Mono County
Local Transportation Commission

PO Box 347 PO Box 8
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 Bridgeport, CA 93517
760.924.1800 phone, 924.1801 fax 760.932.5420 phone, 932.5431 fax
commdev@mono.ca.gov WWww.monocounty.ca.gov

January 12, 2015 — 9:00 A.M.
Town/County Conference Room, Minaret Village Mall, Mammoth Lakes
Teleconference at CAO Conference Room, Bridgeport

*Agenda sequence (see note following agenda).
1. CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

2. PUBLIC COMMENT
3. MINUTES: Approve minutes of December 8, 2014 - p.3

4. ADMINISTRATION

A. Resolution of appreciation for retiring Town engineer Peter Bernasconi

B. LTC Commissioner Handbook update — p.7

C. Receive and accept LTC audit report 2013-14 & provide any desired direction to staff (Megan
Mahaffey) — p.13

D. Overall Work Program (OWP) 2015-16 initial discussion & provide any desired direction to
staff (Megan Mahaffey) — p.17

E. Regional Transportation Plan (RTP): Continue discussion of RTP update including
commissioner comments & provide any desired direction to staff (Gerry Le Francois) — p.20

5. COMMISSIONER REPORTS
6. LOCAL TRANSPORTATION: No items

7. TRANSIT
A. Eastern Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA) update
B. Yosemite Area Regional Transportation System (YARTS) update

8. CALTRANS

SR 108 truck restriction update — p.26

US 6 Chalfant intersection status

Traffic count update

Bridgeport Main Street monitoring report (Wendy Sugimura) — p.56

Report activities in Mono County & provide pertinent statewide information

moow»

9. INFORMATIONAL
A. “Tesla investing in Lone Pine” — p.67

10. UPCOMING AGENDA ITEMS

11. ADJOURN to February 9, 2015 More on back...


mailto:commdev@mono.ca.gov

*NOTE: Although the LTC generally strives to follow the agenda sequence, it reserves the right to take any agenda
item — other than a noticed public hearing — in any order, and at any time after its meeting starts. The Local
Transportation Commission encourages public attendance and participation.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, anyone who needs special assistance to attend this meeting can
contact the commission secretary at 760-924-1804 within 48 hours prior to the meeting in order to ensure accessibility (see
42 USCS 12132, 28CFR 35.130).
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Local Transportation Commission

PO Box 347 PO Box 8
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 Bridgeport, CA 93517
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DRAFT MINUTES

December 8, 2014

COUNTY COMMISSIONERS: Larry Johnston, Fred Stump ABSENT: Tim Fesko
TOWN COMMISSIONERS: Jo Bacon, Sandy Hogan, Shields Richardson, alternate John Wentworth

COUNTY STAFF: Scott Burns, Jeff Walters (videoconference), Gerry Le Francois, Garrett Higerd, Megan
Mahaffey, C.D. Ritter

TOWN STAFF: Peter Bernasconi
CALTRANS: Ryan Dermody, Dennee Alcala, Michael Beauchamp
ESTA: John Helm

1.

CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Chair Jo Bacon called the meeting to order at 9:01 a.m.

and attendees recited the pledge of allegiance.

2.

3.

4.

INTRODUCTION OF COMMISSIONER SHIELDS RICHARDSON.
PUBLIC COMMENT: Peter Bernasconi outlined Town projects nearing completion.

MINUTES:

MOTION: Approve minutes of Special Meeting November 3, 2014, as amended: 1) Item 4, line 7: At
a previous meeting, Tom Hallenbeck committed to looking at organizing all data...; 2) Item 5, Wheeler
Crest: Commissioner Stump wanted emergency egress route from Rimrock Ranch lower portion back to
Swall Meadows Road...; 3) Item 7A: ...Reds Meadow shuttle with 43,606 130,000 trips...
(Hogan/Johnston. Ayes: 3. Absent: Fesko. Abstain due to absence: Richardson.)

5. ADMINISTRATION

A. Local Transportation Fund & Audit: Megan Mahaffey noted overage of $54,045.63 above projected
and $44,045.63 above allocated. Priority list set up? Will do breakdown for percentages in January.

B. Regional Transportation Plan (RTP): Gerry Le Francois outlined Ch. 4 last month on community
policies, will discuss Ch. 3 on regional policy now. Mono uses RTP as its Circulation Element, unlike many other
Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs). Financial element was rewritten last year. Ch. 3 has 12
topics, including land use issues, economic factors, and environmental issues.

Policy 3, Obj. 3.1: State, Town, County endorse “fix it first.” SB 743 approved, looking at CEQA level of
service on streets de-emphasized. Formatting errors exist.

