Appendix B

Correspondence

From: genevieve@lsctahoe.com [mailto:genevieve@lsctahoe.com]
Sent: Monday, December 08, 2014 5:46 PM
To: Wildlife R6 Ask Region 6
Subject: Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan Update

Hello‐
LSC Transportation Consultants has been hired to conduct the 2015 update of the Inyo County Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP). The Inyo County regional transportation system includes all types of transportation modes: roadways, public
transit, bicycle paths, pedestrian facilities, airports, and other strategies to improve the flow and safety of the regional
transportation system. The improvement projects identified in the RTP are capital projects or long‐term investment
projects that develop, improve, or maintain physical elements of the transportation system. RTP projects can range in
size and scope from bike paths to adding passing lanes or turnouts on a state highway to purchase of new transit buses
to installing new hangars at an airport. The RTP is only the first step in the actual construction of large capital
transportation improvement projects in Inyo County. After a project has been identified in the RTP as a transportation
need that is consistent with adopted goals and policies, additional engineering and environmental analysis, as well as
public input, is required before the specific project is implemented.
Current federal regulations require Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) to consult with resource agencies
early in the regional transportation planning process. We would appreciate any input CA Fish and Game may have
regarding the effect of transportation related improvements on fish and game in Inyo County. I’ve attached a more
formal letter requesting input. Please let me know if there is someone else I should contact.
Feel free to call me with questions.

Genevieve Evans, AICP
Planner

LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
PO Box 5875
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Tahoe City, California 96145
530-583-4053
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
www.lsctrans.com
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
& TRAFFIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Post Office Box 5875
Tahoe City, California 96145
(530) 583-4053 FAX: (530) 583-5966
info@lsctahoe.com

December 8, 2014
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
407 West Line Street, Rm 1
Bishop, CA 93514
(760) 872-1171
The Inyo County Local Transportation Commission (ICLTC) is conducting a 2015 update of the Inyo
County Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) with assistance from LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
The Inyo County RTP provides a coordinated 20-year vision of the regionally significant transportation
improvements and policies needed to efficiently move goods and people within Inyo County. The
purpose of the RTP is to provide Inyo County a vision of transportation services and facilities, supported
by appropriate goals, for ten and twenty year planning horizons. The RTP documents the policy direction,
actions, and funding strategies designed to maintain and improve the transportation system within Inyo
County.
Current federal regulations require Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) to consult with
resource agencies early in the regional transportation planning process. Therefore, we would appreciate
any input your agency has with respect to transportation issues in Inyo County. For reference, here is a
link to the current 2009 RTP: http://www.inyoltc.org/rtp.html
Once the Public Draft 2015 Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan is completed, we will notify you and
provide you with instructions on how to view the document electronically. Thank you in advance for your
input and consideration.
Sincerely,
Genevieve Evans
Planner
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.

genevieve@lsctahoe.com
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Banks, Rose@Wildlife <Rose.Banks@wildlife.ca.gov>
Wednesday, December 17, 2014 10:13 AM
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
RE: Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan Update

Hi Genevieve,
I will be your contact for this project and will be happy to provide input. Can you tell me a little more specifically what
you are looking for at this point in the process? It may be helpful for me to have the 2009 CEQA document (Appendix
6A) for reference.
Thank you,
Rose Banks
Environmental Scientist
California Department of Fish and Wildlife—Inland Deserts Region
407 West Line Street
Bishop, CA 93514
(760) 873‐4412
Rose.Banks@wildlife.ca.gov
From: genevieve@lsctahoe.com [mailto:genevieve@lsctahoe.com]
Sent: Monday, December 08, 2014 5:46 PM
To: Wildlife R6 Ask Region 6
Subject: Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan Update

Hello‐
LSC Transportation Consultants has been hired to conduct the 2015 update of the Inyo County Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP). The Inyo County regional transportation system includes all types of transportation modes: roadways, public
transit, bicycle paths, pedestrian facilities, airports, and other strategies to improve the flow and safety of the regional
transportation system. The improvement projects identified in the RTP are capital projects or long‐term investment
projects that develop, improve, or maintain physical elements of the transportation system. RTP projects can range in
size and scope from bike paths to adding passing lanes or turnouts on a state highway to purchase of new transit buses
to installing new hangars at an airport. The RTP is only the first step in the actual construction of large capital
transportation improvement projects in Inyo County. After a project has been identified in the RTP as a transportation
need that is consistent with adopted goals and policies, additional engineering and environmental analysis, as well as
public input, is required before the specific project is implemented.
Current federal regulations require Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) to consult with resource agencies
early in the regional transportation planning process. We would appreciate any input CA Fish and Game may have
regarding the effect of transportation related improvements on fish and game in Inyo County. I’ve attached a more
formal letter requesting input. Please let me know if there is someone else I should contact.
Feel free to call me with questions.

