   
Advertising 
County Counsel 245.00      
CITY OF BISHO 9,312.33   (9,312.33)     
TRAVEL 1,340.00   1,840.16      

PPM
RPA

14,832.80 (4,175.51)   6,426.95    7,253.55   56,064.53 17,084.24          80,402.32        135,597.68     37.22%
30% Clint 898.68      865.07         1,349.94   

Coordination & Reg. Plan. 5% Denise 189.05      189.05         267.71      
g) 500.1 180,000 Road Bills

10%  Ryan 102.54      102.54         142.30      
50,000 RPA    130,000PPM Courtney 6,509.38   7,072.89      7,381.30   

O & D
LSC Invoices
RCTF Dues
Adv. Trail
Planning 2,434.84      1,192.00     
county counsel

PPM -             
RPA -            -             

7,699.65   10,664.39  10,333.25  18,805.55 23,936.36 28,697.29          71,439.20        39.69%
Nichols

h) 600.1 PMS/GIS road bills 
105,000 Courtney 171.30      217.63         487.44      
75,000 PPM,   30,000 RPA PW Bills

Equipment
TECH REFRESH 141.50      

PPM
RPA

171.30      217.63       628.94       1,223.65   2,706.78   1,017.87            4,948.30          4.71%
TRANSFER TO BUDGET 504610

30,789.25      19,950.50        43,359.67        52,512.21      111,252.61    94,099.42 257,864.24             199,712.26            

RPA $68,201.53 $153,916.57
PPM $0.00 $67,888.29

2nd quarter ifas 163764.82   LTF $25,897.89 $36,059.38
Jan IFAS 194,554.07    Feb IFAS 214,504.57   March IFAS 257,864.24   Total $94,099.42 $257,864.24

Allocated 666,189.00 
Balance 408,324.76 30,789.25 19,950.50  43,359.67  RPA Billable

-            

OWP WORK ELEMENTS 2016-17



Allocations 54,000.00  20,000.00  15,000.00  5,000.00    56,000.00  50,000.00  30,000.00  230,000.00  
C + O (a) OWP (b) RTIP ( c ) CTS (e) LPD (f) CRP (g) PMS/GIS(h)

JAN 3,147.90 934.61 763.31 14,832.80 7,699.65 171.30 
FEB 3,556.54 1,682.05 956.63 (4,175.51)   10,664.39 217.63 
MAR 5,047.84 3,979.69 1,333.56 6,426.95 10,335.25 628.94 

3rd QTR TOTAL 11,752.28 6,596.35 3,053.50 -             17,084.24 28,699.29 1,017.87 68,203.53    
2nd QTR TOTAL 10,837.28 3,124.72 2,450.66 516.00 12,446.77 7,936.36 2,706.78 40,018.57    
1st QTR TOTAL 10,949.86 7,054.75 3,295.78 3,113.33 7,253.55 12,805.55 1,223.65 45,696.47    
TOTAL 33,539.42 16,775.82 8,799.94 3,629.33 36,784.56 49,441.20 4,948.30 153,918.57  

% of allocation 62.11% 83.88% 58.67% 72.59% 65.69% 98.88% 16.49% 66.92%

work element
balance 20,460.58 3,224.18 6,200.06 1,370.67 19,215.44 558.80 25,051.70 76,081.43    

2016 - 2017  OWP 3RD Quarter Summary 1/1/17 to 3/1/17 RPA ONLY



Total
Allocations 54,000.00        20,000.00  35,000.00  39,212.00  20,000.00  221,000.00   175,000.00 105,000.00   669,212.00 

Compliance OWP (b) RTIP ( c ) Ad.Tr. (d) CTS (e) LPD (f) CRP (g) PMS/GIS (h)
& Oversight (a)

JAN 3,147.90 934.61 763.31 1,873.53    1,366.15    14,832.80    7,699.65 171.30          30,789.25 
FEB 3,556.54 1,682.05    956.63       6,241.50    807.27       (4,175.51)     10,664.39 217.63          19,950.50 
MAR 5,047.84 3,979.69    1,333.56    14,396.73  1,212.71    6,426.95      10,333.25 628.94          43,359.67 

TOTAL 3rd QTR 11,752.28 6,596.35    3,053.50    22,511.76  3,386.13    17,084.24    28,697.29 1,017.87       94,099.42 
TOTAL 2ND QTR 7,837.28 3,124.72    2,450.66    9,345.75    2,786.53    56,064.53    23,936.36 2,706.78       108,252.61 
TOTAL 1ST QTR 10,949.86 7,054.75    3,295.78    815.74       3,113.33    7,253.55      18,805.55 1,223.65       52,512.21 
TOTAL 30,539.42 16,775.82  8,799.94    32,673.25  9,285.99    63,318.08    42,741.91 3,930.43       254,864.24 

% of allocation 56.55% 83.88% 25.14% 83.32% 46.43% 28.65% 24.42% 3.74% 38.08%

work element 23,460.58 3,224.18    26,200.06  6,538.75    10,714.01  157,681.92  132,258.09 101,069.57   414,347.76 
balance

2016 - 2017 OWP 3rd Quarter Summary 1/1/17 to 3/31/17



Allocations 30,000.00      5,000.00        160,000.00    130,000.00 75,000.00   400,000.00    
RTIP (c) CTS/e/ LPD (f) CRP (g) PMS/GIS (h)

JAN
FEB
MAR

3rd QTR Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2nd QTR Total 0.00
1st QTR Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 15,000.00 0.00 15,000.00

TOTAL 0.00 0.00 0.00 15,000.00 0.00 15,000.00

% of allocation 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 11.54% 0.00% 3.75%

work element
balance 30,000.00 5,000.00 160,000.00 130,000.00 75,000.00 400,000.00

OWP 3RD Quarter Summary 1/1/17 to 3/31/17 PPM ONLY



1/1/17-3/31/17

Allocations 41,189.00        5,000.00        46,189.00           
Admin Transit CTS Total

JAN 1,873.53 1,212.71        
FEB 6,241.50 807.27           
MAR 14,396.73 1,366.15        

3rd QTR TOTAL 22,511.76 3,386.13        25,897.89 
2nd QTR TOTAL 9,345.75 9,345.75 
1st QTR TOTAL 815.74 815.74 
TOTAL 32,673.25 3,386.13        36,059.38 

% of allocation 79.33% 67.72% 78.07%

work element
balance 8,515.75 1,613.87        10,129.62 
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Compliance & 
Oversight (a) 100.1

Continuing 
Task

62% 06/30/17 $54,000 $33,539 $11,752 $54,000 $8,708
(b)110.1  Overall 
Work Program

Continuing 
Task 84% 06/30/17 $20,000 $16,776 $6,596 $20,000 -$3,372

(c)200.1  RTIP Continuing 
Task 25% 06/30/17 $15,000 $30,000 $8,800 $3,054 $35,000 $23,147

(d)300.1  
Administer Transit

Continuing 
Task

79% 06/30/17 $41,189 $32,673 $22,512 $41,189 -$13,996
(e)310.1  
Coordinate 
Transportation 
Services

Continuing 
Task

81% 06/30/17 $5,000  $   5,000.00 $5,000 $12,136 $3,386 $15,000 -$522
(f)400.1  Local 
Project 
Development

Continuing 
Task

37% 06/30/17 $56,000 $160,000 $80,402 $17,084 $216,000 $118,513
(g)500.1  
Coordination and 
Regional Planning

Continuing 
Task

41% 06/30/17 $50,000 $130,000 $71,439 $28,697 $175,000 $74,864
(h)600.1 PMS/GIS Continuing 

Task 5% 06/30/17 $30,000 $75,000 $4,948 $1,018 $105,000 $99,034

Totals 28% $230,000 $400,000 $46,189 $260,714 $94,099 $661,189 $423,596

Inyo County Local Transportation Commission
2016-2017 Overall Work Program

3rd Quarter Report
January 1, 2017 - March 31, 2017)
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S T A F F   R E P O R T 
 
 

MEETING:     May 17, 2017 
 
PREPARED BY:   Courtney Smith, Transportation Planner 
 
SUBJECT:   Inyo County Local Transportation Commission Audit Report for the Year Ended 

June 30, 2016 
 
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
 
It is recommended that your Commission receive the Inyo County LTC Financial Audit Report for the 
year ending June 30, 2016. This does not require the Commission to take any action. 
 