P. 78: June Lake CAC wants to emphasize YARTS (Yosemite Area Regional Transportation System)
shuttle stops.

P. 79-82: Greenhouse gas section is new. Baseline for GHG analysis will be more prominent, go after
competitive dollars. Allows smaller projects to tier off new GP EIR, not do their own analysis.

P. 80, Obj. 2.4: Bike and trails plans rephrased as Active Transportation Plan (ATP), on competitive basis.

P. 80, Obj. 3.4: Electric vehicles, charging stations. Commissioner Johnston asked about natural gas. Not
as good as electric, but cost-effective if natural gas source exists, which Eastern Sierra does not have. Exists at
China Lake, Tahoe, and Reno. Effort by Inyo/Mono to have liquefied brought in, depressurized. Not enough
vehicles are convertible. If fueling stations have liquefied gas, potential exists. Propane has conversion
question. John Helm stated YARTS uses conventional diesel, which, according to Commissioner Hogan, is not
as good for elevation changes. Commissioner Stump thought propane storage facilities would be an issue.
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Can’t support compression ratios to run vehicles at altitude. Compression does not support heavy vehicles.
Johnston: Distribution system in ground at Mammoth Lakes for natural gas (yellow pipes)? Peter Bernasconi
stated they're used for propane.

Policy 4: Note: Part of videoconferencing was paid by LTC. Environment: Deer kills become wildlife/vehicle
collisions. Caltrans and staff met on this issue.

P. 86: Livable communities: Acknowledged Caltrans and Mono on Bridgeport Main Street. Other
communities are working with Opticos Consultants. Johnston cited no system for evaluating success/non-
success. Issues with head-in from across street occurred at first, but since then most are complying. Ryan
Dermody stated Caltrans looks at accident rates and compliance. What would Johnston like to see? Johnston:
Criteria, such as percentage parking right way, traffic flowing, and no use of center turn-lane for passing.
Commissioner Hogan recalled Dan Burden visited long ago, set things in place. Le Francois indicated Burden
did not say how to implement. Dermody emphasized “fix it first.” Long-term maintenance is a big issue.

Policy 2: Rebrand bikes and pedestrians with Active Transportation Plan (ATP).

P. 88: Operational improvements: Mono and Caltrans did “intelligent transportation plans.” Referenced in
current RTP. Existing, insert here.

Policy 6: Service level E will change how monitoring occurs.

P. 89: Cell towers: Limited private property land base. Add reference to Digital 395, working on
implementation plan.

P. 90: Non-motorized ATP to rebrand. Policy 3 is new: Dollars are now competitive. Guidelines are under
State review. Talk of dropping match, which would help rural areas.

Obj. 4.2: LTC Handbook has non-motorized policy, but tendency to look at non-motorized after the fact.
Replace defunct Mobility Commission with Planning and Economic Development Commission.

Obj. 1.1: Inyo/Mono prepared coordinated public services plan.

P. 94-95: Public participation: User groups have changed, will consult Town staff. Outreach plan with Native
Americans to deal with sovereign nations.

Submit questions/comments to Le Francois. Next version will be in legislative format via email and posted
on LTC website. Timeline? Major rewrite for MAP-21 and federal funding in December 2013. Scott Burns cited
EIR on RTP, coordinate with other planning docs. Work with Town on GHG (greenhouse gas) analysis. Tie-in
with Housing Element? Burns: Consulting HCD on SB 375, not clear on how to implement. Stick with five-year
cycle on RTP, go to eight-year cycle to coincide with Housing Element.

Ch. 5, Action Element: New RTIP/STIP cycle in 2016. Why is SR 203 not on list of state
highways for access (p. 149)? It will be. Mono is trying for quantifiable measures as well as qualitative.
Commissioner Stump thought reconfiguration in Bridgeport was to prevent passing and control speed.
Intent was to maximize parking spaces within length of road, which dovetails with accident data.
Objectives can provide helpful direction toward evaluation metrics. Ryan Dermody cited a sense of place
as well. Commissioner Johnston asked if back-in parking was designed for traffic calming. Dermody:
Prevents backing out conflicts with roadway traffic. Alternate Commissioner Wentworth: How is this effort
going to engage with USFS, Collaborative Planning Team, Digital 395 sites, and trailheads? Integrate
stakeholders into process, and get regional partnerships working together.