Genevieve Evans, AICP
Planner
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genevieve@lsctahoe.com
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

genevieve@lsctahoe.com
Wednesday, December 17, 2014 2:50 PM
'Banks, Rose@Wildlife'
RE: Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan Update
Inyo RTP CEQA Initial Study Checklist.doc; nocompl.pdf; NoEffectInyoCoRTP.pdf

Rose‐
Thank you for your response. At this point we just want to make sure that your agency is “in the loop” and that our plan
is not inconsistent with any Fish and Wildlife Plans. The Regional Transportation Plan is broad in scope and each project
identified in Appendix 4 of the 2009 RTP will undergo separate environmental review prior to construction. However, if
your agency has any comments on the “big picture” transportation vision for Inyo County as identified in the old plan,
we would be interested. We also would be interested in any mitigation practices for transportation improvement
projects that Fish and Wildlife feels are important.
I attached environmental documents from the 2009 RTP for your review. We will also notify you after a Public Draft
2015 RTP has been completed.
Feel free to call me with any questions.
Genevieve Evans, AICP
Planner
LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
PO Box 5875
2690 Lake Forest Rd
Tahoe City, CA 96145
530-583-4053
Fax: 530-583-5966
www.lsctahoe.com
From: Banks, Rose@Wildlife [mailto:Rose.Banks@wildlife.ca.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, December 17, 2014 10:13 AM
To: genevieve@lsctahoe.com
Subject: RE: Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan Update

Hi Genevieve,
I will be your contact for this project and will be happy to provide input. Can you tell me a little more specifically what
you are looking for at this point in the process? It may be helpful for me to have the 2009 CEQA document (Appendix
6A) for reference.
Thank you,
Rose Banks
Environmental Scientist
California Department of Fish and Wildlife—Inland Deserts Region
407 West Line Street
Bishop, CA 93514
(760) 873‐4412
Rose.Banks@wildlife.ca.gov
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AND
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Post Office Box 5875
Tahoe City, California 96145
(530) 583-4053 FAX: (530) 583-5966
info@lsctahoe.com
December 9, 2014
Nye County
David Fanning
Director of Public Works
101 Radar Road
Tonopah, NV 89049
Re: Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan
Dear Mr. Fanning:
LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc. has been retained by the Inyo County Local Transportation
Commission (ICLTC) to prepare the Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) update. An
important element of the RTP process (and as required by State guidelines) is coordination with adjacent
counties. To accomplish this, we are seeking your input with regard to the Inyo County 2015 RTP. The
following is a list of the questions which may help to guide the discussion.
1. How would you characterize transportation conditions in Inyo County as they impact Nye County?
2. What do you see as the major economic and demographic factors in Nye County that can be
expected to impact transportation demands in Inyo County over the next 20 years?
3. How can the Inyo County RTP enhance mobility in Nye County?
4. Please include any other input you might have for the Inyo County RTP.

Thank you for your time and consideration. Your participation in the Inyo County RTP development
process is greatly appreciated.
Sincerely,
Genevieve Evans
Transportation Planner

LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
PO Box 5875
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Tahoe City, California 96145
530-583-4053
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
www.lsctrans.com
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AND
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Post Office Box 5875
Tahoe City, California 96145
(530) 583-4053 FAX: (530) 583-5966
info@lsctahoe.com
December 8, 2014
Kern Council of Governments
Bob Snoddy
Regional Planner III
1401 19th Street, Suite 300
Bakersfield, California 93301

Re: Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan
Dear Mr. Snoddy:
LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc. has been retained by the Inyo County Local Transportation
Commission (ICLTC) to prepare the Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) update. An
important element of the RTP process (and as required by State guidelines) is coordination with adjacent
counties. To accomplish this, we are seeking your input with regard to the Inyo County 2015 RTP. The
following is a list of the questions which may help to guide the discussion.
1. How would you characterize transportation conditions in Inyo County as they impact Kern County?
The SR-14/395 corridor provides easy access to multiple recreation destinations for Kern residents.
The Eastern Sierra Transit Authority still provides low-income Kern residents access to eastern
Sierrra communities and Reno, Nevada.
2. What do you see as the major economic and demographic factors in Kern County that can be
expected to impact transportation demands in Inyo County over the next 20 years?
High-speed rail, Amtrak, and Metrolink passenger rail services may be available to Inyo County
residents over the twenty-year planning period. Competition for Federal Highway Administration
funding will be an issue for all transportation planning agencies. Also, there is a current move toward
Sustainable Growth Communities, (SGC), Active Transportation Program (ATP), and Cap and Trade
funding programs that may impact the competitive funding actions of planning agencies.

3. How can the Inyo County RTP enhance mobility in Kern County?
Continue coordinating short and long-range transportation planning efforts with the Eastern Sierra
Planning Partnership.
4. Please include any other input you might have for the Inyo County RTP.
None at this time.

Thank you for your time and consideration. Your participation in the Inyo County RTP development
process is greatly appreciated.
Sincerely,
Genevieve Evans
Transportation Planner

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AND
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Post Office Box 5875
Tahoe City, California 96145
(530) 583-4053 FAX: (530) 583-5966
info@lsctahoe.com
December 8, 2014
Mono County Local Transportation Commission
Scott Burns
PO Box 347
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546
Phone: 760.924.1800

Re: Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan
Dear Mr. Burns:
LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc. has been retained by the Inyo County Local Transportation
Commission (ICLTC) to prepare the Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) update. An
important element of the RTP process (and as required by State guidelines) is coordination with adjacent
counties. To accomplish this, we are seeking your input with regard to the Inyo County 2015 RTP. The
following is a list of the questions which may help to guide the discussion.
1. How would you characterize transportation conditions in Inyo County as they impact Mono County?
2. What do you see as the major economic and demographic factors in Mono County that can be
expected to impact transportation demands in Inyo County over the next 20 years?
3. How can the Inyo County RTP enhance mobility in Mono County?
4. Please include any other input you might have for the Inyo County RTP.