SUMMARY DISCUSSION: 
 
This Audit Report is being provided for the information and review of your Commission. Inyo County 
LTC staff will provide a brief review of the document.  
 
The audit reflects the inflow and expenditure of LTC-administered funds. These are the same funds that 
are described in the Overall Work Program. That is the primary fund types are 1) Rural Planning 
Assistance funds, 2) Planning Programming & Monitoring funds, and 3) Local Transit Funds. 
 
Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) funds 
RPA funds are state transportation planning funding included in a State Budget line item and are 
allocated to planning agencies based on a per population basis. 
 
Planning Programming and Monitoring (PPM) funds 
PPM funds are available to the ICLTC to cover costs of: 

• Regional transportation planning, including the development and preparation of the regional 
transportation plan. 

• Project planning, including the development of project study reports or major investment studies, 
conducted by regional agencies or by local agencies in cooperation with regional agencies. 

• Program development, including the preparation of RTIPs and studies supporting them. 
• Monitoring the implementation of STIP projects, including project delivery, timely use of funds, 

and compliance with State law and the California Transportation Commission’s guidelines. 
 

 



Agenda Item No. 14 

The ICLTC receives its PPM funds as a lump-sum payment and has up to three years to use these funds. 
Since the funds can be carried over for three years, they provide a significant portion of the 
Commission’s fund balance. 

Local Transportation Funds (LTF) for the administration of the LTC 
These funds are used for administrative tasks necessary for the allocation of Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) funds to eligible transit claimants. The LTF or TDA administrative funds are 
also allocated to cover the expense of completing Performance Audits of the Inyo County LTC, Eastern 
Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA) Triennial Performance Audit of Eastern Sierra Transit and the 
finalization of Performance Audits of the ICLTC and Eastern Sierra Area Agency on Aging (ESAAA). 
Accordingly, the amount of LTF funds allocated varies from year to year depending on what 
Performance Audits need to be completed.  

PTMISEA transit grant 
The financial audit also includes a state-mandated summary related to the PTMISEA transit grant 
program. 

Other 
The audit also reports grant funds and interest earned (or lost). 
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CliftonlarsonAllen 

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT 

Board of Commissioners 
Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
Independence, California 

Report on the Financial Statements 

CliftonlarsonAllen LLP 
CLAconnect.com 

We have audited the accompanying financial statements of the governmental activities, each major fund 
and the aggregate remaining fund information of the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
(Commission), as of and for the year ended June 30, 2016, and the related notes to the financial 
statements, which collectively comprise the Commission's basic financial statements as listed in the table 
of contents. 

Management's Responsibility for the Financial Statements 

Management is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of these financial statements in 
accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America; this includes 
the design, implementation, and maintenance of internal control relevant to the preparation and fair 
presentation of financial statements that are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or 
error. 

Auditor's Responsibility 

Our responsibility is to express opinions on these financial statements based on our audit. We conducted 
our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America and 
the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the 
Comptroller General of the United States. Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to 
obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements are free from material misstatement. 

An audit involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts and disclosures in 
the financial statements. The procedures selected depend on the auditor's judgment, including the 
assessment of the risks of material misstatement of the financial statements, whether due to fraud or 
error. In making those risk assessments, the auditor considers internal control relevant to the entity's 
preparation and fair presentation of the financial statements in order to design audit procedures that are 
appropriate in the circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of 
the entity's internal control. Accordingly, we express no such opinion. An audit also includes evaluating 
the appropriateness of accounting policies used and the reasonableness of significant accounting 
estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the overall presentation of the financial 
statements. 

We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for 
our audit opinions. 

Opinions 

In our opinion, the financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the 
respective financial position of the governmental activities, the business-type activities, each major fund, 
and the aggregate remaining fund information of the Commission, as of June 30, 2016, and the 
respective changes in financial position, thereof for the year then ended in accordance with accounting 
principles generally accepted in the United States of America. 

@
A member of 

Nexia 
International 



Board of Commissioners 
Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
Independence, California 

Other Matters 

Required Supplementary Information 

Accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America require that the management's 
discussion and analysis and budgetary comparison information, as listed in the table of contents, be 
presented to supplement the basic financial statements. Such information, although not a part of the basic 
financial statements, is required by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board who considers it to be 
an essential part of financial reporting for placing the basic financial statements in an appropriate 
operational, economic, or historical context. We have applied certain limited procedures to the required 
supplementary information in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States 
of America, which consisted of inquiries of management about the methods of preparing the information 
and comparing the information for consistency with management's responses to our inquiries, the basic 
financial statements, and other knowledge we obtained during our audit of the basic financial statements. 
We do not express an opinion or provide any assurance on the information because the limited 
procedures do not provide us with sufficient evidence to express an opinion or provide any assurance. 

Other Information 

Our audit was conducted for the purpose of forming opinions on the financial statements that collectively 
comprise the Commission's basic financial statements. The combining and individual fund statements and 
schedules (supplementary schedules) listed in the table of contents are presented for purposes of 
additional analysis and is not a required part of the basic financial statements. 

The supplementary information is the responsibility of management and was derived from and relates 
directly to the underlying accounting and other records used to prepare the basic financial statements. 
Such information has been subjected to the auditing procedures applied in the audit of the basic financial 
statements and certain additional procedures, including comparing and reconciling such information 
directly to the underlying accounting and other records used to prepare the basic financial statements or 
to the basic financial statements themselves, and other additional procedures in accordance with auditing 
standards generally accepted in the United States of America. In our opinion, the supplementary 
information is fairly stated, in all material respects, in relation to the basic financial statements as a whole. 

Prior Year Comparative Information 

The 2015 financial statements were audited by GALLINA LLP, whose practice became part of 
CliftonLarsonAllen LLP as of January 1, 2016, and whose report dated March 30, 2015, expressed an 
unmodified opinion on those statements. In our opinion, the summarized comparative information 
presented herein as of and for the year ended June 30, 2015 is consistent, in all material respects, with 
the audited financial statements from which is has been derived. 

Other Reporting Required by Government Auditing Standards 

In accordance with Government Auditing Standards, we have also issued our report dated March 23, 
2017 on our consideration of the Commission's internal control over financial reporting and on our tests of 
its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and grant agreements and other 
matters. The purpose of that report is to describe the scope of our testing of internal control over financial 
reporting and compliance and the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on internal control 
over financial reporting or on compliance. That report is an integral part of an audit performed in 
accordance with Government Auditing Standards in considering Commission's internal control over 
financial reporting and compliance. 

Roseville, California 
March 23, 2017 
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INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Management's Discussion and Analysis 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

As management of the Commission, we offer readers of our financial statements this narrative overview 
and analysis of the financial activities for the year ended June 30, 2016. 

Financial Highlights 

• The assets of the Commission exceeded its liabilities at the close of the year by $701,800. Of this 
amount, $682,584 may be used to meet the Commission's ongoing current obligations to citizens 
and creditors. 

• As of the close of the current fiscal year, the Commission's governmental fund reported an ending 
fund balance of $456,564, an increase of $85,703 in comparison with the prior year. 

• At the end of the current year, unrestricted fund balance for the planning fund was $456,564 or 
107 percent of total planning and administration expenditures. 

Overview of the Financial Statements 

This discussion and analysis is intended to serve as an introduction to the Commission's basic financial 
statements. The Commission's basic financial statements comprise three components: 1) government
wide financial statements, 2) fund financial statements, and 3) notes to the financial statements. This 
report also contains required and other supplementary information in addition to the basic financial 
statements themselves. 

Government-wide Financial Statements. The government-wide financial statements are designed to 
provide readers with a broad overview of the Commission's finances, in a manner similar to a private 
sector business. 

The statement of net position presents information on all of the Commission's assets and liabilities, with 
the difference between the two reported as net position. Over time, increases or decreases in net position 
may serve as a useful indicator whether the financial position of the Commission is improving or 
deteriorating. 