COMMISSIONER REPORTS: Hogan: Conway Ranch easement has closed. Johnston: California State
Association of Counties (CSAC) meeting said State has $2 billion surplus, but formulas eliminate surplus and
most money goes to schools. Most State revenue comes from capital gains taxes. Funding sources for
transportation projects are not keeping pace with vehicle miles, as electric vehicles pay no gas tax. When do
electric vehicles pay fair share of road tax? Initiating new systems of logging vehicle miles traveled, possibly a
GPS tracking device; will test 6,000 vehicles as source of funding. Should have kept gas tax indexed to cost for
gas, not flat rate. Mountain counties on west side are in red zone, but not Inyo and Mono. Garrett Higerd
mentioned county engineers association hired one major consultant. Mono has moved toward more-
comprehensive view of its roads on more-regular basis. Get new ratings on paved road network next year,
compare to 2013 data. Johnston noted grant for biomass facility to heat Bridgeport road shop. Bacon: Inyo
National Forest mules will be in Rose Parade, one string highlighting transport of fire crews.

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION

A. Non-motorized project development process: Scott Burns introduced annual check-in, requested
by Commissioner Johnston. Coincides with new requirements for local and state jurisdictions. Burns cited
examples: 1) Meridian Boulevard was first capacity-decreasing STIP project; 2) Mono was at forefront on
projects such as sidewalks in Lee Vining, project managers seek input; 3) Caltrans has complete streets policy,
with action plan updated last month; 4) Bridgeport Main Street; 5) Town’s safe routes to schools; 6) Applied for
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another grant to mimic Bridgeport’s effort for Lee Vining community; 7) RTP has complete streets, sustainable
communities integrated; and 8) Normal planning permit process looks at non-motorized; e.g., parking
requirement reduction.

Johnston: Remarkable job in providing for non-motorized. Over time, though, staff changes, so embodying
policy in practice is needed. He mentioned three areas:

1) Meridian Boulevard: Peter Bernasconi noted Town utilized STIP dollars, reached out to residents at
three public meetings with overall concept, and additional outreach via Mobility Commission;

2) US 395 northbound overlay: Chip-seal projects extended to shoulders, worked well on travel lanes, but
forever remained as impediment to good cycling. Ryan Dermody cited statewide concern in Sacramento, and
more sand was added to chip-seal treatment. Commissioner Stump indicated Eastside Velo found shoulder
north of 203 much smoother; and

3) Rock Creek Road: Eastside Velo was contacted repeatedly, and appreciated overall effort here and at
Convict. John Armstrong, former LTC commissioner and president of Eastside Velo, advocated. Garrett Higerd
noted Inyo National Forest was integral partner in early grant-writing process, with recreation staff involved early
on. Newer concept for FHWA is bike climbing lane, but not downhill. Unique project. Support came way up front
and all along. Construction was scheduled with different groups to reduce time and inconvenience. Everest
Challenge bike race organizer was involved (project to be completed by next year’s race). Johnston: Uphill
climbing lane is unique; good experience on Benton Crossing Road as well. Concern about future maintenance
of Benton Crossing. Urged Jeff Walters to contact cyclists before chip-seal projects. Dermody: District 9 is
working on multimodal plan focusing on bikes and pedestrians; will reach out. Wentworth: Add Lake Mary Road
interface in Lakes Basin on measurable outcomes.

TRANSIT

A. Eastern Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA)
1. Triennial audit: John Helm described report as favorable. It's important to compare to other operators
throughout state. Implemented service changes during audit period to improve system overall. Pursued
funding opportunities and better mileage tracking. Short-range transit plan every five years; awaiting contract
from Sacramento. Transit ambassador to improve ridership in Bishop area was suggested, but was declined.
Corps of volunteers would be difficult to establish. Visiting senior center and Bishop Care Center to educate
on services. Enhance that activity, maybe create new-rider welcome packet. Technical improvements to
services, pursue others in future. A needed capital replacement policy would include technical component.

Commissioner Stump asked if drivers keep CHP log books. Helm: Only long distance drivers. Stump:

Performance indicators, service provided from rural areas to medical appointments, etc. despite decrease in
ridership. How does auditor even know if ambassador would improve ridership? Inyo County is in midst of
adventure ftrails issues, but maybe seek local area input on ridership decrease. Helm: Consultant does
understand unique nature of area. No discontinued service was recommended.

MOTION: Accept ESTA’s triennial audit. (Johnston/Hogan. Ayes: 5. Absent: Fesko.)
Richardson departed at 10:35, replaced by alternate Wentworth.

2. Non-Emergency Medical Transportation Program: Patients arrange volunteer driver, ESTA
reimburses. Program under way since June will expire June 2015. Extend two years. Coordinated plan was
derived from public process. Commissioner Stump noted senior services staff is available to transport; maybe
ESTA could reimburse them as well as patient to benefit entire pool in need of service. ESTA coordinates with
entities providing transportation. Reimbursement form asks why service is needed, avoid double-dipping.
Stump: Double-dipping if Mono program doesn'’t fit? Important to get to medical services. Suggest options.