Thank you for your time and consideration. Your participation in the Inyo County RTP development
process is greatly appreciated.
Sincerely,
Genevieve Evans
Transportation Planner

genevieve@lsctahoe.com
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Scott Burns <sburns@mono.ca.gov>
Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:14 PM
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
Gerry LeFrancois
RE: Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan Update

Genevieve:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Mono County staff appreciates the long‐standing productive history of
teamwork between our two counties and LTCs, often in concert with Caltrans. We recommend that the RTP Update
support continuation of this transportation planning partnership, including to:


Collaborate on improvements and planning efforts on roads of common interest, such as Rock Creek Road, and
to consider other opportunities for routes such as Lower Rock Creek Road, Highway 6, and Highway 168;



Participate in the Eastern California Transportation Planning Partnership, and as you note, continue multi‐
county MOUs for STIP programming purposes;



Share information on local initiatives, such as the ATV Adventure Trails, and address related signage concerns
near the county boundary;



Consider complimentary opportunities for scenic highway and scenic byway planning for Highway 395, such as
past CURES interpretive improvements;



Support common efforts to highlight and enhance community Main Streets situated along state highways,
including recommendations from the Eastern Sierra Corridor Enhancement Plan;



Address transit matters, such as recent transit plans and audits;



Investigate participation in YARTS, noting that YARTS is currently considering adding Fresno and Tuolumne as
new members;



Link our trails and bikeway plans;



Address common regional transportation environmental issues, such as sage grouse, frogs and toads, and deer
migration routes;



Work with Caltrans on common planning studies, such as the origin and destination studies; and



Support Digital 395 and last mile provider infrastructure coordination.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Mono County has also drafted an update of its RTP, and we recommend
that the draft Mono RTP Update be considered during the Inyo RTP update. Please contact us if you have any questions.
Scott Burns, Executive Director
Mono County Local Transportation Commission
760.924.1807
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From: genevieve@lsctahoe.com [mailto:genevieve@lsctahoe.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 9:15 AM
To: Scott Burns
Subject: FW: Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan Update
Scott‐
Just following up to make sure Mono County does not have any input for the Inyo County RTP update.
Thank you,
Genevieve Evans, AICP
Planner
LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
PO Box 5875
2690 Lake Forest Rd
Tahoe City, CA 96145
530-583-4053
Fax: 530-583-5966
www.lsctahoe.com
From: genevieve@lsctahoe.com [mailto:genevieve@lsctahoe.com]
Sent: Monday, December 08, 2014 6:18 PM
To: 'sburns@mono.ca.gov'
Subject: Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan Update

Scott‐
It is that time again, to update the Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan. As a neighboring RTPA and member of the
four county MOU, we are wondering if you have any input for the Inyo County RTP update.
I attached a more formal letter requesting input.
Feel free to call me with questions.
Thank you,

Genevieve Evans, AICP
Planner

LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
PO Box 5875
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Tahoe City, California 96145
530-583-4053
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
www.lsctrans.com
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AND
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Post Office Box 5875
Tahoe City, California 96145
(530) 583-4053 FAX: (530) 583-5966
info@lsctahoe.com
December 9, 2014
San Bernardino Associated Governments
Steve Smith
Director of Planning
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715
Re: Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan
Dear Mr. Smith:
LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc. has been retained by the Inyo County Local Transportation
Commission (ICLTC) to prepare the Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) update. An
important element of the RTP process (and as required by State guidelines) is coordination with adjacent
counties. To accomplish this, we are seeking your input with regard to the Inyo County 2015 RTP. The
following is a list of the questions which may help to guide the discussion.
1. How would you characterize transportation conditions in Inyo County as they impact San Bernardino
County?
2. What do you see as the major economic and demographic factors in San Bernardino County that can
be expected to impact transportation demands in Inyo County over the next 20 years?
3. How can the Inyo County RTP enhance mobility in San Bernardino County?
4. Please include any other input you might have for the Inyo County RTP.

Thank you for your time and consideration. Your participation in the Inyo County RTP development
process is greatly appreciated.
Sincerely,
Genevieve Evans
Transportation Planner

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AND
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Post Office Box 5875
Tahoe City, California 96145
(530) 583-4053 FAX: (530) 583-5966
info@lsctahoe.com

December 10, 2014

Native American Heritage Commission
1550 Harbor Blvd, Suite 100
West Sacramento, CA 95691
(916) 373-3710
(916) 373-5471 – Fax
Re:

Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation Plan

LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc. (LSC) has been retained by the Inyo County Local
Transportation Commission (ICLTC) to prepare the Inyo County 2015 Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP). The ICLTC is the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for the Inyo
County region. The RTP is a federally required long-range transportation-planning document
for the region within geographic Inyo County, and is updated every five years. The Inyo County
RTP provides a coordinated 20-year vision of the regionally significant transportation
improvements and policies needed to efficiently move goods and people within Inyo County.
The purpose of the RTP is to provide Inyo County a vision of transportation services and
facilities, supported by appropriate goals, for ten and twenty year planning horizons. The RTP
documents the policy direction, actions, and funding strategies designed to maintain and
improve the transportation system within Inyo County.
The RTPA is committed to developing Government-to-Government relationships with the Tribal
Governments within the Inyo County region. In an effort to include the Tribal Governments in
the RTP planning process, we request you provide us with contact information for tribes in Inyo
County that are on the “SB 18 Consultation List” and perform a Sacred Lands File search. We
would appreciate receiving this information at your earliest convenience (in an effort to include
the Tribal Governments in each step of the RTP process). Please send this information to the
address or fax above, or via email to genevieve@lsctahoe.com.
Please contact me with any questions. Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Genevieve Evans
Transportation Planner

genevieve@lsctahoe.com
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

genevieve@lsctahoe.com
Tuesday, November 25, 2014 4:11 PM
'rbrooke@blm.gov'
Inyo County LTC Regional Transportation Plan and Active Transportation Plan
BLM input.docx; Inyo Co public workshop flyer...pdf