The statement of activities presents information showing how the Commission's net position changed 
during the most recent fiscal year. All changes in net position are reported as soon as the underlying 
event giving rise to the change occurs, regardless of the timing of related cash flows. Thus revenues and 
expenses are reported in the statement for some items that will only result in cash flows in future fiscal 
periods (e.g. earned but unused vacation leave). 

Fund Financial Statements. A fund is a grouping of related accounts that is used to maintain control over 
resources that have been segregated for specific activities or objectives. The Commission, like other local 
governments, uses fund accounting to ensure and demonstrate compliance with finance-related legal 
requirements. All of the funds of the Commission can be divided into two categories: governmental funds 
and fiduciary funds. 

Governmental fund financial statements report essentially the same functions as those reported in the 
government-wide financial statements. 

However, unlike the government-wide financial statements, governmental fund financial statements focus 
on near-term inflows and outflows of spendable resources, as well as on balances of spendable 
resources available at the end of the fiscal year. 
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INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Management's Discussion and Analysis 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

Because the focus of governmental funds is narrower than that of the government-wide financial 
statements, it is useful to compare the information presented. Both the governmental fund balance sheet 
and the governmental fund statement of revenues, expenditures, and changes in fund balance provide a 
reconciliation to facilitate the comparison between governmental funds and government-wide statements. 

Fiduciary funds are used to account for resources held for the benefit of parties outside the Commission. 
Fiduciary funds are not reflected in the government-wide statements because the resources of those 
funds are not available indiscriminately to support the Commission's own programs. The Commission's 
fiduciary funds consist solely of private purpose trust funds, which are used to account for the Local 
Transportation Fund, the State Transit Assistance Fund, the TEA Exchange Program Fund, and other 
transit related funding. 

The Commission adopts an annual appropriated budget for its planning fund. A budgetary comparison 
statement has been provided for the fund to demonstrate compliance with the budget. 

The government-wide and fund financial statements can be found on pages 9 - 16 of this report. 

Notes to the Financial Statements. The notes provide additional information that is essential to a full 
understanding of the data provided in the government-wide and fund financial statements. The notes to 
the financial statements can be found on pages 17 - 23 of this report. 

Government-wide Financial Analysis 

The statement of net position and statement of activities report information about the Commission 
activities in a way that will reflect the changes from the prior year to the current year. These two 
statements report the net assets of the Commission and the changes in them. The Commission's net 
assets - the difference between assets and liabilities - are one way to measure financial health or 
financial position. Over time, increases or decreases in the Commission's net assets are an indicator of 
whether its financial health is improving or deteriorating. However, other nonfinancial factors such as 
changes in economic conditions, population growth, and new or changed governmental legislation should 
be considered. 
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INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Management's Discussion and Analysis 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

The following table summarizes the Net Position at June 30, 2016 and 2015: 

Dollar 
2016 2015 Change 

Assets: 
Current and other assets $ 834,442 $ 486,329 $ 348,113 
Capital assets 19,216 32,028 {12,812} 

Total Assets 853,658 518,357 335,301 

Liabilities: 
Current and other liabilities 145,817 115,468 30,349 
Long-term liabilities 6,041 7,919 p ,878} 

Total Liabilities 151 ,858 123,387 28 471 

Net Position: 
Net investment in capital assets 19,216 32,028 (12,812) 
Un restricted 682,584 3621942 319,642 

Total Net Position $ 701 ,800 $ 394,970 $ 306,830 

Net investment in capital assets represent 2.7% of the total net position and reflect the Commission's 
investment in capital assets (consisting solely of equipment) . The Commission uses the capital assets to 
provide services to citizens; consequently, these assets are not available for future spending. 

Unrestricted net position represent the remaining 97.3% of the total net position and may be used to meet 
the Commission's ongoing obligations to citizens and creditors. 

Net position may serve over time as a useful indicator of a government's financial position. In the case of 
the Commission, assets exceed liabilities by $701,800 at the close of the most recent fiscal year. The 
most significant portion of the Commission's assets is the $401,606 of cash invested in the County's 
investment pool. 

Governmental Activities 

The Commission's net position increased overall by $306,830 during the 2016 fiscal year. This increase 
is due to an excess of revenues over expenses of $319,642 and a recognition of depreciation expense of 
$12,812. 
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INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Management's Discussion and Analysis 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

Commission's Change in Net Position 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 and 2015 

Dollar 
2016 2015 Change 

Program revenues: 
Local transportation funds $ 47,212 $ 28,212 $ 19,000 
Rural planning assistance 252,593 150,551 102,042 
STIP planning (PPM) 432,061 490,393 (58,332) 

General revenues: 
Other Grants 8,912 5,500 3,412 
Unrestricted interest and investment earnings 2,092 911 1, 181 

Total revenue 742,870 675,567 67,303 

Expenses: 
Plannning and administration 423,228 499,898 (76,670) 
Depreciation expense 12,812 12,812 

Total expenses 436,040 512,710 {76,670} 

Change in Net Position $ 306,830 $ 162,857 $ 143,973 

Financial Analysis of the Commission's Governmental Fund 

As noted earlier, the Commission uses fund accounting to ensure and demonstrate compliance with 
finance-related legal requirements. 

Governmental Funds. The focus of the Commission's governmental funds is to provide information on 
near-term inflows, outflows, and balances of spendable resources. Such information is useful in 
assessing the Commission's financing requirements. In particular, unreserved fund balance may serve as 
a useful measure of a government's net resources available for spending at the end of the fiscal year. 

For the year-ended June 30, 2016, the Commission reported an ending fund balance of $456,564, an 
increase of $85,703 from the prior year. Total revenues were $510,809 and total expenditures were 
$425, 106, which represents the increase of $85, 703. The chart below depicts revenues by source for all 
governmental funds. 
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INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

STIP Planning 
{PPM) 
39% 

Other Grants 
2% 

Management's Discussion and Analysis 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

Interest 
0% 

Local 
Transportation 

Funds 
9% 

Rural Planning 
Assistance 

50% 

Total revenues were $510,809 which represents a decrease of $283,803 from the prior year. Total 
expenditures were $425,106, which represents a decrease of $74,189. During the 2016 fiscal year, 
revenues and expenditures were for normal planning and administration. 

Fund Budgetary Highlight 

Total revenues for the planning fund were over budget by $41,097 and total expenditures were under 
budget by $319,030. While the budget includes provisions for all available funding only enough STIP 
revenue is recognized to match qualified expenditures. There were no STIP revenues in excess of 
qualified expenditures in 2016 fiscal year. 

Capital Assets and Debt Administration 

Capital Assets 

The Commission's investment in capital assets for its governmental activities as of June 30, 2016, 
amounts to $19,216 {net of accumulated depreciation). This investment in capital assets includes 
equipment used in the Commission's planning activities. 

More detailed information about the Commission's capital assets is presented in Note 2 of the notes to 
the basic financial statements. 

Debt Administration 

The Commission did not have any long-term obligations as of June 30, 2016 except for compensated 
absences. More detailed information about the Commission's long-term debt is presented in Note 3 of the 
notes to the basic financial statements. 
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Requests for Information 

INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Management's Discussion and Analysis 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

This financial report is designed to provide a general overview of the Commission's finances for all those 
interested. Questions concerning, any of the information provided in this report or requests for additional 
financial information should be addressed to Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, 
P.O. Drawer Q, Independence, CA 93526 or Inyo County Auditor-Controller, P.O. Drawer R, 
Independence, CA 93526. 
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GOVERNMENT-WIDE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
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Assets 
Cash and investments 
Accounts receivable 
Interest receivable 
Due from other agencies: 

Rural Planning Assistance 

INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Statement of Net Position 
June 30, 2016 

Capital assets (net of accumulated depreciation) 

Total Assets 

Liabilities 
Accounts payable 
Salaries payable 
Unearned revenue 
Long-term liabilities: 

Compensated absences, due in more than one year 

Total Liabilities 

Net Position 
Net investment in capital assets 
Unrestricted 

Total Net Position 

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these financial statements. 
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Governmental 
Activities 

$ 401,606 
232,061 

775 

200,000 
19,216 

853,658 

37,647 
8,170 

100,000 

6,041 

151,858 

19,216 
682,584 

$ 701,800 



INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Statement of Activities 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

