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AGENDA 
                     

                     INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
                                                                         

Lone Pine Lions Club Hall 
481 S. Main St. 

Lone Pine, California 
 

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). 

      
 

April 19, 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 March 15, 2017. 

              
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. 
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DISCUSSION ITEMS   

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

 
ITEM NO.  7   ESTA Report 
 
   Quarterly Operating Report from January 1 to March 31, 2017 
 
ITEM NO.  8  Tribal Report 

 
ITEM NO.  9  Caltrans Report 
 
   Quarterly Project Status Report 
    
ITEM NO.  10  City of Bishop Report 
 
ITEM NO.  11  Executive Director's Report 
         
ITEM NO.  12  Reports from all members of the Inyo County LTC 

  
CORRESPONDENCE  
 
None 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
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MINUTES 
                     

                             INYO COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

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

 
March 15, 2017 
 

 
9:04 a.m.  Pat Gardner called the meeting to order. 
 
ITEM NO. 1 Roll Call 

 
Commissioners Present: 
Bob Kimball 
Doug Thompson 
Pat Gardner 
Jim Ellis 
Rick Pucci 
Dan Totheroh (arrived at 9:50) 
 
Others present: 
Ryan Dermody, Caltrans 
Deston Dishion, City of Bishop 
Beth Himelhoch, IMAH 
John Helm, ESTA 
Peter Bernasconi, Paiute Tribe 
Denise Hayden, Secretary 
Courtney Smith, Staff 

 
ITEM NO. 2 Public Comment 
 
None 
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ITEM NO. 3 Secretary of the Local Transportation Commission – Requests approval of the 
minutes of the meeting of February 15, 2017 
 

Commission Secretary, Denise Hayden, noted that she accidently showed Rick Pucci as being 
absent but he was in attendance at this meeting.  She also noted that the meeting location 
was shown as having been in Independence and it was actually held in Bishop. 
 
Motion to approve the minutes with the corrections as noted was made by Bob Kimball and 
seconded by Jim Ellis.  Motion carried 5-0  

 
ITEM NO. 4 Request Commission approve, by Minute Order, the scoring for the Inyo-Mono 
Agency for the Handicapped Federal Transit Administration Section 5310 application for a 
replacement bus and authorize the LTC Executive Director to sign related administrative documents. 
 

Courtney Smith: Looking at IMAH’s draft application, LTC staff is required to digitally enter 
into the State system a score for IMAH’s Section 5310 grant application. As a non-traditional 
applicant the LTC is not required to score ESTA’s application.  Staff scored IMAH’s application 
as an 83 out of 100. Staff consulted with Beth Himelhoch and she concurs with the score. 
Staff is requesting for the Commission to approve the submittal of the application with this 
score and authorize the Executive Director to sign the related documents. 
 
Beth Himelhoch was available to answer the Commissioners questions.  A brief discussion 
took place regarding the scoring noting that this application would never be over an 83 due 
to the age of the vehicle. 
 
Motion to approve the Minute Order for the scoring of the Inyo-Mono Agency for the 
Handicapped Federal Transit Administration Section 5310 grant was made by Doug 
Thompson and seconded by Rick Pucci.  Motion carried 5-0 
 

ITEM NO. 5 Request Commission approve Resolution No. 2017-02 allocating $11,999 of FY 2017 – 
Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) funds for the expansion of the Lone Pine Express 
fixed route service and authorized the Executive Director to sign related documents. 
 

John Helm presented the Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP).  This is State 
funding to reduce greenhouse gases that is made available for transit agencies.  ESTA started 
a new mid-day run from Lone Pine to Bishop with these funds and is applying to fund the 
continuation of this service in the coming year.  There is a reduction of the total funds 
available this year but ESTA will continue to be able to operate this route this year.   
 
Motion to approve Resolution 2017-02 was made by Rick Pucci and seconded by Doug 
Thompson.  Motion carried 5-0 

 
ITEM NO. 6 Approve by Minute Order: 1) Fiscal year 2013-2015 Triennial Performance Audit for 
the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission, 2) the recommended actions described in the 
staff report to address each finding, and 3) authorize the Executive Director to sign the Letter of 
Certification. 
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Staff hired PMC Consultants to complete two performance audits of the ICLTC, ESTA, and the 
Eastern Sierra Area Agency for Aging. Since the contract was signed, PMC Consultants 
became part of Michael Baker International consultants. The lead consultant has remained 
Derek Wong.  The performance audit makes sure that you are doing all of the things that you 
are supposed to be doing.  It gives a good picture of what has been done and can be very 
helpful to address a variety of issues.   
 
This year there were a couple of audit findings.  One finding, carried over from a prior audit, 
is to amend the ICLTC TDA approval resolution to include a couple of additional findings to 
better comply with the state statutes. This was suggested in the last performance audit three  
year ago but due to some oversight was not included in TDA allocation resolutions.  This 
change will be made in the coming TDA allocation and the suggested wording is already in 
the draft allocation for this year.   
 
The second finding has to do with Eastern Sierra Area Agency on Aging (ESAAA) for some of 
their community transit services.  Their fiscal audits show the transit services and not their 
overall budget.  They were not aware that the needed to show this.  We are working with 
ESAAA to address this in coming years.  This report is late in getting completed, though a 
time extension had been granted by the State to complete the audit.  
 
Courtney then asked the Commission to approve the audit and the necessary steps to 
correct the findings and authorize a letter of certification which states the name of the 
person that performed the audit (Courtney passed out a draft copy of the letter to all). 
 
Motion to approve the Minute Order was made by Bob Kimball and seconded by Jim Ellis.  
Motion carried 5-0 
 

DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 
ITEM NO. 7 Introduce the Draft Overall Work Program (OWP) for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 and ask 
for feedback from the Commission. 
 

The OWP serves as a scope of work with Caltrans to receive Rural Planning Assistance 
funding.  The draft was released for review to the City of Bishop, Caltrans and tribal 
governments and was made available on the LTC website.  It sets forth certain tasks that are 
eligible to receive this type of planning funds.   
 
Some of the projects that will be happening in the upcoming fiscal years include: the 
development of the 2018 Regional Transportation Improvement Program; an update of the 
Pavement Management Program; and the initiation of an update to the Regional 
Transportation Plan which needs to be updated every four years.  A list of eligible tasks is 
provided. The Commission is encouraged to review the draft OWP. Staff plans to bring back 
the Draft OWP for approval at the May ICLTC meeting. 
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ITEM NO. 8 Receive the second quarter invoice of Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) funds in Fiscal 
Year 2016-2017. 
 