Becca‐
Per our conversation, I have attached a short description and request for input on the two planning efforts LSC is
working on for the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission.
Also, I attached the flyer for the public workshops. Feel free to distribute as you see fit.

Public and stakeholder input will be incorporated into Draft documents, potentially in February. We will keep you in the
loop about the availability of Draft documents.
Feel free to call me with any questions.
Thank you,

Genevieve Evans, AICP
Planner

LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
PO Box 5875
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Tahoe City, California 96145
530-583-4053
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
www.lsctrans.com

1

Inyo Regional Transportation Plan/ Active Transportation Plan
BLM Input
The Inyo County Local Transportation Commission has hired LSC Transportation Consultants
Inc. to update the Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan and draft an Active Transportation
Plan. The Inyo County regional transportation system includes all types of transportation modes:
roadways, public transit, bicycle paths, pedestrian facilities, airports, and other strategies to
improve the flow and safety of the publicly owned regional transportation system. The purpose
of the RTP is to provide a 20 year vision for regional transportation capital improvements. The
2009 plan can be viewed here: http://www.inyoltc.org/rtp.html
The purpose of the Active Transportation Plan (ATP) is to identify capital improvement
needs/projects which will increase safety for Inyo County residents using non-automotive modes
of transportation as well as encourage more residents and visitors to walk, bike or other active
forms of transportation. The ATP will include several components: bicycle element
http://www.inyoltc.org/bmp.html pedestrian element, safe routes to schools element, and a
recreational trails element. The ATP will ultimately be used to apply for Active Transportation
Planning grants which now includes the Recreational Trails Program. Information on the
Recreational Trails Program can be found:
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/recreational_trails/
Input from land management agencies in Inyo County is important to this planning process.
Therefore, we would appreciate your input on the following:
1. Any needs/issues/problems with the regional transportation system as a whole, with facilities
on BLM land or on facilities which provide access to BLM land?
2. Potential projects which could be funded with Federal Land Access Program (FLAP) funds?
3. Where in Inyo County are there deficiencies in both the motorized and non motorized
recreational trail system specifically? Examples of deficiencies include a lack of connectivity
to established regional trail networks, no existing trails, lack of trail linkage to homes,
schools, campgrounds, scenic corridors etc. or areas where trails could be relocated or
reconstructed to enhance usage or reduce environmental impacts.
4. Potential Recreational Trails Projects to fix these deficiencies?
a. Estimates of the number of users that would be generated by the project? What
type of users would they be?
b. How would this project be accessed?
c. How would the project provide trail access for persons with disabilities?
d. How would the project provide for viewing of points of interest and/or provide
interpretive signage for natural, historical, or cultural sites?

5. Any information, reports, maps that have been completed identifying potential transportation
projects.

genevieve@lsctahoe.com
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

genevieve@lsctahoe.com
Thursday, November 20, 2014 3:01 PM
'mhornick@fs.fed.us'
Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan and Active Transportation Plan
Inyo Co public workshop flyer...pdf; USFS Input.docx

Marty‐
Per our phone conversation, I’ve attached the following:
1. Flyer advertising the public workshops for the project
2. Brief project description and request for input.
Receiving comments in the next month would be appreciated.
Thank you,

Genevieve Evans, AICP
Planner

LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
PO Box 5875
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Tahoe City, California 96145
530-583-4053
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
www.lsctrans.com

1

Inyo Regional Transportation Plan/ Active Transportation Plan
USFS Input
The Inyo County Local Transportation Commission has hired LSC Transportation Consultants
Inc. to update the Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan and draft an Active Transportation
Plan. The Inyo County regional transportation system includes all types of transportation modes:
roadways, public transit, bicycle paths, pedestrian facilities, airports, and other strategies to
improve the flow and safety of the publicly owned regional transportation system. The purpose
of the RTP is to provide a 20 year vision for regional transportation capital improvements. The
2009 plan can be viewed here: http://www.inyoltc.org/rtp.html
The purpose of the Active Transportation Plan (ATP) is to identify capital improvement
needs/projects which will increase safety for Inyo County residents using non-automotive modes
of transportation as well as encourage more residents and visitors to walk, bike or other active
forms of transportation. The ATP will include several components: bicycle element, pedestrian
element, safe routes to schools element, and a recreational trails element. The ATP will
ultimately be used to apply for Active Transportation Planning grants which now includes the
Recreational Trails Program. Information on the Recreational Trails Program can be found:
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/recreational_trails/
Input from the US Forest Service is key to this planning process, particularly for the Recreational
Trails Element portion. Therefore, we would appreciate your input on the following:
1. Any needs/issues/problems with the regional transportation system as a whole, with facilities
on USFS land or on facilities which provide access to USFS land?
2. Potential projects which could be funded with Federal Land Access Program (FLAP) funds?
3. Where in Inyo County are there deficiencies in both the motorized and non motorized
recreational trail system specifically? Examples of deficiencies include a lack of connectivity
to established regional trail networks, no existing trails, lack of trail linkage to homes,
schools, campgrounds, scenic corridors etc. or areas where trails could be relocated or
reconstructed to enhance usage or reduce environmental impacts.
4. Potential Recreational Trails Projects to fix these deficiencies?
a. Estimates of the number of users that would be generated by the project? What
type of users would they be?
b. How would this project be accessed?
c. How would the project provide trail access for persons with disabilities?
d. How would the project provide for viewing of points of interest and/or provide
interpretive signage for natural, historical, or cultural sites?