EXPENSES: 
Transportation planning and administration $ 

PROGRAM REVENUES: 
Operating grants 

Net program revenue (expense) 

GENERAL REVENUES: 
Taxes 
Interest revenue 
Other 

CHANGE IN NET POSITION 

Net position, Beginning of Year 

NET POSITON, END OF YEAR 

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these financial statements. 
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$ 

436,040 

684,654 

248,614 

47,212 
2,092 
8,912 

306,830 

394,970 

701,800 



FUND FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
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Assets 
Cash 
Accounts receivable 
Interest receivable 
Due from other agencies: 

Rural Planning Assistance 

Total Assets 

Liabilities 
Accounts payable 
Salaries payable 
Unearned revenue 

Total Liabilities 

Deferred Inflows of Resources 
Unavailable revenue 

Fund Balance 
Unassigned 

Total Fund Balance 

INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Balance Sheet 
Governmental Fund 

June 30, 2016 

Total Liabilities, Deferred Inflows of Resources and Fund Balance 

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these financial statements. 
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Planning 
Fund 

$ 401,606 
232,061 

775 

200,000 

~ 834.442 

$ 37,647 
8, 170 

100,000 
145,817 

232,061 

456,564 
456,564 

~ 834.442 



INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Reconciliation of the Balance Sheet of Governmental Funds 
to the Statement of Net Position 

June 30, 2016 

Amounts reported for governmental activities in the statement of net position 
are different because: 

Total Fund Balances of the governmental funds: 

Capital assets used in governmental activities are not financial resources 
and therefore are not reported in the funds. 

Receivables not available to pay for currentperiod expenditures are deferred 
in the governmental funds and recognized as revenue in the Statement of Activities. 

Long-term liabilities applicable to the Commission's governmental activities 
are not due and payable in the current period, and accordingly, are not 
reported as fund liabilities. All liabilities, both current and long-term, are 
reported in the statement of net position as follows: 

Compensated absences 

Net Position of Governmental Activities 

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these financial statements. 
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456,564 

19,216 

232,061 

(6,041) 

$ 701,800 



INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balance 
Governmental Fund 

For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

Revenues 
Local Transportation Funds 
Rural Planning Assistance 
STIP Planning (PPM) 
Other Grants 
Interest 

Total Revenues 

Expenditures 
Planning and administration 

Total Expenditures 

Change in Fund Balance 

Fund Balance, Beginning of Year 

Fund Balance, End of Year 

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these financial statements. 
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Planning 
Fund 

$ 47,212 
252,593 
200,000 

8,912 
2,092 

510,809 

425,106 

425,106 

85,703 

370,861 

$ 456,564 



INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Reconciliation of the Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes 
in Fund Balance of Governmental Funds to the Statement of Activities 

For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

Amounts reported for governmental activities in the statement of activities 
are different because: 

Net Change in Fund Balances - Total Governmental Funds 

Governmental funds report capital outlays as expenditures. However, in the 
statement of activities the cost of those assets is allocated over their estimated 
useful lives and reported as depreciation and amortization expense. 

Less: current year depreciation 

Revenues in the Statement of Activities that do not provide current financial resources 
are not reported as revenues in the governmental funds. 

Some expenses reported in the statement of activities do not require the 
use of current financial resources and, therefore, are not reported as 
expenditures in governmental funds. 

Change in compensated absences 

Change in Net Position of Governmental Activities 

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these financial statements. 
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$ 85,703 

(12,812) 

232,061 

1,878 

$ 306,830 



Assets 
Current Assets: 

Cash and investments 
Taxes receivable 
Due from other governments 
Interest receivable 

Total Assets 

Net Position 

INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Statement of Fiduciary Net Position 
Fiduciary Funds 
June 30, 2016 

Net position held in trust for other purposes 

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these financial statements. 
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Private 
Purpose 

Trust Funds 

$ 573,256 
35,270 
62,100 

1,518 
672, 144 

~ 672,144 



Additions 
Sales taxes 
Transit security grant 
Interest income 

Total Additions 

Deductions 
Grant expenses 
Allocations: 

Planning and administration 
Transit operations 

Total Deductions 

Change in Net Position 

Net Position, Beginning of Year 

Net Position, End of Year 

INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Statement of Changes in Fiduciary Net Position 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these financial statements. 
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Private 
Purpose 

Trust Funds 

$ 939,178 
39,754 
3,577 

1,181 ,249 

49,440 

807,958 
555,908 

1,413,306 

(232,057) 

904,201 

§ 672, 144 



INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Notes to Financial Statements 
June 30, 2016 

NOTE 1: SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES 

The basic financial statements of the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission are prepared in 
accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America (GAAP). The 
Commission's reporting entity applies all relevant Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) 
pronouncements. 

A. Reporting Entity 

The Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, the regional transportation planning agency for the 
County of Inyo, was created pursuant to Title 3 of Government Code Section 29535. The Commission is 
responsible for transportation planning activities as well as administration of the Local Transportation 
Fund and the State Transit Assistance Fund. It is comprised of three members appointed by the Bishop 
City Council and three members appointed by the Inyo County Board of Supervisors. The Commission 
does not exercise control over any other governmental agency of authority and no governmental agency 
exercises control over it. Criteria used in determining the reportable entity was based on control or 
dependence determined on the basis of budget adoption, funding and appointment of the respective 
governing board. 

The Inyo County Local Transportation Commission receives monies from the State of California and 
allocates those monies for the planning, management, and operation of public transportation systems 
within the County of Inyo. The Commission also has the authority to allocate monies for other 
transportation related activities including pedestrian and bicycle and street and road projects. 

B. Basis of Presentation 

Government-wide Statements: The statement of net position and the statement of changes in net position 
report information on all of the governmental activities of the Commission. These statements include the 
financial activities of the overall government except for fiduciary activities. Eliminations have been made 
to minimize the double counting of internal activities. These statements distinguish between governmental 
and business-type activities of the Commission. Governmental activities, which are supported by taxes 
and intergovernmental revenues, are reported separately from business-type activities (formerly known as 
enterprise funds), which rely to an extent on charges and fees from the public for support. The 
Commission had no business-type activities to report for the year ended June 30, 2016. 

The statement of activities demonstrates the degree to which the program expenses of a given 
governmental function are offset by program revenues. Program expenses include direct expenses which 
are clearly identifiable with a specific function and allocated indirect expenses. Program revenues include 
charges paid by recipients of goods or services offered by the programs and grants and contributions that 
are restricted to meeting the operational or capital requirements of a particular program. Taxes and other 
items, which are properly not included among program revenues, are reported instead as general 
revenues. 

Fund Financial Statements: The fund financial statements provide information about the Commission's 
funds. The emphasis of fund financial statements is on major governmental funds, each displayed in a 
separate column. Any remaining governmental funds are aggregated and reported as nonmajor funds. 
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INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Notes to Financial Statements 
June 30, 2016 

NOTE 1: SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (continued) 

B. Basis of Presentation (continued) 

The Commission reports the following major governmental fund: 

Planning Fund - The planning fund acts as the general fund for the Commission and all planning and 
administrative activities are accounted for in this fund . 

The Commission did not have any nonmajor governmental funds for the year ended June 30, 2016. 

The Commission reports the following private purpose trust funds: 

Local Transportation Fund - This fund accounts for revenues received and allocations made for certain 
transit and streets & roads projects within Inyo County. Revenues are generated from a % cent sales tax 
imposed by the State of California pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TOA). Sales tax 
revenues are collected by businesses within Inyo County and are remitted to the State Board of 
Equalization (Board). The Board, after deducting an administrative fee, remits the revenues to the County 
on a monthly basis. Expenditures of these monies must be made in accordance with TOA regulations. 

State Transit Assistance Fund - Revenues for this fund are earned based on a portion of the State 
gasoline tax. The tax is allocated to Inyo County by the State Controller's office. 

TEA Exchange Fund - Revenues for this fund represent an apportionment under the Transportation 
Equity Act for the 21 51 Century whereby the Commission allocates funds to agencies for transportation 
enhancement activities projects. 