This is the invoice for the 2nd quarter and we are a bit behind in spending the $230,000.  The 
ICLTC has expended $85,714.04 of RPA funds to date.  In the 2nd quarter, ICLTC staff 
expended $62,000 in Planning Programming and Monitoring (PPM) funds to wrap up the 
2014-2015 PPM allocation.  It appears at this point that 100% of the RPA funds will be 
expended this year and no amendment currently needs to be done to the FY 2016-2017 
OWP.  Courtney noted that this was an information report only and asked if there were any 
questions, no questions asked. 

 
ITEM NO. 9 Receive the FY 2015-2016 fiscal audit of the Eastern Sierra Transit Authority 
 

John Helm stated that this is a requirement of the TDA because they received Transportation 
Development Act funds through the LTC.  A financial audit is required each year and this was 
completed in January 2017.  It was presented last month to the ESTA Board and presented 
this month for the LTC Commissions review.  The net position gained is $108,000.00 for the 
year.  The auditor showed that ESTA is in compliance with all of the requirements for the 
TDA and the Resolutions of the LTC. 

 
INFORMATION ITEMS 
 
ITEM NO. 10 ESTA Report 
 

ESTA continues to catch its breath after the winter weather.  ESTA staff is proceeding with 
the new service to Bishop Creek which will launch on Memorial Weekend.  It will then go 7 
days a week starting on Father’s Day weekend. 

 
Rick Pucci asked John how the word gets out to the people for the new route.  John stated 
that ESTA is working with the Chamber and the motel owners and various websites.  ESTA 
has also have information on their own website.  Rick then asked if there was a parking lot in 
Bishop where the people could stage for this Bishop Creek bus.  John explained the various 
spots available and that ESTA is working with local businesses.  Rick also said that there could 
be a problem with overnight parking in town and then using the bus to get to Bishop Creek 
and a pack station and then to not come back down for a week or more.  Rick pointed out 
that this could be a potential problem. 
 
Rick Ellis joined in mentioning that it would be beneficial to have a long term parking space 
at the Airport for those that are going to be gone for a week or so.  There is an informal 
arrangement with the Vons/K-Mart parking lot for those vehicles to be parked there on the 
outer parking spaces. ESTA will monitor if long term parking becomes an issue. 
 
Doug Thompson mentioned that the word about the new bus service has hit the various 
website for the John Muir Trail and the backpacking industry.  He stated that parking is an 
issue for the hikers.  Some will park for as long as 6-8 weeks.  The bus service is a great 
service but there does need to have designated parking in the towns to accommodate the 
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hikers.  He stated that 4500 people hiked the John Muir and Pacific Crest trail last year.  This 
used to be 200 or 300 people per year.  The numbers are increasing and this is presenting a 
parking issue in the towns along the way.  Doug went on to explain the needs of the hikers 
and the patterns that they use for the distance they will be hiking. 

 
ITEM NO. 11 Tribal Report 
 

Peter Bernasconi:  The Bishop Paiute Tribe received a grant to purchase a new Head Start 
bus.  The Bishop Tribe is also getting sustainable transportation grant funds they will use to 
hire a transportation planner for the Bishop Reservation.  They will be submitting another 
grant application for the transit voucher program.  The vouchers are for the elder tribe 
members and the kids on the reservation to access ESTA services.  They are also applying for 
a grant to purchase a smaller bus to be able to transport the elders to various places within 
town.   

 
ITEM NO. 12 Caltrans Report 
 

Ryan Dermody: District 9 is re-examining freight issues.  He will bring some background 
material on a new freight project to next month’s meeting.  Eastern Sierra truck traffic is not 
very high compared to other parts of California.  The freight study will look at parking issue 
and other local impacts.  There will be a consultant writing this study who will attend an LTC 
meeting. 
 
Caltrans has had a very busy January and February resulting from winter weather plus they 
were down 20 road crew workers. It was a struggle.  They are now caught up and looking to 
clean culverts preparing for spring runoff. There are over 9,000 culverts located in District 9.  
More storms are on their way. 
 
CTC meeting to come to our area in September 13 & 14th.  Mono County LTC will be the host 
of a town hall meeting.  There will be field trips in Mammoth to showcase our area.  Ryan 
has not seen them in our area in the 16 years that he has been in District 9.  Rick Pucci asked 
if they would be coming to Bishop.  Ryan did not think that they would.  Ryan did ask where 
our commission would like them to go.  The LTC commissioners each chimed in stating 
various sites to see in Bishop and surrounding areas.  Ryan will present this point to CTC staff 
to see if the field trip could drop down into the Bishop area.  Doug mentioned the 
importance of the US 395 corridor and the MOU partnerships that the ICLTC has participated 
in. 
 
Walkable Communities grant:  District 9 staff is applying for another grant to see where we 
need bike lanes and sidewalks within the communities that have a state highway as a Main 
Street.  The Mono LTC provided a letter of support to District 9 and it would be nice if the 
Inyo LTC could also write a letter of support for these grants. The Commission agrees that 
this would be a good idea and directs staff to write a letter of support for this grant 
application. 
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District 9 is applying for a state planning and research grant for freight movement and trends 
in the Eastern Sierra.  This will take about 8 months to get through.   
 
Freeman Gulch Segment 1: funds for the construction component have been awarded and 
this project is going to construction in spring.   
 
There was additional discussion about truck-related issues in the Eastern Sierra.  
 
Caltrans will have a lot of things to bring to the next meeting. 
 

ITEM NO. 13 City of Bishop Report 
 

Deston:  Seebu to school.  The City has reached an agreement with LADWP to construct this 
project. City staff also met with the school and the school is very supportive of the project.  
The project may go to construction late this summer.  The Lessee, Lee Tatum is also very 
excited for this to begin.  A few of the residence that we not sure about this are now 
supportive. 
 
Hanby/Spruce/Yaney sidewalk project is waiting for the environmental report to come in and 
they should arrive this week. 
 
Destin also wanted to thank LADWP for their help with the Seibu to School bike path project.  
 

ITEM NO. 14 Executive Director’s Report 
 

Courtney announced that Clint was not able to attend, he is attending a meeting regarding 
potential run off issues. 
 