5. Any information, reports, maps that have been completed identifying potential recreational
trails projects.

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
& TRAFFIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Post Office Box 5875
Tahoe City, California 96145
(530) 583-4053 FAX: (530) 583-5966
info@lsctahoe.com

December 10, 2014
Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control District
157 Short Street
Bishop CA 93514
The Inyo County Local Transportation Commission (ICLTC) is conducting a 2015 update of the Inyo
County Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) with assistance from LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
The Inyo County RTP provides a coordinated 20-year vision of the regionally significant transportation
improvements and policies needed to efficiently move goods and people within Inyo County. The
purpose of the RTP is to provide Inyo County a vision of transportation services and facilities, supported
by appropriate goals, for ten and twenty year planning horizons. The RTP documents the policy direction,
actions, and funding strategies designed to maintain and improve the transportation system within Inyo
County.
Current federal regulations require Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) to consult with
resource agencies early in the regional transportation planning process. We would appreciate any input
GBUAPCD may have regarding the effect of any type of transportation improvement such as roadway
improvements, airport improvements, new transit facilities, bicycle path construction may have on air
quality in Inyo County.
Once the Public Draft 2015 Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan is completed, we will notify you and
provide you with instructions on how to view the document electronically. Thank you in advance for your
input and consideration.
Sincerely,
Genevieve Evans
Transportation Planner
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
& TRAFFIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
Post Office Box 5875
Tahoe City, California 96145
(530) 583-4053 FAX: (530) 583-5966
info@lsctahoe.com

December 010, 2014
Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board
14440 Civic Drive, Suite 200
Victorville, CA 92392
(760) 241-6583
FAX (760) 241-7308
The Inyo County Transportation Commission (ICLTC) is conducting a 2015 update of the Inyo County
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) with assistance from LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc. The Inyo
County RTP provides a coordinated 20-year vision of the regionally significant transportation
improvements and policies needed to efficiently move goods and people within Inyo County. The
purpose of the RTP is to provide Inyo County a vision of transportation services and facilities, supported
by appropriate goals, for ten and twenty year planning horizons. The RTP documents the policy direction,
actions, and funding strategies designed to maintain and improve the transportation system within Inyo
County.
Current federal regulations require Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) to consult with
resource agencies early in the regional transportation planning process. Therefore, we would appreciate
any input your agency has with respect to transportation issues in Inyo County. Also, we would appreciate
if you would be able to send us copies (electronic or otherwise) of any plans, maps or data that might
pertain to transportation in Inyo County.
Once the Public Draft 2015 Inyo County Regional Transportation Plan is completed, we will notify you and
provide you with instructions on how to view the document electronically. Thank you in advance for your
input and consideration.
Sincerely,
Genevieve Evans
Planner
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.

genevieve@lsctahoe.com
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

John Helm <jhelm@estransit.com>
Tuesday, December 09, 2014 4:58 PM
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
RE: Regional Transportation Plan input

HI Genevieve:
I can’t think of any other specific suggestions for your ATP process, other than the issue I mentioned with lack of
sidewalks. Regarding the 2010 RTP, all of the replacement buses have been procured, and the bus pullouts plans were
dropped when fixed route was discontinued in Bishop. We’re in pretty good shape right now, however, we will need to
program some money for future replacement buses beginning in about 2017‐18. We have $367k in PTMISEA monies
allocated for the first phase of improvements to the bus parking area at the Bishop airport. Phase 2 would involve
constructing administration and maintenance structures on the bus parking area lot and will need to be included in
future RTP plans. We’re awaiting the completion of the engineering and preliminary planning process, which should
provide some guidance as to what those costs might be. Please let me know if you have any other questions.
‐

John

John Helm
Executive Director
Eastern Sierra Transit Authority
760.872.1901 x12
From: genevieve@lsctahoe.com [mailto:genevieve@lsctahoe.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2014 3:18 PM
To: John Helm
Subject: Regional Transportation Plan input

John‐
Thank you for your comments at the Inyo County RTP/ATP public meeting. Other than the following, do you have any
additional input with respect to the RTP?:
‐

Lack of sidewalks and curbs make it challenging for ESTA passengers who use wheelchairs to board and alight
buses.