Transit Trust Fund - Revenues for this fund represent transit related revenues which are required to be 
accounted for separately but are not recorded in any of the other trust funds. 

C. Basis of Accounting 

The government-wide and fiduciary financial statements are reported using the economic resources 
measurement focus and the accrual basis of accounting. Revenues are recorded when earned and 
expenses are recorded when a liability is incurred. Grants are recognized as revenue as soon as all 
eligibility requirements imposed by the grantor have been met. 

Governmental fund financial statements are reported using the current financial resources measurement 
focus and the modified accrual basis of accounting. Revenues are recognized as soon as they are both 
measurable and available. "Measurable" means the amount of the transaction can be determined and 
"available" means collectible within the current period or soon enough thereafter to be used to pay 
liabilities of the current period. The Commission utilizes a sixty day availability period for revenue 
recognition for governmental fund revenues. 

Those revenues susceptible to accrual are sales taxes, intergovernmental revenues (grants), and interest 
revenues. Nonexchange transactions, in which the Commission gives (or receives) value without directly 
receiving (or giving) equal value in exchange include sales taxes, grants, entitlements and donations. On 
the modified accrual basis, revenues from sales taxes are recognized when the underlying transactions 
take place and the availability criteria have been met. Revenues from grants, entitlements and donations 
are recognized in the fiscal year in which all eligibility requirements have been satisfied. 

18 



INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Notes to Financial Statements 
June 30, 2016 

NOTE 1: SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (continued) 

C. Basis of Accounting (continued) 

A fund reports deferred revenue on its balance sheet. Deferred revenues arise when potential revenue 
does not meet the "measurable" and "available" criteria for recognition in the current period. Deferred 
revenues also arise when resources are received by the fund before it has a legal claim to them, as when 
grant monies are received prior to the incurrence of qualifying expenditures. In subsequent periods, when 
both revenue recognition criteria are met, or when the fund has a legal claim to the resources, the liability 
for deferred revenue is removed from the combined balance sheet and revenue is recognized. 

D. Cash in County Treasury 

Cash is held by the Inyo County Treasurer in an investment pool. The County maintains a cash and 
investment pool in order to facilitate the management of cash. Cash in excess of current requirements is 
invested in various interest-bearing securities. Information regarding categorization and fair value of 
investments can be found in the County's financial statements. The Treasurer's investments and policies 
are overseen by the Inyo County Treasury Oversight Committee. 

Governmental Accounting Standards Board Statement No. 40 requires additional disclosures about a 
government's deposits and investments risks that include credit risk, custodial risk, concentration of risk 
and interest rate risk. The Commission did not have a deposit or investment policy that addresses 
specific types of risk. 

Required risk disclosures for the Commission's investment in the Inyo County Investment Pool at 
June 30, 2016, were as follows: 

Credit risk 
Custodial risk 
Concentration of credit risk 
Interest rate risk 

Not rated 
Not applicable 
Not applicable 
661 days average maturity 

The fair value of the Commission's investment in the Inyo County Investment Pool is determined on an 
amortized cost basis which approximates fair value. 

E. Due From Other Agencies 

Receivables consist of grants from other government agencies and sales tax revenues. Management 
believes its receivables to be fully collectible and, accordingly, no allowance for doubtful accounts is 
required. 

F. Capital Assets 

Capital Assets, which include only equipment, are reported in the applicable governmental activities 
column in the government-wide financial statements. The assets are recorded at historical cost or 
estimated cost if historical cost is unavailable. Donated capital assets are recorded at estimated fair 
value at the date of donation. The Commission defines capital assets as assets with an initial individual 
cost of more than $5,000 and an estimated useful life in excess of one year. 
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INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Notes to Financial Statements 
June 30, 2016 

NOTE 1: SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (continued) 

F. Capital Assets (continued) 

The costs of normal maintenance and repairs that do not add to the value of the asset or materially 
extend asset lives are not capitalized. Capital assets are depreciated using the straight-line method over 
the following useful lives: 

Equipment and furniture 
Computer software 

G. Insurance and Risk of Loss 

5 years 
3 years 

The Commission is exposed to various risks of loss related to torts; theft of, damage to, and destruction of 
assets; errors and omissions; injuries to employees; and natural disasters. The Commission participates 
in the County of lnyo's risk pool, which is governed by a joint powers agreement. The County's risk pool 
has workers' compensation and liability insurance with a third-party insurer and is self-insured for property 
claims for the first $100,000. The Commission has excess coverage for claims in excess of these 
amounts. 

H. Compensated Absences 

It is the Commission's policy to permit employees to accumulate a limited amount of earned but unused 
vacation and personal leave, which will be paid to employees upon separation from Commission service. 

I. Use of Estimates 

The preparation of the financial statements in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in 
the United States of America requires management to make estimates and assumptions that affect the 
reported amounts of assets and liabilities at the date of the financial statements and the reported amount 
of revenue and expenses during the reporting period. Actual results could differ from these estimates. 

J. Net Position 

The government-wide financial statements utilize a net assets presentation. Net assets are categorized 
as invested capital assets (net of related debt), restricted and unrestricted. 

• Net Investment in Capital Assets - This category groups all capital assets, including infrastructure, 
into one component of net assets. Accumulated depreciation and the outstanding balances of debt 
that are attributable to the acquisition, construction or improvement of these assets reduce the 
balance in this category. 

• Restricted Net Position - This category presents external restrictions imposed by creditors, grantors, 
contributors or laws or regulations of other governments and restrictions imposed by law through 
constitutional provisions or enabling legislation. At June 30, 2016, the Commission did not have any 
restricted net position. 

• Unrestricted Net Position - This category represents net position of the Commission, not restricted for 
any project or other purpose. 
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INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Notes to Financial Statements 
June 30, 2016 

NOTE 1: SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (continued) 

J. Net Position (continued) 

When both restricted and unrestricted net position are available, unrestricted resources are used only 
after the restricted resources are depleted. 

K. Fund Balances 

In the fund financial statements, in accordance with GASB Statement No. 54, governmental funds report 
fund balance as nonspendable, restricted, committed, assigned or unassigned based primarily on the 
extent to which the County is bound to honor constraints on how specific amounts can be spent. 

• Nonspendable fund balance - amounts that cannot be spent because they are either not spendable 
in form or legally or contractually required to remain intact. 

• Restricted fund balance - amounts with constraints placed on their use by those external to the 
Commission, including creditors, grantors, contributors or laws and regulations of other governments. 
It also includes constraints imposed by law through constitutional provisions or enabling legislation. 

• Committed fund balance - amounts that can only be used for specific purposes determined by formal 
action of the Commission's highest level of decision-making authority (the Commission's Board) and 
that remain binding unless removed in the same manner. The underlying action that imposed the 
limitation needs to occur no later than the close of the reporting period. 

• Assigned fund balance - amounts that are constrained by the Commission's intent to be used for 
specific purposes. The intent can be established at either the highest level of decision making or by a 
body or an official designated for that purpose. 

• Unassigned fund balance - the residual classification that includes amounts not contained in the 
other classifications. 

The Commission's board establishes, modifies or rescinds fund balance commitments and assignments 
by passage of a resolution. When restricted and unrestricted resources are available for use, it is the 
Commission's policy to use restricted resources first, followed by unrestricted committed, assigned and 
unassigned resources as they are needed. 
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INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Notes to Financial Statements 
June 30, 2016 

NOTE 2: CAPITAL ASSETS 

Capital asset activity for the year ended June 30, 2016 was as follows: 

Balance Balance 
Jul~ 1, 2015 Additions Deletions June 30, 2016 

Equipment $ 165,337 $ $ $ 165,337 
Accumulated Depreciation {133,309} (12,812} {146,121~ 

Capital Assets, Net $ 32,028 $ {12,812} $ $ 19,216 

Depreciation expense for the year ended June 30, 2016 was $12,812 and was reported in the public 
ways and facilities function on the statement of activities. 