Dan Totheroh arrived at 9:50 

 
ITEM NO. 15 Reports from all members of the Inyo County LTC  
 

Rick Pucci noted that it is nice to see the major entities (City of Bishop, Tribe, County, etc.) all 
working together on large projects.  He is hoping to see more of this in the future. 
 
Pat Gardner commented that with the letters of support that were written for the Seibu to 
School project were a huge help in getting this project through.  If we can do this in the 
future for each other it will make a difference. 
 
Doug Thompson mentioned that things have changed with the way that grants are 
processed.  In his past experience every grant that was applied for in this area was approved 
because no one had ever applied for them before.  Once they started working with the other 
entities this was a great help.  It works much better if we can all work together. 
 
Bob Kimball mentioned that with the visitor’s center in Lone Pine there were 12 agencies 
involved in getting that project through.  
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Rick Pucci stated that the current staff at Caltrans is made up of local people with a lot of 
experience and they are very good at applying for the various grants.  They are helpful and 
we should lean on their expertise to aid in getting these grant applications through.  They are 
always willing to help too. 
 
Dan Totheroh apologized for being late to the meeting.  He thought that the meeting started 
at 10:00 and not 9:00.  It was noted that he was on time for the 10:00 meeting! 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 

Pat Gardner adjourned the meeting at 9:58 a.m. The next LTC meeting is scheduled to be 
held on April 19, 2017 with the exact location to be determined and announced at a later 
date.  Pat Gardner stated that she will not be able to attend the April meeting but she did 
talk to Laura Smith who will take her place. 
 

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:    April 19, 2017 
 
PREPARED BY:   Courtney Smith, Transportation Planner 
 
SUBJECT:   South 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. 
 
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 

using a van. 
 
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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S T A F F   R E P O R T 
 
 
 
MEETING:    April 19, 2017 
 
PREPARED BY:   Courtney Smith, Transportation Planner 
 
SUBJECT:   The Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017 (SB 1) 
 
 
Recommended Action 
Your Commission is being asked to receive information on The Road Repair and Accountability Act 
of 2017. This is a discussion item and no action is required to be taken.  
 
Overview 
On Thursday April 6th the California State Senate and Assembly passed The Road Repair and 
Accountability Act of 2017. Governor Brown had supported this legislation and it is anticipated his 
signature on this bill is forthcoming. The bill, approved by two-thirds votes of the Senate and, raises 
the gas tax by 12 cents per gallon, boosts diesel taxes and creates a new annual fee when cars and 
trucks are registered.   
 
The tax increases will take effect November 1 and new vehicle registration fees will begin Jan. 1, 
2018. Fees on zero-emission vehicles will take effect July 1, 2020, according to the text of the bill. 
To raise a projected $52.4 billion over 10 years, changes to taxes and fees include: 
 

• 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 
• A $100 annual fee on zero-emission vehicles.  

 
The vote brings California's gas excise tax to 30 cents per gallon. As a part of the approval of SB 1, 
legislators also voted on a constitutional amendment that protects transportation funding from being 
diverted for other purposes. Measure ACA 5 be placed on the June 2018 ballot. 
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Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Program 
These funds will be split 50%/50% between the state and local streets and roads. The State portion 
will go to the State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP). The Central California 
area is slated to get approximately $3.256 billion over the ten-year period. This appears to be a 
significant increase in SHOPP funds. Caltrans will be required to report to the CTC on its progress in 
meeting performance goals included in this act. Caltrans will also be required to report to the CTC 
on projects funded by the act, including the amount of funds spend and the estimated useful life of 
the improvement. The CTC will evaluate their progress and may make recommendation for 
improvement. The CTC ma also withhold future project allocations if they determine the funds are 
not appropriately being spent.  
 
Local Streets and Roads 
The new source of funding will provide a significant source of funding for the County of Inyo and 
the City of Bishop. It is estimated that over the ten-year effective period of this legislation, the 
average road formula funds received by the County will jump from $2,338,545 in FY 2016-2017 to 
an average of $6,038,545 over the ten-year period. In FY 2018-2019, the first full year of the tax, the 
gas tax revenue for the City of Bishop is estimated to move from a predicted $94,699 to $162,884. 
 
Eligible projects include: 
 

• Road maintenance and rehabilitation 
• Safety projects 
• Railroad grade separations 
• Complete street components, including active transportation purposes, pedestrian and bicycle 

safety projects, transit facilities, and drainage and stormwater 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 new Road Maintenance & Rehabilitation Program will require cities and counties to submit a 
list of projects proposed to be funded to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) and report 
to the CTC after expending funds on a project including the amount of funds spent and the estimated 
useful life of the improvement. Additionally, cities and counties are required to sustain maintenance 
of effort by spending at least the same amount as previous fiscal years on transportation purposes 
from the city or county general fund. Cities and counties with average pavement conditions index 
scores exceeding 80 could use funds for transportation priorities other than those listed above.  
 
The new Road Maintenance & Rehabilitation Program will provide needed stability to the County 
Road Department that has operated at a deficit with reduced staffing in the last several years. 
 
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 
Though there is a table that indicates that over the ten-year cycle the ICLTC will get an estimated $8 
of STIP funds. It is not clear what the impact to the STIP will be. We will know more when the 2018 
STIP fund estimate is released in July of this year. What we do know is that the gas excise tax is now 
fixed at least 17.3 cents per gallon, it will not be brought down to 10 cents a gallon and defund the 
STIP. This will provide some much needed stability to the STIP, though we are not yet sure at what 
funding level.   
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State Transit Assistance (STA) 
The Inyo County LTC is estimated to receive a total of $1.052 million over the ten-year program of 
STA funds that can be allocated to public transit projects and entities in compliance with the 
Transportation Development Act. There have been some delays in the receipt of STA funds in the 
last year and this will help stabilize this fund source. 
 
Attachments 
 

• A Section by Section Analysis of The Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017 
• California State Association of Counties summary of SB 1 
• Estimated County Road Formula Funding Table 
• California City Finance Table 
• STIP Summary Table 
• State Transit Assistance Table 

 



















 

 

 

 AB 1 (Frazier)/SB 1 (Beall): Transportation Funding/Reform  
CSAC Revenue and Expenditure Analysis  

 
All revenue and expenditure estimates are based of full implementation of these funding/reform packages 

which occurs in year five. If adopted in 2017, full implementation would occur in FY 2021-22. 
 