Also, I attached the transit project list from the 2010 RTP. Any changes? Additions? Completions? Potential
improvements to ESTA facility at the airport?
Thank you,

Genevieve Evans, AICP
Planner

LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
PO Box 5875
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C
1

Tahoe City, California 96145
530-583-4053
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
www.lsctrans.com

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 2014.0.4794 / Virus Database: 4235/8709 - Release Date: 12/09/14
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genevieve@lsctahoe.com
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Brian Adkins <Brian.Adkins@bishoppaiute.org>
Thursday, December 04, 2014 9:19 AM
genevieve@lsctahoe.com
Barrett Cox
FW: Draft Tribal Transit Plan - Bishop Paiute Tribe
Transit Plan - Bishop Paiute Tribe - Final Draft Print.pdf

Genevieve,
Please find attached a recent transit plan in final draft form. Although it has not been officially adopted yet by the Tribe it contains
details of exiting and future pathway, sidewalk plans that may be relevant to your active transportation planning effort.
The Tribe has several transportation plans in addition to the ones that you mentioned in your email that you have. In general
questions regarding transportation planning are handled by the Tribe's public works department. I am copying Mr. Barrett Cox our
public works director in the event you wish to contact him.
Thank you
Brian Adkins
Environmental Management Office
Bishop Paiute Tribe

1

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Death Valley National Park
P.O. Box 579
Death Valley, California 92328

February 6, 2015
Genevieve Evans, AICP Planner
LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
PO Box 5875
2690 Lake Forest Rd
Tahoe City, CA 96145
Dear Ms. Evans:
Thank you for the opportunity to answer these critical questions and to be a collaborator in this
planning process. Death Valley National Park is one of the premier tourist destinations in Inyo
County. The park brings about 1 million visitors to Inyo County each year. Inyo County is an
internationally known tourist destination because of places like Death Valley National Park. The
transportation system and infrastructure should be state of the art and reflect the dynamic nature
of the tourism industry.
The Park recognizes that “the Inyo County regional transportation system includes several types
of transportation modes: roadways, public transit, bicycle paths, pedestrian facilities, airports,
and other strategies to improve the flow and safety of the publicly owned regional transportation
system. The purpose of the RTP is to provide a 20 year vision for regional transportation capital
improvements.” Death Valley National Park would like to be an active partner in the regional
transportation planning effort to help make sure that planning is consistent with sound
engineering and an environmental analysis.
Input from the National Park Service is key to this planning process, particularly for the
Recreational Trails Element and Bicycle Element portion. Therefore, we would appreciate the
opportunity to provide input on the following:
1. Any needs/issues/problems with the regional transportation system as a whole, with
public facilities within the National Park or on facilities which provide access to NPS
land?
a. State highways, county roadways
 The interchange at Death Valley Junction is the main point of entry into
California from Nevada in this area and much of the Park visitation comes
through this point from Baker off Interstate 15. One problem area is at the
intersection of Hwy 127 and State Line Road at Death Valley Junction. In the
peak visitation season there can be 30 to 40 tour buses arriving from Las
Vegas daily. In addition there are heavy hauler semi-trucks that contribute to
deterioration of the road surface. Because of increased tourism regionally and
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transportation of waste to the Nevada National Security Site (formerly the
Nevada Test Site) through this corridor additional lanes may be needed to
accommodate this traffic.
There is inadequate signage on the stretch between Death Valley Junction and
the Nevada State line. There is little indication of the state line between NV
and CA. We suggest that a Welcome to California sign is needed. There is no
directional sign at Death Valley Junction to indicate a right turn onto Hwy 127
to travel to Death Valley National Park.
On Hwy 190 upstream from the Furnace Creek Inn in Furnace Creek Wash
there is a spring flow situation that impacts the roadway. See Attachment 1 for
a detailed synopsis of the situation.

b. Bicycle circulation/safety
The park supports the proposed routes in the bicycle plan including the three
routes along Hwy 190 and the Tecopa Shoshone route that includes a leg that
brings cyclists along the park boundary on Hwy 178. If these routes are approved
and become a reality, the park requests to cooperate with Inyo County to address
signage so that it aligns with National Park Service signage themes and designs.
See Figure 1 for more information.
c. Pedestrian circulation/safety
There are concerns at the following locations:
 Furnace Creek: there are traffic congestion and pedestrian safety issues along
Hwy 190. Perhaps a lowered speed limit, crossing zones, and flashing lit
Pedestrian Crossing signs would aid traffic flow and pedestrian safety at this
intersection.
 Stovepipe Wills: same comment
 Panamint Springs Resort: same comment
2. Any changes to the Furnace Creek and Stovepipe Wells airports since 2009? (Current
RTP descriptions listed below for reference.)
Furnace Creek Airport is located near the Furnace Creek Visitor Center within
Death Valley National Park. The airport is owned and operated by the National
Park Service. The airport has tie-downs, but no office or pilots lounge. Fuel
services are available. There are no based aircraft and there had been a reported
10,000 operations occurring annually. No plans exist to expand the airport or its
operations. There is no airport master plan. There has been a decrease in the
number of tour groups flying in from Las Vegas and other locales, according to
last report by tour providers, however, that may change. The Park will initiate an
Air Tour Management Plan per National Park Policies. That plan is not expected
to be completed before FY 2017.