NOTE 3: LONG-TERM LIABILITIES 

The following is a summary of long-term liability transactions for the year ended June 30, 2016: 

Governmental Activities: 
Compensated absences 

Balance 
July 1, 2015 

$ 7,919 

Additions Retirements 

$ (1,878) =$===== 

NOTE 4: RELATED PARTY TRANSACTIONS 

Balance 
June 30 , 2016 

$ 6,041 

Amount 
Due Within 
One Year 

$ 

The County of Inyo personnel provide management, planning and administration services. The County 
also provides engineering and planning services. During the fiscal year ended June 30, 2016, the 
Commission paid to the County of Inyo, a related party, the following amounts: 

Payroll costs $ 222,594 
Copier charges 1,518 
County cost plan 14,991 
Insurance (workers comp & liability) 3,811 
Public works services 48,695 

Total related party transactions $ 291,609 
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INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

NOTE 6: PTMISEA 

Notes to Financial Statements 
June 30, 2016 

In November 2006, California voters passed a bond measure enacting the Highway Safety, Traffic 
Reduction, Air Quality and Port Security Bond Act of 2006. Of the $19.925 billion of state general 
obligation bonds authorized, $4 billion was set aside by the State as instructed by statute as the Public 
Transportation Modernization Improvement and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA). These funds 
are available to the California Department of Transportation for intercity rail projects and to transit 
operators in California for rehabilitation, safety or modernization improvements, capital service 
enhancements or expansions, new capital projects, bus rapid transit improvements or for rolling stock 
procurement, rehabilitation or replacement. 

During the fiscal year ended June 30, 2016, the commission applied for and received proceeds of 
$198,740 from the State's PTMISEA account. As of June 30, 2016, PTMISEA funds received and 
expended were verified in the course of our audit as follows: 

Balance from prior years 

Proceeds received: 
PTMISEA 

Expended: 
Eastern Sierra Transit Authority: 

Bishop Facility Improvements 

Unexpended proceeds, June 30, 2016 

$ 148,560 

198,740 

202,512 

$ 144,788 

Funds will be passed through to Eastern Sierra Transit Authority for capital projects identified by ESTA 
such as support vehicles as well as scheduling and dispatch software. Qualifying expenditures must be 
encumbered within three years from the date of the allocation and expended within three years from the 
date of the encumbrance. 
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REQUIRED SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 



Revenues 
Allocations from L TF 
Rural Planning Assistance 
STIP Planning (PPM) 
Other Grants 
Interest 

Total Revenues 

Expenditures 
Planning and administration 

Total Expenditures 

Change In Fund Balance 

Fund Balance, Beginning of Year 

Fund Balance, End of Year 

INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Budgetary Comparison Schedule - Planning Fund 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

Original Final 
Budget Budget 

$ 39,212 $ 39,212 $ 
230,000 230,000 
200,000 200,000 

500 500 

469 712 469,712 

686,243 744,136 

686,243 744,136 

(216,531) (274,424) 

3701861 370,861 

$ 154,330 ~ 96,437 ~ 
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Variance with 
Actual Final Budget 

47,212 $ 8,000 
252,593 22,593 
200,000 

8,912 8,912 
2,092 1,592 

510,809 41,097 

425,106 319,030 

425, 106 319,030 

85,703 360,127 

370,861 

456,564 ~ 360,127 



INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATOIN COMMISSION 

Notes to Required Supplementary Information 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

NOTE 1: BUDGETARY ACCOUNTING 

The Commission annually adopts a budget through the preparation of an overall work program. This work 
program describes the projects, or work elements, that are to be funded, and the type of funds that will 
pay for the expenditures, such as Rural Planning Assistance, Local Transportation, or State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) . The work program, in draft form, is prepared by 
Commission staff, submitted and approved by the Commission, and submitted to the State of California, 
Department of Transportation (CAL TRANS) before June 30. CAL TRANS, as the grantor of Rural 
Planning Assistance and uses STIP funds, approves the work program, which then becomes the budget 
for the operating fund of the Commission. 

Additional sources and uses of revenue not included in the Commission's overall work program are 
incorporated to compute the Commission's budget that reflects all anticipated activities for the year. 

Budgets are adopted on a basis consistent with accounting principles generally accepted in the United 
States of America. Budget amendments are made periodically to reflect unanticipated changes in 
revenues and expenditures. Appropriations lapse at fiscal year end, except for items already 
encumbered. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 



INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Combining Statement of Fiduciary Net Position 
Private Purpose Trust Funds 

June 30, 2016 
(With Comparative Totals as of June 30, 2015) 

Local State TEA Transit Totals 
Transportation Transit Exchange Trust 

Fund Assistance Funds Fund 2016 2015 

Assets 

Cash and investments $ 173,805 $ 100,601 $ 166,988 $131,862 $ 573,256 $ 827, 197 
Taxes receivable 35 ,270 35,270 23,802 
Transit security grant receivable 62,100 62,100 52,400 
Interest receivable 611 315 335 257 1,518 802 

Total Assets 236,516 136,186 167,323 132, 119 672, 144 904,201 

Net Position 

Net position held in trust for 
other purposes 236,516 136, 186 167,323 132, 119 672,144 904,201 

Total Net Position $ 236,516 $ 136,186 $ 167,323 $132, 119 $ 672,144 $ 904,201 
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INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Combining Statement of Changes in Fiduciary Net Position 
Private Purpose Trust Funds 

June 30, 2016 
(With Comparative Totals as of June 30, 2015) 

Local State TEA Transit Totals 
Transportation Transit Exchange Trust 

Fund Assistance Funds Fund 2016 2015 
Additions 

Sales taxes $ 868,964 $ 70,214 $ -- $ - $ 939,178 $ 948,223 
PTMISEA 198,740 198,740 367, 179 
Transit security grant 39,754 39,754 1,111,336 
Interest income 1,418 710 946 503 3,577 2,189 

Total Additions 870,382 70,924 946 238,997 1,181,249 2,428,927 

Deductions 
Grant expenses 49,440 49,440 33,608 
Allocations: 

Planning and administration 807,958 807,958 28,212 
Transit operations 58,746 497,162 555,908 1,991,248 

Total Deductions 807,958 58,746 49,440 497,162 1,413,306 2,053,068 

Change in Net Position 62,424 12, 178 (48,494) (258,165) (232,057) 375,859 

Net Position, Beginning of Year 174,092 124,008 215,817 390,284 904,201 528,342 

Net Position, End of Year $ 236,516 $ 136,186 $ 167,323 $ 132, 119 $ 672,144 $ 904,201 
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INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Overall Work Program 
Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in 
Fund Balance - Budget and Actual by Funding Source 

Planning Fund 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

Revenues 
Allocations from L TF 
State and federal grants: 

Rural Planning Assistance 
STIP Planning (PPM) 

Other Grants 
Interest income 

Total Revenues 

Expenditures 
100.1 Compliance and Oversight 
110.1 Overall Work Program 
200.1 Regional Transportation Improvement 
300.1 Administer Transit 
310 .1 Coordinate Transit Services 
400.1 Local Project Development and Monitoring 
500.1 Coordination and Regional Planning 
600.1 PMS/GIS 

Total Expenditures 

Change in Fund Balance 

Fund Balance, Beginning of Year 

Fund Balance, End of Year 

Actual 
Local 

Final Federal and Transportation 
Budget State Funds Funds 

$ 39,212 $ -- $ 47,212 

230,000 252,593 
200,000 200,000 

8,912 
500 2,092 

469,712 452,593 58,216 

54,000 57,307 
20,000 18,341 
35,000 55,449 
39,212 28,474 
20,000 17,549 

221,000 88,572 
175,000 103,037 
105,000 56,377 

669,212 396,632 28,474 

§ (199,500) § 55,961 $ 29,742 
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Variance with 
Total Final Budget 

$ 47,212 $ 8,000 

252,593 22,593 
200,000 

8,912 8,912 
2,092 1 ,592 

510,809 41,097 

57,307 (3,307) 
18,341 1,659 
55,449 (20,449) 
28,474 10,738 
17,549 2,451 
88,572 132,428 

103,037 71,963 
56,377 48,623 

425,106 244,106 

85,703 § 285,203 

370,861 

§ 456,564 



Allocations 

Inyo County Local 
Transportation Commission 

Inyo County I City of Bishop 
Eastern Sierra Transit Authority 

INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Schedule of Allocations and Expenditures 
Local Transportation Fund 