REVENUES 
 
New Revenues 
Maintenance & Rehabilitation Investments - $3.12 billion annually  

 Gas tax increase of 12-cents, which generates $1.8 billion annually  

o AB 1 levies the entire increase in year one 

o SB 1 levies the increase in increments over three years (6-cents in year one, 9-cents in year 

two, and 12-cents in year three) 

o Gas tax revenues deposited into the Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account (RMRA) 

 SB 1 would capture off-highway vehicle (OHV) increment from new gas tax for 

RMRA, whereas AB 1 maintains current practice of sending OHV related share to 

OHV accounts 

o Indexed for inflation every three years 

 Vehicle registration fee (VRF) of $38, which generates $1.3 billion annually  

o Deposited into the RMRA 

o Indexed for inflation every three years 

 Zero emission vehicle registration fee (ZVRF) of $100 (SB 1) or $165 (AB 1), which would generate 

approximately $20 million annually 

o Deposited into the RMRA 

o Indexed for inflation every three years 

 
Freight Investments - $600 million annually  

 20-cent diesel excise tax, which generates $600 million annually 

o Deposited into the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF) 

o Indexed for inflation every three years 

 
Transit Investments - $563 million annually  

 Up to a 4% increase in the sales tax on diesel, which generates approximately $263 million annually  

o Deposited into the State Transit Assistance Account (STA) 

o Allocated via the Public Transportation Account (PTA) formula  

o AB 1 increases the rate by 3.5% all for the STA/PTA allocation 

o SB 1 increases the rate by 4%, 3.5% which benefits the STA/PTA formula and 0.5% benefits 

the Transit and Intercity Rail Corridor Program (TIRCP) 

 Increase existing cap and trade expenditures, which generates approximately $300 million annually  

o From 10% to 20% of total cap and trade auction proceeds for the TIRCP 

o From 5% to 10% of total cap and trade auction proceeds for the Low Carbon Transit 

Operations Program (LCTOP) 

 

TOTAL NEW REVENUE GENERATED FOR ALL INVESTMENT CATEGORIES:   $4.28 BILLION  



 

 

 
Restored/Returned Revenues 
Maintenance & Rehabilitation Investments - $1.81 billion annually  

 $500 million in truck weight fees 

o Directed to the Highway User Tax Account (HUTA) 

o Allocated via the 44 STIP/44 LSR/12 SHOPP split 

o AB 1 would phase in a specific dollar amount to be returned to transportation projects 

whereas SB 1 would phase in a certain percentage of weight fee revenue. AB 1 would cap 

the weight fee transfer to the General Fund to $500 million in FY 2021-22 and SB 1 would 

cap the transfer to 50% of total weight fee revenue collected in FY 2021-22. Depending on 

how much weight fee revenue is collected in any given year one approach could return 

more back to transportation projects than another but it’s difficult to predict.   

 Eliminate the annual BOE adjustment of the price-based excise tax, reset the rate to 17.3-cents, 

which would generate $1.125 billion over FY 2016-17 anticipated revenues  

o Directed to the HUTA 

o Allocated via the 44/44/12 split  

 Return $125 million in price-based revenues related to the sale of fuel for non-highway purposes 

(Off-Highway Vehicles) 

o Directed to the HUTA 

o Allocated via the 44/44/12 split  

 Return $60 million in miscellaneous transportation revenues 

o Directed to the RMRA 

o Allocated via the 50 state/50 local split after off-the top set-aside  

 
TOTAL RESTORED/RETURNED REVENUE GENERATED FOR ALL INVESTMENT CATEGORIES: $1.81 BILLION 
 
One-Time Revenues  
Maintenance & Rehabilitation Investments 

 $703 million in transportation loans  

o Split 50/50 between the state/locals 

 
TOTAL ONE-TIME REVENUES GENERATED FOR ALL INVESTMENT CATEGORIES:  $703 MILLION  
 
 
 
 
TOTAL NEW REVENUE GENERATED FOR ALL INVESTMENT CATEGORIES:   $4.28 BILLION  
TOTAL RESTORED/RETURNED REVENUE GENERATED FOR ALL INVESTMENT CATEGORIES: $1.81 BILLION 

GRAND TOTAL ON-GOING REVENUE FOR ALL INVESTMENT CATEGORIES:   $6.09 BILLION  



 

 

EXPENDITURES BY ACCOUNT FOR ROAD PURPOSES 
 
Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account (RMRA) 

 Receives $3.18 billion from new and returned/restored revenue annually: 

o $3.12 billion from new revenues (gas tax, VRF, ZVRF) 

o $60 million from returned revenues (miscellaneous revenues)  

 Take-downs before formula allocation: 

o $200 million annually for the State Local Partnership Program (SLPP) 

o $80 million annually for the Active Transportation Program (ATP) 

o $30 million annually for 4-years to establish the Advanced Mitigation Program (not 

reflected in calculations throughout analysis as this take-down will cease in year five/full 

implementation)  

o $2-5 million annually for the CSU/UC transportation centers (SB 1 would allocated $2 

million for the UC system only whereas AB 1  would allocated $2 million for the UC system 

and $3 million for the CSU system) 

 Remainder for formula allocation: 

o $2.9 billion   

o Remainder split 50 state/50 local 

 $1.45 for the SHOPP 

 $1.45 billion for LSR 

 
TOTAL GENERATED FOR RMRA:        $3.18 BILLION  

 
Highway User Tax Account (HUTA)  

 Receives $1.75 billion from returned/restores revenues annually: 

o $1.125 billion from resetting the price-based excise tax rate 

o $500 million in truck weight fees 

o $125 million from OHV related price-based excise tax revenue  

 Formula allocations: 

o 44% STIP/44% LSR/12% SHOPP 

 $770 million for the STIP 

 $770 million for LSR 

 $21 million for the SHOPP 

 
TOTAL GENERATED FOR HUTA:        $1.75 BILLION  
 
 
 
 
TOTAL GENERATED FOR RMRA:        $3.18 BILLION  
TOTAL GENERATED FOR HUTA:        $1.75 BILLION  

GRAND TOTAL ON-GOING REVENUE FOR ROAD PURPOSES CATEGORIES:   $4.93 BILLION  



 

 

EXPENDITURES BY SYSTEM FOR ROAD PURPOSES 
 
Local Streets and Roads 

 $2.22 billion annually  

o $1.45 billion annually from new/returned revenue from the RMRA 

o $770 million annually from restores/returned revenue from the HUTA 

 Potential LSR benefits from $200 million SLPP and $80 million ATP 

 One time revenue of $352 million from transportation loan repayment  

 
State Highways Operations and Protection Program 

 $1.47 billion annually  

o $1.45 billion annually from new/returned revenue from the RMRA 

o $21 million annually from restores/returned revenue from the HUTA 

 Potential State Highways benefits from $200 million SLPP and $80 million ATP 

 One time revenue of $352 million from transportation loan repayment  

 
State Transportation Improvement Program  

 $770 million annually  

 Potential State Highways benefits from $200 million SLPP and $80 million ATP 

 
STREAMLINING AND OTHER PROVISIONS OF INTEREST TO COUNTIES 
 
CEQA Streamlining 

 AB 1 and SB 1 both remove the sunset, remove population cap, and extend to state projects the 
existing CEQA exemption for local jurisdictions under 100,000 population for the repair, 
maintenance, or other minor alteration to an existing roadway if the project improves public safety. 