MOTION: Approve ESTA’s non-emergency medical transportation program. (Johnston/Hogan. Ayes: 4.
Absent: Fesko, Richardson.)

B. Yosemite Area Regional Transportation System (YARTS): Scott Burns noted Dick Whittington’s
presentation to Madera County. Fresno approved its part of MOU. Merced is recruiting an assistant.



9. CALTRANS

A. Quarterly report: Ryan Dermody added contact information for project managers. Commissioner
Johnston commended Caltrans on shoulder-widening projects that create safe place for local and long-distance
cyclists. Garrett Higerd thanked Caltrans for training at Tri-County Fairgrounds. Johnston: Hazards of guard
rails impaling people has been reported. Future agenda: Are our guard rails that type? Commissioner Stump:
Defective manufacturing caused failure of guard rail. Higerd: Caltrans design staff is looking at guard rails.
Lawsuit on certain product. Could be paperwork issue, not submitted through proper channels. Johnston: If
Mono has poorly designed guard rails, need to address issue. Higerd: Create inventory of guard rails, conduct
evaluations, and bring up to current standards. Potential fund improvements with other road maintenance,
package to get safety fund. Create better data.

Activities in Mono County: Ryan Dermody queried Commissioner Johnston about evaluation of
Bridgeport Main Street. Johnston: Need something to evaluate success and/or problems so other
communities have criteria on maintenance, accidents, school crossings, and business parking. Final step
is enforcement Signing was added after initiation. Scott Burns was contacted by Tahoe, and Dermody
recalled the Complete Streets project was mentioned during a panel discussion by Caltrans Director
Malcolm Dougherty at the National Association of City Transportation Officials conference in San
Francisco. Johnston: Works OK, but what if there’s lots of traffic? Dermody observed back-in parking in
downtown Kansas City. Johnston: If plow snow into center lane, how would it work in winter?

Katy Walton’s husband died week prior to Thanksgiving. Send a card from LTC? Dermody introduced
Michael Beauchamp, acting District 9 director, who gave a brief bio. He commended how small government
works, with open communication and good relationships. Commissioner Hogan responded that because Mono
is remote, agencies work together, understand problems, restrictions, and constraints.

10. INFORMATIONAL
A. Local Streets & Roads Needs Assessment
B. Low-Carbon Transit Operations Program

11. UPCOMING AGENDA ITEMS: 1) Link to CSAC item; 2) LTF allocation resolution; 3) RTP; 4) OWP 2015-16;
5) Bridgeport main street evaluation criteria.

12. ADJOURN at 11:07 a.m. to January 12, 2015. Bacon requested Wentworth’s attendance in her absence.

Prepared by C.D. Ritter, LTC secretary
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INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE

Background

The Mono County Local Transportation Commission (MCLTC) was created by joint
resolution of the Mono County Board of Supervisors (Res. 84-93, dated August 21, 1984)
and the Mammoth Lakes Town Council (Rex. 84-26, dated August 20, 1984). Pursuant to
Government Code Section 29535, the Mono County Local Transportation Commission
thus created was designated by the Secretary of Business, Transportation and Housing as
the regional transportation planning agency for Mono County on October 1, 1984. The
MCLTC replaced the Mono County Transportation Commission, which served as the
transportation planning agency for Mono County from April 1, 1972, through December
1984.

Purpose
The Mono County LTC serves as the lead transportation and planning and administrative
agency for transportation projects and programs in the Mono County region. The MCLTC'’s
primary functions include:
1. Administration of Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds
2. Preparation, adoption and submittal of a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) to the
California Department of Transportation and California Transportation Commission
3. Preparation of an annual Overall Work Program (OWP)
4. Preparation and adoption of a Regional Transportation Improvement Program
(RTIP)
5. Review of and comment on the Interregional Improvement Plan (IIP) contained in
the State Transportation Improvement program (STIP)
6. Review of and prioritization of grant applications for various funding programs
7. Facilitation of public education, awareness and involvement in regional
transportation planning and programming

ORGANIZATION

Membership

Consistent with state law, the MCLTC consists of six commissioners — three
commissioners appointed by the Town of Mammoth Lakes Town Council and three
commissioners appointed by the Mono County Board of Supervisors. Each appointing
authority may also select up to three alternative members to serve in the absence of their
respective regular members. In most instances, the appointing authorities select
commissioners that also serve as members of the Mammoth Lakes Town Council and
Mono County Board of Supervisors.