For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

Allocations Allocations 
Outstanding Outstanding 

PUC June 30, 2015 Allocated Expended June 30, 2016 

99233.1 $ 12,939 $ 
99233.3 16,190 
99260(a) 

47,212 $ 47,212 
15,480 1,897 

720,922 720,922 

$ 12,939 
29,773 

Eastern Sierra Area Agency on Aging 99400(c) 37,927 37,927 

Total Allocations ~ 29,129 ~ 821,541 ~ 807,958 $ 42,712 
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Allocations 

Eastern Sierra Transit Authority 

Total Allocations 

INYOCOUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Schedule of Allocations and Expenditures 
State Transit Assistance Fund 

For the Year Ended June 30, 2016 

PUC 

6731(a) $ 

$ 

Allocations 
Outstanding 

June 30, 2015 

Allocations 
Outstanding 

Allocated Expended June 30, 2016 

121,805 $ 94,016 $ 58,746 $ 157,075 ------

121,805 $ 94,016 $ 58,746 =$==1=5=7,=07=5= 
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Cliftonl arsonAllen 

CliftonlarsonAllen LLP 
925 Highland Pointe Drive, Suite 450 
Roseville, CA 95678-5423 

916-784-7800 I fax 916-784-7850 

CLAconnect.com 

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT ON INTERNAL CONTROL OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING 
AND ON COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MATTERS BASED ON AN AUDIT OF FINANCIAL 

STATEMENTS PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS 

Board of Commissioners 
Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
Independence, California 

We have audited, in accordance with the auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of 
America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards 
issued by the Comptroller General of the United States, the financial statements of the governmental 
activities, each major fund and the aggregate remaining fund information of the Inyo County Loc~I 
Transportation Commission (Commission}, as of and for the year ended June 30, 2016, and the related 
notes to the financial statements, which collectively comprise the Commission's basic financial 
statements, and have issued our report thereon dated March 23, 2017. 

Internal Control Over Financial Reporting 

In planning and performing our audit of the financial statements, we considered the Commission's internal 
control over financial reporting (internal control) to determine the audit procedures that are appropriate in 
the circumstances for the purpose of expressing our opinions on the financial statements, but not for the 
purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the Commission's internal control. Accordingly, 
we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of the Commission's internal control. 

A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow 
management or employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to prevent, or 
detect and correct, misstatements on a timely basis. A material weakness is a deficiency, or a 
combination of deficiencies, in internal control, such that there is a reasonable possibility that a material 
misstatement of the entity's financial statements will not be prevented, or detected and corrected on a 
timely basis. A significant deficiency is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control 
that is less severe than a material weakness, yet important enough to merit attention by those charged 
with governance. 

Our consideration of internal control was for the limited purpose described in the first paragraph of this 
section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control that might be material 
weaknesses or significant deficiencies. Given these limitations, during our audit we did not identify any 
deficiencies in internal control that we consider to be material weaknesses. However, material 
weaknesses may exist that have not been identified. 

Compliance and Other Matters 

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the Commission's financial statements are free 
from material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, 
regulations, contracts, and grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a direct and material 
effect on the determination of financial statement amounts. However, providing an opinion on compliance 
with those provisions was not an objective of our audit, and accordingly, we do not express such an 
opinion. The results of our tests disclosed no instances of noncompliance or other matters that are 
required to be reported under Government Auditing Standards. 
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Board of Commissioners 
Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
Independence, California 

Purpose of this Report 

The purpose of this report is solely to describe the scope of our testing of internal control and compliance 
and the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the effectiveness of the entity's internal 
control or on compliance. This report is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with 
Government Auditing Standards in considering the entity's internal control and compliance. Accordingly, 
this communication is not suitable for any other purpose. 

Roseville, California 
March 23, 2017 
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Cliftonl arsonAllen 

CliftonlarsonAllen LLP 
925 Highland Pointe Drive, Suite 450 
Roseville, CA 95678-5423 

916-784-7800 I fax 916-784-7850 

CLAconnect.com 

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT ON COMPLIANCE OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING BASED ON 
AN AUDIT OF FINANCIAL STATEMENTS PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE STATUTES, 

RULES, AND REGULATIONS OF THE CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT AND 
THE ALLOCATION INSTRUCTIONS AND RESOLUTIONS OF THE 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Board of Commissioners 
Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
Independence, California 

We have audited the basic financial statements of the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
(Commission) as of and for the year ended June 30, 2016 and have issued our report thereon dated 
March 23, 2017. We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the 
United States of America, the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing 
Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States and the State Controller's Minimum 
Audit Requirements for California Special Districts. 

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the Inyo County Local Transportation 
Commission's financial statements are free of material misstatement, we performed tests of its 
compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts and grants, noncompliance with which 
could have a direct and material effect on the determination of financial statement amounts. Additionally, 
we performed tests to determine that allocations made and expenditures paid by the Inyo County Local 
Transportation Commission were made in accordance with the allocation instructions and resolutions of 
the Commission and in conformance with the California Transportation Development Act. Specifically, we 
performed each of the specific tasks identified in the California Code of Regulations Sections 6666 and 
6667 that are applicable to the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission. 

Also as part of our audit, we performed tests of compliance to determine whether certain state bond funds 
were received and expended in accordance with the applicable bond act and state accounting 
requirements. 

In November 2006, California voters passed a bond measure enacting the Highway Safety, Traffic 
Reduction, Air Quality and Port Security Bond Act of 2006. Of the $19.925 billion of state general 
obligation bonds authorized, $4 billion was set aside by the State as instructed by statute as the Public 
Transportation Modernization Improvement and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA). These funds 
are available to the California Department of Transportation for intercity rail projects and to transit 
operators in California for rehabilitation, safety or modernization improvements, capital service 
enhancements or expansions, new capital projects, bus rapid transit improvements or for rolling stock 
procurement, rehabilitation or replacement. 

~ Amemberof 
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Board of Commissioners 
Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
Independence, California 

During the fiscal year ended June 30, 2016, the Commission applied for and received proceeds of 
$198,740 from the State's PTMISEA account. As of June 30, 2016, PTMISEA funds received and 
expended were verified in the course of our audit as follows: 

Balance from prior years 

Proceeds received: 
PTMISEA 

Expended: 
Eastern Sierra Transit Authority: 

Bishop Facility Improvements 

Unexpended proceeds, June 30, 2016 

$ 148,560 

198,740 

202,512 

$ 144,788 

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the County of Inyo, the Inyo County Local 
Transportation Commission, management, the California Department of Transportation, and the State 
Controller's Office and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified 
parties. 

Roseville, California 
March 23, 2017 
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Caltrans  

District 9  

Inyo County Projects  
Quarterly Report 

     aŀȅ 2017

For project specific questions, please contact the appropriate Project Manager. 

Project Phase Acronyms: 

ENV ‐ Environmental 

CON – Construction  

SHOPP – State Highway Operation and Protection Program  

Please Consider the Environment Before Printing This Report! 



Cost estimates and schedule are subject to revision. 1

Project Name: Meadow Farms ADA                EA#36680

Location: INY 395 117.3/117.8 
Description:

Project Cost: $4,100,000

Current Phase: PID

ENV Expected Completion Date     TBD

CON Expected Begin Date                TBD

Project Manager: Dennee Alcala                           Ph# 760‐872‐0767
Project Name: District 9 End Treatments       EA# 36770
Location: Inyo Various
Description:

Project Cost: $4,562,000

Current Phase: PID

ENV Expected Completion Date     Winter 2019
CON Expected Begin Date                Summer 2021

Project Manager: Dennee Alcala 760‐872‐0767
Project Name: 168 Safety Improvements       EA# 36370
Location: INY 168 PM 16.2/17.9  
Description:

Project Cost: $1,800,000

Current Phase: Environmental 
ENV Expected Completion Date     Fall 2018
CON Expected Begin Date                Spring 2020

Project Manager: Brian McElwain                         Ph# 760‐872‐4361
Project Name: South See Vee Signal                                 EA# 3641
Location: INY 168  PM 17.3
Description:

Project Cost: $500,000

Current Phase: Environmental 
ENV Expected Completion Date     Winter 2018
CON Expected Begin Date                Fall 2019

Project Manager: Brian McElwain                        Ph# 760‐872‐4361
Project Name: Shoshone 178 Drainage EA#36340

Location: INY 178 PM 43.2,44.2
Description:

Project Cost: $3,785,000

Current Phase: Environmental

ENV Expected completion Date Summer 2018
CON Expected begin Date Fall 2020

Project Manager: Dennee Alcala Ph#760‐872‐0767
Project Name: Towne  Pass Curve Corrections EA# 35320
Location: INY 190  PM 69.2/69.8    
Description:

Project Cost: $6,680,000

Current Phase: Environmental

ENV Expected Completion Date     Spring 2017
CON Expected Begin Date                Winter 2019

Project Manager: Dennee Alcala                           Ph# 760‐872‐0767

Construct and improve curb ramps and sidewalk.