 
Caltrans Efficiencies 

 AB 1 and SB 1 require Caltrans to annually identify savings achieved through efficiencies 
implemented at the department and to propose, from the identified savings, an appropriation to be 
included in the annual Budget Act of up to $70,000,000 from the State Highway Account for 
expenditure on the Active Transportation Program. 

 
Advance Mitigation Program 

 AB 1 and SB 1 would both establish an Advance Mitigation Program in the Caltrans, authorizing the 
department to undertake mitigation measures in advance of construction of a planned 
transportation project. The bills would allocate $30 million per year for four years from the Road 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation Program to endow a revolving fund. The bill would provide for 
reimbursement of the revolving fund at the time a planned transportation project benefiting from 
advance mitigation is constructed. 



COUNTY Total Funding     

FY 2016‐17

Average Total Annual Funding FY 

2017‐18 through 2026‐27

ALAMEDA $22,710,856 $45,910,856

ALPINE $414,572 $814,572

AMADOR $1,563,363 $3,663,363

BUTTE $5,485,286 $13,085,286

CALAVERAS $2,342,412 $5,642,412

COLUSA $1,580,235 $4,080,235

CONTRA COSTA $19,128,009 $38,528,009

DEL NORTE $872,856 $2,172,856

EL DORADO $6,505,668 $13,405,668

FRESNO $17,302,335 $40,602,335

GLENN $1,911,754 $5,011,754

HUMBOLDT $4,137,843 $10,137,843

IMPERIAL $6,233,379 $16,833,379

INYO $2,338,545 $6,038,545

KERN $17,307,565 $39,207,565

KINGS $2,942,538 $7,542,538

LAKE $2,353,037 $5,653,037

LASSEN $2,119,748 $5,319,748

LOS ANGELES $136,784,611 $277,284,611

MADERA $4,158,913 $10,858,913

MARIN $4,684,707 $9,984,707

MARIPOSA $1,379,559 $3,479,559

MENDOCINO $3,321,480 $8,221,480

MERCED $5,844,895 $14,644,895

MODOC $1,936,949 $5,036,949

MONO $1,547,106 $3,847,106

MONTEREY $7,804,820 $17,704,820

NAPA $3,106,266 $6,806,266

NEVADA $3,236,386 $7,036,386

ORANGE $48,176,286 $96,176,286

PLACER $9,682,866 $19,582,866

PLUMAS $2,138,260 $4,638,260

RIVERSIDE $34,832,938 $73,532,938

SACRAMENTO $26,060,485 $54,660,485

SAN BENITO $1,554,094 $3,754,094

SAN BERNARDINO $34,176,788 $71,576,788

SAN DIEGO $51,554,792 $105,354,792

SAN FRANCISCO* $8,856,928 $19,756,928

SAN JOAQUIN $12,706,695 $28,206,695

SAN LUIS OBISPO $6,831,235 $15,731,235

SAN MATEO $12,761,244 $25,861,244

SANTA BARBARA $8,159,625 $17,259,625

SANTA CLARA $28,111,347 $57,311,347

*county share only

Estimated County Road Formula Funding ‐ Current Year vs. SB 1 Averages

 Based on CSAC FY 2016‐17 HUTA funding estimates and SB 1 10‐year funding estimates ‐ 3/31/17



COUNTY Total Funding     

FY 2016‐17

Average Total Annual Funding FY 

2017‐18 through 2026‐27

SANTA CRUZ $5,514,193 $11,514,193

SHASTA $5,251,926 $12,251,926

SIERRA $872,452 $2,072,452

SISKIYOU $3,529,739 $8,529,739

SOLANO $7,281,252 $15,781,252

SONOMA $10,659,341 $23,359,341

STANISLAUS $9,901,819 $22,401,819

SUTTER $2,545,617 $6,345,617

TEHAMA $2,715,120 $7,115,120

TRINITY $1,653,785 $3,953,785

TULARE $9,805,277 $24,905,277

TUOLUMNE $2,384,826 $5,484,826

VENTURA $14,336,145 $29,036,145

YOLO $3,985,654 $9,385,654

YUBA $2,078,241 $5,178,241

TOTALS $659,174,658 $1,409,274,658

 Based on CSAC FY 2016‐17 HUTA funding estimates and SB 1 10‐year funding estimates ‐ 3/31/17



Local Streets and Roads - Projected FY2018-19 Revenues
Based on State Dept of Finance statewide revenue projections as of April 2017
Estimated  4 April 2017 Highway Users Tax Acct (HUTA)(1)  Streets & Highways Code Loan TOTAL Road Mntnc TOTAL

Sec2105 (3) Sec2106 (3) Sec2107 (3) Sec2107.5 (4) Sec2103 (5) Repayment(6) HUTA Rehab Acct(7)