DEVA Inyo County Transportation Plan Comments 2-6-15

Page 2

Stovepipe Wells Airport lies within Death Valley National Park. The airport is
owned and maintained by the National Park Service. There is no plan to close the
airport. There are no based aircraft and approximately 1,000 annual aircraft
operations. There is no airport master plan.
3. Potential projects which could be funded with Federal Land Access Program (FLAP)
funds?
 The park is currently installing bicycle racks at key visitor areas in an attempt
to provide better facilities for cyclists. Additional racks will be necessary if
the proposed bicycle facilities in the plan come to fruition.
 The current Furnace Creek to Harmony Borax bicycle facility (path) is in need
of repaving.
 Signage for bicycle facilities needs to be enhanced parkwide.
4. Any updates to proposed bicycle facilities identified in the Inyo County Collaborative
Bikeways Plan from 2009? http://www.inyoltc.org/bmp.html
The park has not identified any updates at this time. The National Park Service
would like to be a cooperator in the implementation of the plan to make sure that
the themes of the facilities are aligned with park themes, provide access for
persons with disabilities, provide for interpretation of park resources, and comply
with National Environmental Policy Act and National Historic Preservation Act
provisions.
5. Where in Inyo County are there deficiencies in both the motorized and non motorized
recreational trail system specifically? Examples of deficiencies include a lack of
connectivity to established regional trail networks, no existing trails, lack of trail linkage to
homes, schools, campgrounds, scenic corridors etc. or areas where trails could be relocated
or reconstructed to enhance usage or reduce environmental impacts.
The Park is very concerned about the proliferation of non-approved off highway
vehicle trails in the county that contribute to incursions into the park along the
Saline Valley Road and on BLM lands along the boundary near Dumont Dunes.
There is a strong need for better education in the public arena concerning legal
and responsible OHV use. Additional law enforcement patrols are needed in key
areas to keep the irresponsible riders in compliance with the law. The park has
compiled extensive case records of illegal OHV incursions with environmental
damage. The park would like to share this information to assist Inyo County in the
effective siting of such trail networks.
6. Potential Recreational Trails Projects to fix these deficiencies?
Upgrades to the current Salt Creek boardwalk trail are needed to address cyclical
maintenance issues and accessibility. This includes road improvements, accessible
parking, accessible boardwalk and restroom facilities.
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Figure 1. Examples of NPS sign themes for Bicycle Facilities
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Attachment 1: Furnace Creek Wash Hydrological Relationship with Highway 190.
In 2011 Death Valley NP began restoring the largest spring in the park. The restoration follows
the completion of the Furnace Creek Water System, which shifted the sources for consumptive
water use from spring flow diversions to groundwater sources. This allowed Death Valley NP to
restore spring flow to areas that have not had surface flow for approximately 90 years. The
return of spring flow to natural discharge areas has also restored habitat for eight endemic
aquatic invertebrate species that are found only in the Furnace Creek area. One of these
endemics, the Nevares naucorid, is a candidate species under the Endangered Species Act. This
species will likely avoid being elevated to threatened or endangered as a result of the springs
restoration.
The effects of the springs restoration have not all been positive, and there have been some
unforeseen complications. Namely, the springbrook down the Furnace Creek Wash flows right
along the shoulder of California Highway 190 at some points. This threatens to undermine and
deteriorate the highway shoulder, and the spring flow must be managed with respect to Highway
190 before further springs restoration can proceed. Currently, the spring flow that threatens the
highway is flowing in an unnatural course along the southeast side of the highway. The desired
approach to alleviating the spring flow impacts on the highway is to restore the natural
springbrook course. This is also the preferred approach with regard to ecosystem and habitat
restoration.
Restoring the natural springbrook course will require two culverts under Highway 190. Culverts
are not a popular engineering solution in a drainage that is subject to flooding, because of their
tendency to plug up. However, Death Valley NP is proposing drop-inlet culverts with horizontal
grates covering the inlets. These culverts are designed to accommodate spring flow only, and the
inlet grates plug up with debris during flood events. This protects the culvert from
sedimentation. Following floods, the debris is removed from the inlet grate; restoring the
culvert’s ability to accommodate spring flow. There are two of these drop-inlet culverts already
in the Furnace Creek Wash, and neither has experienced any appreciable sedimentation during
numerous flood events.
Cooperation with Caltrans is key to this project. Multiple conversations have taken place
regarding these urgently needed culverts. This would be a net improvement to the transportation
system through this portion of Death Valley National Park.
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Public Workshop Materials

Inyo County Local
Transportation Commission

WE
NEED
YOUR
INPUT!

PUBLIC MEETINGS
Inyo County Active Transportation Plan and
Regional Transportation Plan Update
How do you travel to work, school, errands, social engagements?
Are there safety issues which prevent you from walking/biking more often?
Are there other issues with the roads, bicycle paths, sidewalks, airports, and
public transit in Inyo County that should be fixed?
What do you think are the most needed transportation
improvements for our community?
The Inyo County Local Transportation Commission is preparing an Active
Transportation Plan and Regional Transportation Plan.
You may provide input by attending one
of the following public workshops:
Thursday, December 4th at 6:00 PM
Bishop City Council Chambers
301 West Line Street
Bishop, CA
Friday, December 5th at 9:00 AM
Boulder Creek RV Park
2550 S. Highway 395
Lone Pine, CA

Alternative ways to provide input . . .
Please contact:
GENEVIEVE EVANS
LSC TRANSPORTATION CONSULTANTS, INC.
Email: Genevieve@lsctahoe.com Phone: 530-583-4053