In recognition of the strong partnership between the MCLTC and Caltrans, the District 9
Director or designee is invited to sit at the table with the MCLTC to facilitate Caltrans
participation and advice on commission matters.

Term of Office
Each appointed commissioner shall serve until a replacement is named.

Term of Office
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Each appointed commissioner shall serve until a replacement is named.

Chair and Vice-Chair

The Chair and Vice-Chair shall be elected by a majority vote of members present in
February or as soon thereafter as possible, or at a regular meeting after a vacancy occurs.
The Chair position shall alternate between Town and County commissioners. The Chair
shall preside at all meetings, call special meetings, and perform such other duties as may
be assigned by the MCLTC. The Vice-Chair shall perform all duties of the Chair in the
latter’'s absence or disability.

Meetings

The MCLTC meets the second Monday of every month, unless a lack of business or
agenda items allows the monthly meeting to be canceled, or a special meeting is deemed
necessary. Regular meetings are held at 9:00 a.m. at the Town/County Conference Room
in Mammoth Lakes. The MCLTC also meets occasionally in the evening and/or in various
unincorporated communities to facilitate public involvement. Special meetings may be
called with the concurrence of the Chair to accommodate special circumstances, such as
to facilitate community involvement, accommodate commission scheduling conflicts or to
address pressing commission business. All MCLTC meetings shall be publicly noticed and
conducted in accordance with applicable public meeting laws.

Quorums

Any four or more commissioners in attendance at an MCLTC meeting shall constitute a
quorum. All actions taken by a quorum at a noticed meeting shall be binding and carry the
full force and effect of the MCLTC.

Agendas

Meeting agendas shall be prepared by staff and posted by the Commission Secretary in
accordance with all applicable laws. Agenda items and supporting materials shall be
submitted to the Commission Secretary no later than 12 calendar days prior to the
respective MCLTC meeting. Those items needing comments, analysis, legal review, etc.
shall be submitted at least two weeks prior to the meeting. Agenda items should be
prepared following the standard report format established by the Executive Director. Staff
shall assemble and disseminate the final agenda packet to all MCLTC members and the
Caltrans District 9 Transportation Planning Branch no later than five (5) calendar days
prior to the respective meeting.

To facilitate agenda preparation and commission follow-ups, a Transportation Technical
Advisory Committee may meet at least 14 calendar days prior to the commission meeting
to review and coordinate agenda items.

ADMINISTRATION

Administrative Services

In recent years, Mono County and the Town of Mammoth Lakes have provided staff
services of the MCLTC via a memorandum of understanding (MOU). The MOU
(Attachment A) provides for planning services, staff and administrative support for the
MCLTC in order to fulfill the requirements of the California Transportation Development
Act, to accomplish the mandated functions of the MCLTC, and to carry out the annual
Overall Work Program (OWP). The MOU notes that it is in the best interest of the County,
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Town and MCLTC to continue to implement the most-efficient and professionally
economical method of providing the aforementioned services, and that a close working
relationship on a daily basis among the staffs of the three entities has been beneficial to all
parties.

The division of responsibilities for staff and administrative services is established annually
based upon the Overall Work Program. Major administrative matters and projects directly
affecting the incorporated area are the responsibilities of the Town Public Works and
Planning departments, whereas major administrative matters and projects directly
affecting the unincorporated area are the responsibilities of the County Public Works and
Planning departments.

County staff handles routine administrative and secretarial matters, and County staff has
filled the positions of Executive Director, Commission Secretary, and Commission Counsel
in recent years. The MCLTC secretary is appointed by the Executive Director to maintain
records, including meeting minutes and project files and to assist staff in preparation and
dissemination of public notices, agendas, agenda packets, and other official business.
Technical (engineering, legal and planning) staffing services for the MCLTC are provided
by the County and Town staff as needed. Appendix B contains job descriptions for the
various positions in the Town and County that provide staffing services to the MCLTC.

Advisory Committees

The MCLTC appoints the Mono County Social Services Transportation Advisory Council
(SSTAC) to advise the commission on transit needs, major transit issues, and coordination
of specialized transportation services, particularly during the Unmet Needs Hearing
process. Members of the SSTAC are appointed by the commission in compliance with the
membership composition requirements of the Transportation Development Act (Section
99238). Consistent with the Legislature’s intent to avoid duplicative transit advisory
councils, the Mono County SSTAC serves as the sole advisory council for regional transit
matters within Mono County.