GLENN COUNTY
ORLAND 44,615            31,746            57,636           2,000         33,806           8,783               178,586          131,859          310,445              
WILLOWS 36,111            26,610            46,651           2,000         27,363           7,109               145,844          106,728          252,572              
HUMBOLDT COUNTY
ARCATA 105,603          68,581            136,423          4,000         80,019           20,789             415,415          312,109          727,524              
BLUE LAKE 7,480              9,318              9,664             1,000         5,668             1,473               34,603            22,108           56,711                
EUREKA 158,041          100,252          204,166          6,000         119,754         31,112             619,324          467,090          1,086,414            
FERNDALE 8,335              9,834              10,767           1,000         6,316             1,641               37,892            24,633           62,526                
FORTUNA 69,317            46,665            89,547           3,000         52,524           13,646             274,699          204,866          479,566              
RIO DELL 19,855            16,792            25,649           1,000         15,045           3,909               82,249            58,680           140,929              
TRINIDAD 2,133              6,088              2,756             1,000         1,616             420                  14,013            6,304             20,318                
IMPERIAL COUNTY
BRAWLEY 154,408          98,058            199,473          6,000         117,001         30,397             605,337          456,354          1,061,691            
CALEXICO 233,716          145,957          301,928          6,000         177,096         46,009             910,706          690,750          1,601,456            
CALIPATRIA 44,783            31,848            57,854           2,000         33,934           8,816               179,235          132,357          311,592              
EL CENTRO 262,539          163,366          339,163          6,000         198,936         51,683             1,021,687       775,936          1,797,623            
HOLTVILLE 35,414            26,189            45,750           2,000         26,835           6,972               143,159          104,666          247,825              
IMPERIAL 105,579          68,567            136,393          4,000         80,002           20,784             415,326          312,041          727,366              
WESTMORLAND 13,112            12,720            16,939           1,000         9,936             2,581               56,288            38,754           95,042                
INYO COUNTY
BISHOP 23,080            18,740            29,817           1,000         17,489           4,544               94,669            68,214           162,884              
KERN COUNTY
ARVIN 121,929          78,442            157,515          5,000         92,391           24,003             479,279          360,363          839,642              
BAKERSFIELD 2,203,481       1,335,635       2,846,579       10,000        1,669,662       433,774           8,499,133       6,512,400       15,011,533          
CALIFORNIA CITY 82,069            54,367            106,021          4,000         62,187           16,156             324,800          242,555          567,355              
DELANO 308,287          190,996          398,263          7,500         233,601         60,689             1,199,337       911,145          2,110,482            
MARICOPA 6,707              8,851              8,665             1,000         5,082             1,320               31,626            19,824           51,450                
MCFARLAND 85,196            56,256            110,061          3,000         64,556           16,772             335,840          251,797          587,637              
RIDGECREST 163,115          103,316          210,721          6,000         123,598         32,111             638,861          482,087          1,120,948            
SHAFTER 104,899          68,156            135,515          4,000         79,486           20,650             412,707          310,031          722,738              
TAFT 54,664            37,815            70,618           2,000         41,421           10,761             217,280          161,560          378,840              
TEHACHAPI 83,778            55,399            108,229          3,000         63,482           16,492             330,380          247,606          577,985              
WASCO 153,856          97,724            198,760          6,000         116,583         30,288             603,211          454,722          1,057,933            
KINGS COUNTY
AVENAL 90,119            59,229            116,421          4,000         68,287           17,741             355,796          266,347          622,143              
CORCORAN 144,219          91,904            186,310          6,000         109,281         28,391             566,105          426,241          992,346              
HANFORD 324,556          200,822          419,279          3,000         245,929         63,892             1,257,477       959,227          2,216,704            
LEMOORE 152,275          96,769            196,717          6,000         115,385         29,977             597,123          450,050          1,047,173            
LAKE COUNTY
CLEARLAKE 89,904            59,099            116,143          4,000         68,124           17,698             354,968          265,711          620,679              
LAKEPORT 27,695            21,527            35,778           2,000         20,986           5,452               113,439          81,854           195,293              
LASSEN COUNTY
SUSANVILLE 104,312          67,801            217,344          4,000         79,042           20,535             493,034          308,296          801,330              
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County STIP Share County Road Share

Alameda $29 $232

Alpine $1 $4

Amador $2 $21

Butte $6 $76

Calaveras $2 $33

Colusa $2 $25

Contra Costa $20 $194

Del Norte $1 $13

El Dorado $4 $69

Fresno $22 $233

Glenn $2 $31

Humboldt $6 $60

Imperial $10 $106

Inyo $8 $37

Kern $29 $219

Kings $4 $46

Lake $2 $33

Lassen $4 $32

Los Angeles $173 $1,405

Madera $4 $67

Marin $5 $53

Mariposa $1 $21

Mendocino $5 $49

Merced $7 $88

Modoc $2 $31

Mono $6 $23

Monterey $10 $99

Napa $4 $37

Nevada $3 $38

Orange $53 $480

Placer $7 $99

Plumas $2 $25

Riverside $47 $387

Sacramento $27 $286

San Benito $2 $22

San Bernardino $54 $374

San Diego $61 $538

San Francisco $15 $109

San Joaquin $15 $155

San Luis Obispo $11 $89

San Mateo $15 $131

Santa Barbara $12 $91

Santa Clara $34 $292

Santa Cruz $6 $60

NEW COUNTY INVESTMENTS (In Millions)
Estimated Amounts Based on Historical Data
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County STIP Share County Road Share

NEW COUNTY INVESTMENTS (In Millions)
Estimated Amounts Based on Historical Data

Shasta $6 $70

Sierra $1 $12

Siskiyou $4 $50

Solano $9 $85

Sonoma $11 $127

Stanislaus $11 $125

Sutter $2 $38

Tahoe RPA $1 $0

Tehama $3 $44

Trinity $2 $23

Tulare $13 $151

Tuolumne $2 $31

Ventura $18 $147

Yolo $5 $54

Yuba $2 $31

Interregional $ $0

Total $1,174 $7,500
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Regional Entity

PUC 99313 ‐ STA 

Allocation 

(Projected 10‐Yr 

Increase) 

PUC 99314 ‐ STA 

Allocation 

(Projected 10‐Yr 

Increase) 

Local Entities – Both 

PUC 99313 & 99314 

Allocations

(Projected 10‐Yr 

Increase)

Metropolitan Transportation 

Commission (Alameda, Contra 

Costa, Marin, Napa, San Francisco, 

San Mateo, Santa Clara, Solano, 

Sonoma) $414,955,503 $1,148,758,290 $1,563,713,792
Sacramento Area Council of 

Goverments (El Dorado, Placer, 
Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and 