Inyo RTP/ATP Public Meeting Minutes
Bishop City Council Chambers December 4, 2015
16 participants
How does the RTP relate to the City and County circulation elements? It’s a programming tool, but does
not set policy. RTP must be consistent with adopted documents.
What are the scoring criteria for ATP? Draft guidelines were reviewed
How detailed do the plan elements get? We will identify general locations and strategies, but not
engineering details such as level of pedestrian crossing improvement.
Is a RTP long range or short range?
Need a bypass
Need better shoulder along Line Street, and better maintenance. Puncture vines. Dogs are a problem for
cyclists. Rumble strip would help
Need better continuity of sidewalks, like on Pine, Grove, Elm (school kids) W. Pine Street does not have
sidewalks on both sides, and it needs it.
Public transit system has problems getting wheelchair users. Sidewalks would help.
Signal going in at Dixon Lane/395, but area to the north of 395 (Dixon Lane/Meadow Creek) is the
biggest SR2S problem. City has been working on it.
Main Street in downtown is very dangerous for cyclists. Alternative route is Elm to Fowler.
Bicycle facilities need to be more visible. Bishop is small why not bike. Visitors may not be aware of bike
paths.
Education about bike facilities.
Incredible opportunity to connect existing paths into a full network.
Need for bike racks.
Sidewalk connectivity in Lone Pine, especially across from the Post Office
SR2S in Big Pine is an issue.
Kids are walking in bike lanes in Manor Market area on Line Street– sidewalks would reduce conflicts
with cyclists.
Bishop Paiute Tribe ‐ New bike trail from Cultural Center to the Hospital

Yaney and Home are important bicycling street. Potentially dangerous for pedestrians.
Skateboarding prohibited on Main Street – need for alternate routes for this popular travel mode.
Eastern Sierra Velo Club (350 members) needs – Round Valley Road impacted by chip sealing. Need
better way to contact Caltrans maintenance to clean up debris on shoulders. They are willing to take the
lead on educational program. Expansion joints are difficult, as are cattle guards
Class I paths in Bishop need to be resurfaced or expansion joints fixed (Sierra Street Bike Path). South
Barlow path could also use improvements.
Maintenance of bicycle paths.
There can be 50 – 75 cyclists on a weekend in the greater Bishop area.
Pleasant Valley Road (LA DWP) if paved would complete a 30‐mile great loop. There are other
opportunities. Bridge on NE side of town would
Lower Owens River recreation plan (inyowater.org recreation use plan) is a long facility that serves a
78,000 acre area. Recreational opportunities: fishing, MTB
Sharrows on W. Line Street. Make it more visible.
Extend Sierra Street bike path
Velo Club can take lead for bicycle education. Create partnerships to provide helmets for disadvantaged
children and bike inspections. CHP make do this.
Lack of connectivity on streets other than US 395, Bishop area access and circulation study.
Not much connectivity between communities and trailheads
Environmental Justice – Get more disadvantaged kids to trails
Forest Service – Whitney Portal and other major trailheads can park out
Better signage, restrooms for Lower Owens River Project
Main St. in Bishop – Crosswalks don’t stand out, too many signs, pavement treatments would be helpful
Many deadend streets in Bishop, so US 395 is used for local travel. Could reduce traffic on Main Street if
sidestreets could be used as alternatives.
Look at Bishop Area Access Plan.
Timing of signals on Line Street could be more pedestrian friendly.
Proposal to extend National Recreation Trail to Lone Pine.

Need for better equestrian travel. Many homeowners have horses in Bishop. Contact equestrian groups
or ranches.
Maintenance of backcountry dirt airstrips, improvements to Bishop Airport. Bishop Airport makes more
sense for regional airport.
Regional welcome signs to Eastern Sierra
Improvements to regional signage pointing out attractions
Consider all impacts of projects. Impacts on traffic circulation.
Safety projects should be given a high priority
Making connections! To schools and churches
Senior connections to stores
Electric vehicle charging stations needed, in communities (not at rest areas)

Lone Pine Meeting – Clint Quilter, Courtney Smith, David Bloom, December 5, 2015
Some support for a truck route. Not in circulation element of the Bishop General Plan
Put truck route in draft RTP, long term financially unconstrained. Most communities are opposed.
Financially unconstrained.
For Recreational Trails Projects: Look at Lower Owens River Project (LORP) and Lone Pine Heritage Trail
Bike loop signage
Caltrans has two sweepers for entire district. Difficult to respond quickly to all requests. Caltrans
receives many complaints about brush on the highway.
Simple solutions such as education are less expensive ways to fix the problems
Signal going in at See Vee Lane near Dixon Lane Meadow Creek.
Work on RTP first but develop accident maps for bike and ped data to help with ATP grants.
Whitney Portal – It can be difficult to find parking at trailhead on peak days but public transit serving the
trailhead is not justified. FLAP $ for reconstruction. If operate transit to trailhead there is a perceived
notion that the next step is to eliminate cars.
Rock Creek FLAP project – last mile is in Inyo County.
Pedestrian projects – Defer to schools for needs

Lone Pine – Loading/unloading

Other Public Comment
John Armstrong – East Side Velo
Generally we would like to see:
•

more share the road signage,

•

designated bike lanes,

•

bike routes to school within towns,

•

smooth road surfaces (not the chip seal Inyo County seems to be using in Round Valley already)

•

an awareness of the new 3 feet for safety rule in California being promoted within the county

•
Protection of cyclists from the newly proposed Adventure Trails operators whereby ATV’s will be
able to drive on city and county streets and roads.
•
Dialogue with motorists in Round Valley to emphasize the sharing of the road and the rights and
responsibilities of both cyclists and motorists.