To better integrate regional transportation planning efforts with local and county planning
systems, the MCLTC utilizes the existing committee structure of the area’s two general-
purpose governments — the Town of Mammoth Lakes and Mono County. These include
the Town of Mammoth Lakes Planning Commission, Mono County Planning Commission,
the Mono County Airport Land Use Commission, Mammoth Lakes Airport Commission, the
Town of Mammoth Lakes Mobility Commission and the Regional Planning Advisory
Committees (RPACSs), which are planning advisory committees serving unincorporated
communities.

A staff-level Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC), consisting of
representatives from Mono County, Town of Mammoth Lakes, the local transit provider
(presently Eastern Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA)) and Caltrans, meets monthly to
coordinate agenda items, commission follow-ups and related planning matters. The TTAC
provides technical staff support and recommendations to the MCLTC on state, regional,
county and town transportation matters. The TTAC generally meets after regular MCLTC
meetings or as needed.

Non-Motorized Review
Project managers for Town, County and State projects shall regularly consult with local
citizens, commissions/committees and mobility user groups such as the cycling
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community, Regional Planning Advisory Committees, and the Town’s Mebitity-Cemmissien
Community and Economic Development Commission during project design and
implementation. Similarly, these users groups and commissions/committees shall be
consulted in the update of transportation plans, policies and standards. Staff shall conduct
a review of non-motorized features for all projects before the commission including:

e projects included in quarterly reviews;

e project initiation documents, including project study reports; and

e projects programmed in the Regional Transportation Improvement Program.

Planning Partnerships

The MCLTC participates with the regional transportation planning agencies in Inyo, Kern
and San Bernardino counties through the Eastern California Transportation Planning
Partnership. This partnership coordinates regional transportation planning and
programming efforts for the Eastern Sierra region.

The MCLTC members and staff also participate on the Mono County Collaborative
Planning Team, which consists of federal, state, regional, tribal and local government
agencies in the region. The MCCPT meets regularly to provide a regional forum on a
variety of planning matters, including transportation-related issues.

PROCEDURES

Transportation Development Act Funds

The Transportation Development Act (TDA) provides for two major sources of funding for
public transportation — the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) and the State Transit
Assistance Fund (STA). The TDA sets forth in detail the requirements and procedures for
securing and administering these funds. The MCLTC follows these procedures, as
amended from time to time, and complies with all other applicable requirements in the
administration of TDA funds.

Deferred LTF revenue should be managed to generally maintain no less than 5% or more
than 15% of annual allocations unless funds are set aside for a specific purpose such as a
grant match.

Local Transportation Fund (LTF) revenue allocated to Mono County and the Town of
Mammoth Lakes shall be claimed by Eastern Sierra Transit Authority (ESTA) under Article
4 of the Transportation Development Act. This ensures consistency with Inyo County and
the City of Bishop, as recommended in the 2011 Roles and Responsibilities study.

Regional Transportation Plan

Government Code Section 65080 requires each transportation-planning agency to prepare
and adopt a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) once every four years. The plan is
intended to achieve a coordinated and balanced regional transportation system of all
travel-modes. The plan shall be action-oriented and pragmatic, considering both the short-
term and long-term future and present clear, concise policy guidance to local and state
officials and the general public. In Mono County, the RPT has been integrated with the
circulation elements of the Town of Mammoth Lakes and Mono County to enhance
integration of transportation plans with local land use plans and to improve planning
efficiencies.
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Mono County
Local Transportation Commission

PO Box 347 PO Box 8
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 Bridgeport, CA 93517
760- 924-1800 phone, 924-1801 fax 760- 932-5420 phone, 932-5431 fax
monocounty.ca.gov

Staff Report

January 12, 2015

TO: Mono County Local Transportation Commission

FROM: Leslie Chapman, Mono County Finance Director
Megan Mahaffey, Fiscal Analyst

SUBJECT:  Mono County Local Transportation Commission Audit Report 2013-14

RECOMMENDATIONS
Receive and accept LTC audit report ending June 30, 2014

DISCUSSION

The 2013-14 was completed and submitted December 31, 2014. Mono County was found to be
in compliance with the Statutes, Rules and Regulations of the California Transportation
Development Act. As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the Mono County
Local Transportation Commission’s financial statements are free of material misstatement,
Fechter and Company performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws as well
as tests to determine that allocations made and expenditures paid were done so in accordance
with allocation instructions of the Commission and in conformance with California Transportation
Development Act. Specifically, tasks identified in the California Code of Regulations Sections
6666 and 6667 that are applicable to the Mono County Local Transportation Commission were
performed. The Mono County LTC has improved its financial management in the last year and
made changes to follow previous year’s audit recommendations. These changes will allow the
annual audit to be a management tool for the Local Transportation Commission and Local
Transportation Commission staff.