Yuba) $103,126,623 $48,235,908 $151,362,531
San Diego Metropolitan 

Transit System $134,043,130 $71,012,864 $205,055,994
San Diego Association of 

Governments $44,348,031 $21,449,019 $65,797,050
Tahoe Regional Planning 

Agency (El Dorado, Placer) $5,501,778 $0 $5,501,778

Alpine $61,555 $3,519 $65,074

Amador $2,080,609 $107,252 $2,187,861

Butte $12,542,446 $778,654 $13,321,100

Calaveras $2,544,451 $0 $2,544,451

Colusa $1,227,376 $63,599 $1,290,975

Del Norte $1,607,136 $113,732 $1,720,868

El Dorado $8,863,963 $956,649 $9,820,612

Fresno $53,920,116 $7,036,622 $60,956,738

Glenn $1,605,377 $0 $1,605,377

Humboldt $7,656,743 $1,275,834 $8,932,577

Imperial $10,196,652 $473,251 $10,669,903

Inyo $1,051,773 $0 $1,051,773

Kern $48,580,918 $4,334,692 $52,915,610

Kings $8,608,008 $1,692,862 $10,300,870

Lake $3,654,323 $341,080 $3,995,403

Lassen $1,892,657 $126,639 $2,019,296

Los Angeles $563,915,838 $670,152,084 $1,234,067,921

Madera $8,647,857 $0 $8,647,857

Mariposa $1,020,796 $5,173 $1,025,969

Mendocino $4,999,825 $360,678 $5,360,503

Merced $14,863,847 $1,187,316 $16,051,163

Modoc $539,221 $0 $539,221

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE ‐ NEW INVESTMENTS IN LOCAL ENTITIES
Estimated Amounts Based on Historical Data
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Regional Entity

PUC 99313 ‐ STA 

Allocation 

(Projected 10‐Yr 

Increase) 

PUC 99314 ‐ STA 

Allocation 

(Projected 10‐Yr 

Increase) 

Local Entities – Both 

PUC 99313 & 99314 

Allocations

(Projected 10‐Yr 

Increase)

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE ‐ NEW INVESTMENTS IN LOCAL ENTITIES
Estimated Amounts Based on Historical Data

Mono $820,727 $1,179,603 $2,000,330

Monterey $23,868,748 $4,014,948 $27,883,696

Nevada $5,494,086 $193,768 $5,687,854

Orange $174,519,205 $60,240,798 $234,760,003

Placer $16,199,666 $2,586,597 $18,786,263

Plumas $1,112,359 $0 $1,112,359

Riverside $127,701,554 $24,124,207 $151,825,762

San Benito $3,209,109 $0 $3,209,109

San Bernardino $117,577,141 $32,466,387 $150,043,528

San Joaquin $39,550,414 $8,515,676 $48,066,089

San Luis Obispo $15,413,088 $1,426,118 $16,839,206

Santa Barbara $24,305,131 $8,289,634 $32,594,765

Santa Cruz $15,100,773 $15,860,672 $30,961,446

Shasta $10,113,982 $707,258 $10,821,241

Sierra $179,291 $0 $179,291

Siskiyou $2,536,748 $190,217 $2,726,965

Stanislaus $29,680,575 $2,103,441 $31,784,016

Tehama $3,611,333 $0 $3,611,333

Trinity $761,269 $42,905 $804,174

Tulare $25,800,084 $2,922,915 $28,722,999

Tuolumne $3,078,340 $0 $3,078,340
Ventura $47,309,825 $6,669,137 $53,978,963
TOTAL $2,150,000,000 $2,150,000,000 $4,300,000,000
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Caltrans District 9 
Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) Count Data 

for US 395, US 6, SR 14 & SR 58 
1992 to 2016 (January – December) 
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Data Source: CT D9 System Planning/GIS unit 

 

AADT for US 6, Inyo and Mono Counties 
1992 to 2016 
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Data Source: CT D9 System Planning/GIS unit 

 

AADT for SR 14 & SR 58, Kern County  
1992 to 2016 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Average Annual Daily Traffic – the total traffic 

volume for the year divided by 365 days. Counts 
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Data Source: CT D9 System Planning/GIS unit 

 

AADT for US 395, Mono County 
 1992 to 2016 
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volume for the year divided by 365 days. Counts 

are taken at designated stations by inductive loop 

detectors.
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Data Source: CT D9 System Planning/GIS unit 

 

AADT for US 395, Inyo County 
1992 to 2016 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Average Annual Daily Traffic – the total traffic 

volume for the year divided by 365 days. Counts 

are taken at designated stations by inductive 

loop detectors.
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Note: SR 168 West, Bishop count includes 

local circulation traffic
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STAFF REPORT 
 

Subject:    Operating Statistics January – March 2017 
 
Initiated by: Jill Batchelder, Transit Analyst 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Receive information. 
 
ANALYSIS/DISCUSSION: 
 
The table below details primary operating statistics for Eastern Sierra Transit’s services in 
Inyo County for the past quarter.  Passenger trips, fare revenue, and passenger trips per 
hour all posted gains over the same period one year prior.  
 

    JAN - MAR 
2017 

JAN - MAR 
2016 

Percentage 
Change     

PASSENGERS         
Adult   7,365 6,424 14.6% 

Senior   5,113 4,402 16.2% 
Disabled   2,399 2,596 -7.6% 

Wheelchair   1,070 1,105 -3.2% 
Child   697 694 0.4% 
Free   831 772 7.6% 

TOTAL PASSENGERS   17,475 15,993 9.3% 
          
FARES   $82,599.66 $76,024.30 8.6% 
          
SERVICE MILES   111,833 110,088 1.6% 
          
SERVICE HOURS   5,092 5,027 1.3% 
          
PASSENGER PER HOUR   3.43 3.18 7.9% 

 
 
 
 
 
 
  



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Passengers per service hour is a measure of the efficiency of Eastern Sierra Transit’s 
routes.  The Mammoth Express, Bishop Dial-A-Ride, Nite Rider and Lancaster continue to 
meet or exceed the SRTP Standards. 
 

           PASSENGERS PER SERVICE HOUR   

    
  

Route 
JAN - MAR 

2017 
JAN - MAR 

2016 
% 

Change 
SRTP 

Standard 
Met 

Standard 
Mammoth Express 4.61 3.10 48.9% 2.5 – 4  
Lone Pine to Bishop 2.33 2.68 -12.8% 2.5 – 4 X 
Lone Pine DAR 2.11 1.72 22.8% 2.5 – 3.5 X 
Bishop DAR 4.11 3.89 5.7% 3 – 4.5  
Nite Rider 4.78 4.67 2.4% 3 – 4.5  
Reno 1.82 1.78 2.0% 2.5 – 3.5 X 
Lancaster 2.46 2.38 3.6% 2.5 – 3.5  

    
  

 
 
 
The Ridership Comparison table below compares January - March 2016 to the same quarter 
in the previous year. Considerable ridership gains were recorded for the Mammoth Express, 
Lone Pine Dial-A-Ride, Bishop Dial-A-Ride and 395 Route to Reno.  
 