Straighten curves to the east of Towne Pass summit.

Remove & replace end treatments, guardrail, & delineators

Replace/upgrade culverts.

Signalizing at SR 168 and See Vee Lane intersection.   

Parking, bicycle lanes and a 2 way left turn lane.     



Cost estimates and schedule are subject to revision. 2

Project Name: Olancha/Cartago Four‐Lane EA# 21340
Location: INY 395 PM 29.2/41.8 
Description:

Project Cost: $80,400,000

Current Phase: Environmental

ENV Expected Completion Date     Spring 2017
CON Expected Begin Date                Summer 2020

Project Manager: Dennee Alcala                           Ph# 760‐872‐0767
Project Name: Lone Pine CAPM                                         EA# 3659
Location: INY 395 PM 54.6/57.5   
Description:

Project Cost: $7,170,000

Current Phase: Environmental 
ENV Expected Completion Date     Fall 2017
CON Expected Begin Date                Winter 2019

Project Manager: Brian McElwain                       Ph# 760‐872‐4361
Project Name: North See Vee Signal                              EA# 35680
Location: INY 395 PM 117.3     
Description:

Project Cost: $536,000

Current Phase: Environmental 
ENV Expected Completion Date     Winter 2017
CON Expected Begin Date                Winter 2018

Project Manager: Brian McElwain                         Ph# 760‐872‐4361
Project Name: US 6 Shoulder Widening          EA# 36460
Location: INY 6 PM 4.3/8.4, 0/0.8 
Description:

Project Cost: $3,790,000

Current Phase: Design

ENV 100% Completed 9/26/2016

CON Expected Begin Date                Spring 2018
Project Manager: Brian McElwain Ph# 760‐872‐4361
Project Name: Amargosa Culverts                   EA# 35750
Location: INY 127  PM  22.7/31.5   
Description:

Project Cost: $2,300,000

Current Phase: Design

ENV 100% Complete                     9/1/2015

CON Expected Begin Date                Fall 2017
Project Manager: Dennee Alcala                          Ph# 760‐872‐0767
Project Name: Blackrock CAPM                        EA# 36580
Location: INY 395 PM 77.4/91.6 
Description:

Project Cost: $3,916,000

Current Phase: Design 
ENV 100% Completed 8/19/2016

CON Expected Begin Date                Spring 2018
Project Manager: Brian McElwain                         Ph# 760‐872‐4361

Construct a 4‐lane expressway

Pavement rehabilitation.

Signalizing at US395 and See Vee Lane intersection.   

Pavement rehabilitation.

Replace/upgrade culverts

Widen shoulder to 8 feet and add rumble strip.   



Cost estimates and schedule are subject to revision. 3

Project Name: Bishop ADA Compliance          EA# 35210
Location: INY 395/168  Various 
Description:

Project Cost: $3,270,000

Current Phase: Design 
ENV 100% Complete 1/30/2015

CON Expected Begin Date                Winter 2017
Project Manager: Brian McElwain Ph# 760‐872‐4361
Project Name: Inyo/Mono Rumblestrips  & Signs EA# 36610
Location: INY  Various     
Description:

Project Cost: $917,000

Current Phase: Construction

ENV 100% Complete 11/11/2015

CON Expected Begin Date                May‐17
Project Manager: Dennee Alcala Ph# 760‐872‐0767
Project Name: Inyo/Mono Bridge Transition Rail EA# 35690
Location: INY  Various  
Description:

Project Cost: $2,470,000

Current Phase: Construction

ENV 100% Complete      7/1/2015

CON Expected Completion Date     Aug‐17
Project Manager: Dennee Alcala Ph# 760‐872‐0767
Project Name: Little Lake Thin Blanket            EA# 36140
Location: INY 395 PM 0.0/8.4      
Description:

Project Cost: $3,600,000

Current Phase: Construction

ENV 100% Complete      10/28/2014

CON 100% Complete      1/3/2017

Project Manager: Dennee Alcala Ph# 760‐872‐0767
Project Name: Shoshone CAPM EA# 35530
Location: INY 127 PM 0.0/21.0
Description:

Project Cost: $13,000,000

Current Phase: Construction

ENV 100% Complete 2/6/2013

CON 100% Complete 1/12/17

Project Manager: Dennee Alcala Ph# 760‐872‐0767

Make numerous ADA upgrades.

Pavement rehabilitation.

Pavement rehabilitation.

Upgrade barrier approach rail.

Install signs and rumble strip at numerous locations.



Project Description Total Programmed Status
Amount/Project Cost

STIP Projects

West Bishop Resurfacing Reconstruct 3 miles of residential roads $3,022,000 CTC allocation in March

Phase - PS&E near Pa Me Lane in Bishop
Construction delayed because of high water table, it will be 
rescheduled when the water table has dropped.

FLAP Projects

South Lake Rd Improvement 
project

Reconstruct 6.9 miles of South Lake Rd, 
add bicycle facilites on lower road

$12,337,600 FHWA in PSE phase with Design Surveying currently. 
Construction anticipated in Federal Fiscal Year 2020

TE/STIP TE Projects

Dehy Park Phase II of Dehy Park Improvement $800,000

Project - pathway, bridge Visitor's Center  CON
Constuction primarily complete, still need to plant Saltbrush 
for mitigation

HBP Projects

Bishop Creek Bridge at Sabrina 
Road

Replace/widen bridge, realign roadway 
at bridge

$100,000 Construction complete. Post construction monitoring and 
mitigation ongoing.  

Oak Creek at Bell Access Road Double-box culvert was damaged during 
Oak Creek mudslide. Functionally 
obsolete. Rehabilitate to one-lane 
bridge.

$217,000 The rehabilitation scope was approved. Environmental 
Studies in process. There are significant biological reasons in 
addition to the cultural reasons not to pursue debris removal 
of the culvert barrels through the HBP project. This project is 
in the process of being deprogrammed.

LA Aqueduct at Walker Creek Functionally obsolete.  Replace with 
wider bridge

$560,000 Quincy is proceeding with engineering for the project.  
Environmental Studies in process. Design in process. Right of 
Way investigations in process.

LA Aqueduct at Carroll Creek Functionally obsolete.  Replace with 
bridge of same width of 18'.

$600,000  Quincy is proceeding with engineering for the project.  
Environmental Studies in process. Design in process. Right of 
Way investigations in process.

Bridge Prevention and 
Maintenance Program

Preventative maintenance measures 
consistent with the associated Bridge 
Inspection Report work 
recommendations 

$153,500 County has identifying the three major scopes of work.  
Working with Caltrans to group the maintenance activities 
into two phases and to move forward.

HSIP Project

Striping and Rumblestrip Safety 
Improvement Project

Installation of edge lines for 77.8 mils on 
4 rural major collectors, Panamint Valley 
Road, State Line Road, Trona Wildrose 
Road , and Old Spanish Trail Highway 
and installation of rumble strips on 5.2 
miles of State Line Road

$663,100 PS&E underway. Construction anticipated to begin in 2018

STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP), ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM, 
FEDERAL LANDS ACCESS PROGRAM (FLAP), HIGHWAY BRIDGE PROGRAM (HBP), AND HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP)

PROGRESS SUMMARY FOR INYO COUNTY PROJECTS, MAY, 2017
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