If you have any specific questions, call Megan Mahaffey, 760-924-1836.

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS
N/A

ATTACHMENTS
e [etter to Management
e Audit to be circulated at meeting
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FECHTER
& COMPANY Craig R. Fechter, CPA, MST

Certified Public Accountants Scott A. German, CPA

E

REPORT ON COMPLIANCE OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING BASED ON AN AUDIT OF
FINANCIAL STATEMENTS PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE STATUES,
RULES, AND REGULATIONS OF THE CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION
DEVELOPMENT ACT AND THE ALLOCATION INSTRUCTIONS AND RESOLUTIONS
OF THE TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Mono County Local Transportation Commission
Mammoth Lakes, California

We have audited the financial statements of the Mono County Local Transportation Commission as
of and for the year ended June 30, 2014 and have issued our report thereon dated December 15, 2013.
We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United
States of America, the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing
Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States.

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the Mono County Local Transportation
Commission’s financial statements are free of material misstatement, we performed tests of its
compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts and grants, noncompliance with
which could have a direct and material effect on the determination of financial statement amounts.
Additionally, we performed tests to determine that allocations made and expenditures paid by the
Mono County Local Transportation Commission were made in accordance with the allocation
instructions and resolutions of the Commission and in conformance with the California
Transportation Development Act. Specifically, we performed each of the specific tasks identified in
the California Code of Regulations Sections 6666 and 6667 that are applicable to the Mono County
Local Transportation Commission.

In connection with our audit, nothing came to our attention that caused us to believe the Mono
County Local Transportation Commission failed to comply with the Statutes, Rules, and Regulations
of the California Transportation Development Act and the allocation instructions and resolutions of
the Local Transportation Commission. However, providing an opinion on compliance with those
provisions was not an objective of our audit and, accordingly, we do not express such an opinion.
We noted certain matters over compliance that we reported to management separately on page 32-33
of this report.

29

1870 Avondale Avenue Suite 4 | Sacramento CA, 95825 | ph 916-333-5360 | fax 916-333-5370
www.fechtercpa.com
Member of the American Institute of Certified Public Accountants Tax Section
and California Socicty of CPAs
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Mono County Local Transportation Commission
Mammoth Lakes, California

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the County of Mono, the Mono County
Local Transportation Commission, management, the California Department of Transportation, and
the State Controller’s Office and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than
these specified parties.

Fechter & Company, CPAs

Sacramento, CA

30
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FECHTER
& COMPANY Craig R. Fechter, CPA, MST

Certified Public Accountants Scott A. German, CPA

E

LETTER TO MANAGEMENT

Mono County Local Transportation Commission
Mammoth Lakes, California

In planning and performing our audit of the basic financial statements of the Mono County Local
Transportation Commission for the year ended June 30, 2014, we considered its internal control
structure in order to determine our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing an opinion on
the basic financial statements and not to provide assurance on the internal control structure. We also
performed selected tests of compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts and
grant agreements.

Our consideration of the internal control would not necessarily disclose all matters in the internal
control that might be material weaknesses under standards established by the American Institute of
Certified Public Accountants. A material weakness is a condition in which the design or operation of
one or more of the internal control components does not reduce to a relatively low level the risk that
misstatements caused by error or fraud in amounts that would be material in relation to the financial
statements being audited may occur and not be detected within a timely period by employees in the
normal course of performing their assigned functions. However, we noted no matters involving the
internal control and its operation that we consider to be material weaknesses as defined above.

We appreciate the cooperation of the management of the Mono County Local Transportation
Commission and look forward to working with the Commission in the future.

Fechter & Company, CPAs

Sacramento, CA
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1870 Avondale Avenue Suite 4 | Sacramento CA, 95825 | ph 916-333-5360 | fax 916-333-5370
www.fechtercpa.com
Member of the American Institute of Certified Public Accountants Tax Section
and California Socicty of CPAs
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Mono County
Local Transportation Commission

PO Box 347 PO Box 8
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 Bridgeport, CA 93517
760- 924-1800 phone, 924-1801 fax 760- 932-5420 phone, 932-5431 fax
monocounty.ca.gov

Staff Report

January 12, 2015

TO: Mono County Local Transportation Commission
FROM: Megan Mahaffey, Fiscal Analyst

SUBJECT:  Mono County Overall Work Program 2015-16

RECOMMENDATIONS
Review Overall Work Program 2014-15 table of contents as a refresher for current active
projects and provide desired direction to staff.