 
RIDERSHIP COMPARISON 

 
     

Route 
JAN - MAR 

2017 
JAN - MAR 

2016 Variance % Change 
Mammoth Express 1,724 1,035 689 66.6% 
Lone Pine to Bishop 891 905 -14 -1.5% 
Lone Pine DAR 931 758 173 22.8% 
Bishop DAR 10,767 10,235 532 5.2% 
Nite Rider 909 915 -6 -0.7% 
Reno 1,215 1,196 19 1.6% 
Lancaster 1,038 917 121 13.2% 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Eastern Sierra Transit collected $82,599.66 in passenger fares during the quarter.  This 
was an increase of $6,575.36 over the same quarter last year (8.6%). The average 
passenger fare was $4.73 and the overall farebox ratio (fares as a percentage of total 
operating cost) was 17.87%. State transit funding requires a minimum farebox ratio of 
10%, which ESTA far exceeds. 
  

 
Fares as % of Operating Cost (Farebox Ratio) Comparison by Route 

 
 
 

Route FY 16-17 Q3 FY 16-17 Q3 
% 

Change  
SRTP 

Standard 
Meets 

Standard 
Mammoth Express 23.03% 15.53% 48.26% 10% - 15% Exceeds 

Lone Pine to Bishop 11.34% 12.77% -11.17% 10% - 15% Yes 

Lone Pine DAR 7.87% 6.78% 16.08% 10% - 12% NO 

Bishop DAR 13.41% 12.65% 6.03% 10% - 12% Exceeds 

Nite Rider 26.43% 26.86% -1.59% 10% - 12% Exceeds 

Reno 22.38% 23.71% -5.61% 10% - 40% Yes 

Lancaster 26.68% 24.30% 9.80% 10% - 40% Yes 

      Total 17.87% 16.81% 6.30% 10% - 15% Exceeds 



Route Fares Adults Snr Dis W/C Child Free 
Total 
Pax 

  Yd 
Hrs  

Svc 
Hours Yd Mi 

SVC 
MILES 

AVG  
FARE 

REV/
SVC 
MILE 

PAX / 
SVC 
HR 

MI / 
SVC 
HR 

PAX / 
SVC MI 

Farebox 

INYO ROUTES                                    
JAN - MAR 
2017                                    
Mammoth 
Express $9,780.38 1349 200 30 5 47 93 1724 451 374 14,563 14,084 5.67 .69 4.61 39.0 0.12 23.03% 
Lone Pine to 
Bishop $4,275.79 536 210 105 4 18 18 891 450 382 17,363 16,814 4.80 .25 2.33 45.5 0.05 11.34% 

Lone Pine DAR $2,254.20 49 436 208 53 182 3 931 462 441 4,130 4,124 2.42 .55 2.11 9.4 0.23 7.87% 
Bishop DAR $23,995.65 3,193 3,863 1,758 928 390 635 10,767 2,847 2,617 30,341 27,655 2.23 .87 4.11 11.6 0.39 13.41% 

Nite Rider $3,416.24 579 49 147 74 4 56 909 198 190 2,819 2,783 3.76 1.23 4.78 14.8 0.33 26.43% 

Reno $21,886.65 950 163 64 4 26 8 1,215 736 668 27,650 26,827 18.01 .82 1.82 41.4 0.05 22.38% 

Lancaster $16,990.75 709 192 87 2 30 18 1,038 497 422 20,037 19,546 16.37 .87 2.46 47.5 0.05 26.68% 

Total $82,599.66 7,365 5,113 2,399 1,070 697 831 17,475 5,642 5,092 116,903 111,833 4.73 .74 3.43 23.0 0.16 17.87% 

                                      

                                      

                                      
JAN - MAR 
2016                                     
Mammoth 
Express $5,898.00 770 102 33 4 81 45 1,035 425 334 14,498 14,042 5.70 .42 3.10 43.4 0.07 15.53% 
Lone Pine to 
Bishop $4,261.25 535 171 137 22 25 15 905 398 338 15,147 14,565 4.71 .29 2.68 44.8 0.06 12.77% 

Lone Pine DAR $1,942.00 56 338 153 47 153 11 758 462 441 4,019 4,010 2.56 .48 1.72 9.1 0.19 6.78% 

Bishop DAR $22,732.25 2,955 3,381 1,931 960 372 636 10,235 2,816 2,628 30,492 27,720 2.22 .82 3.89 11.6 0.37 12.65% 

Nite Rider $3,577.80 646 35 134 58 3 39 915 201 196 3,285 3,171 3.91 1.13 4.67 16.8 0.29 26.86% 

Reno $23,286.75 835 193 118 12 32 6 1,196 741 671 28,552 27,563 19.47 .84 1.78 42.6 0.04 23.71% 

Lancaster $14,168.75 627 150 90 2 28 20 917 429 386 18,717 18,482 15.45 .77 2.38 48.5 0.05 24.30% 

Total $76,024.30 6,424 4,402 2,596 1,105 694 772 15,993 5,505 5,027 115,245 110,088 4.75 .69 3.18 22.9 0.15 16.81% 
 



Walker CAPM
MNO 395

108 Digouts
MNO 108

Sheep Ranch Shoulders
MNO 395

Virginia Lakes Turn Pocket
MNO 395

Green Lakes 
MNO395

Lee Vining Painting
MNO 395

June Lake Chip Seal
MNO 158

Sandhouse Snow Fence
MNO 395

Crestview Truck Shed
MNO 395

Minaret Repairs
MNO 203

N. Seevee Signal
INY 395

Mill Creek Thin Blanket
INY 395

Coso/Keough AR Chip Seal
INY 395

168 Delineators
INY 168

South District Digouts
INY 395

Indy Canopy
INY 395

Inyokern CMS
INY 395

Coso/Keough AR Chip Seal
INY 395

Little Lake Thin Blanket
INY 395

Death Valley Junction Thin Blanket
INY 190

Shoshone CAPM
INY 127

Amargosa Culverts
INY 127

178 Shoulders
KER 178

Transition Rail
INY 395

Rail Signs
KER 58

Mojave Equipment Building
KER 14

Mojave Deck Seals
KER 14

M O N O

I  N  Y  O

K  E  R  N

Funding Program
Maintenance
State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP)
Minor Projects

Rumble Strip Additions
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