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS
None at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE
N/A

DISCUSSION

The Mono County Overall Work Program 2014 - 2015 was created by Local Transportation
Commission staff with help from staff of Mono County and Town of Mammoth Lakes. The
current OWP reflects a joint work effort between both public entities and reflects work elements
that are projected to be active from July 1, 2014, to June 30, 2015. Mono County staff is starting
to review what projects will be complete and what projects will be active after June 30, 2014.
The Mono County Overall Work Program 2015-16 is due to Caltrans in May 2014. The Mono
County Overall Work Program 2015-16 will include all projects to be worked on July 1, 2015, to
June 30, 2016. The 2015-16 OWP draft is due to Caltrans District 9 March 1, 2015. The final
2015-16 OWP is due to Caltrans District 9 in May 2015.

TIMELINE
o Feb9: Draftto Commission before submission to Caltrans March 1.
o April 13: Final budget adjustment if needed for submission to Caltrans May 1.
e May 11: The 2015-16 OWP will come back to the Commission for adoption and
submission.
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Mono County Overall Work Program

2014-2015
APPENDIX A
RPA BUDGET SUMMARY
Proposed Expenditures:
Work Element Total Town County
100-12-0: 2015/16 OWP Development and Approval $13,000 $3,000 $10,000
101-12-0: 2013/14 & 2014/15 OWP Admin $19,000 $5,000 $14,000
103-12-0: Local Transportation Commission Staff
Support $15,000 $15,000
200-12-0: Regional Transportation Plan $60,000 $2,000 $58,000
300-12-0: Regional Transit Planning & Coordination $19,000 $12,000 $7,000
302-12-4: ESTA Update of Inyo-Mono Short Range
Transit Plan $6,000 $3,000 $3,000
600-12-0: Regional Transportation Grant Applications $10,000 $5,000 $5,000
601-11-0: Regional 395 Corridor Management Plan $15,000 $5,000 $10,000
800-12-1: Interregional Transportation Planning $15,000 $5,000 $10,000
900-14-0: Regional Seasonal Road Closure Pass Policy $10,000 $2,000 $8,000
908-14-1: Regional Maintenance MOU — Policy
Creation $38,000 $18,000 $20,000
1000-12-0: Training and Development $10,000 $5,000 $5,000
TOTALS $230,000 $65,000 $165,000

39
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Mono County Overall Work Program

2014-2015
APPENDIX B
PPM BUDGET SUMMARY
Proposed Expenditures:
Work Element Total Town County

200-12-0: Regional Transportation Plan $16,000 $8,000 $8,000
201-12-1: Regional Trails $10,000 $5,000 $5,000
403-12-0: Regional Pavement Management System $8,000 $4,000 $4,000
600-12-0: Regional Transportation Grant Applications $10,000 $5,000 $5,000
601-11-0: Regional 395 Corridor Management Plan $15,250 $15,250
605-12-2: Mammoth Lakes Stormwater Management
Plan $10,000 $10,000
607-13-2: Mammoth Lakes Draft Mobility Element
Level of Service Analysis & Mitigation Identification $31,750 $31,750
611-14-2: Mammoth Lakes Mobility Adoption

$10,000 $10,000
700-12-0: Regional Project Study Reports $15,000 $5,000 $10,000
701-12-1: Regional Transportation Improvement
Program (RTIP)updates and meeting attendance $10,000 $5,000 $5,000
803-13-1: Mammoth Lakes Air Quality monitoring and
planning $4,000 $4,000
902-12-2: Regional Purchase of Transportation Data
Collection Equipment $10,000 $5,000 $5,000
903-12-1: Regional Transportation Asset Management
Plan $70,000 $20,000 $50,000
1000-12-0: Training and Development $10,000 $5,000 $5,000
TOTALS $230,000 $110,750 $119,250

40
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Mono County
Community Development Department

PO Box 347 PO Box 8
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 Bridgeport, CA 93517
760-924-1800, fax 924-1801 760-932-5420, fax 932-5431
commdev@mono.ca.gov WWW.monocounty.ca.gov

STAFF REPORT
January 12, 2015
TO: Mono County Local Transportation Commission
FROM: Gerry Le Francois, Principal Planner
RE: Draft Regional Transportation Plan

RECOMMENDATIONS
Continue discussion of the 2014 Draft Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) update, including commissioner
comments, and provide any desired direction to staff.

BACKGROUND
At prior meetings, the Commission conducted workshops on the RTP update; today’s workshop will continue this
focus on various components including commissioner comments received to date.

According to the Caltrans Regional Transportation Guidelines, the RTP is to encourage and promote the safe and

efficient management, operation and development of a regional intermodal transportation system that, when linked

with appropriate land use planning, will serve the mobility needs of goods and people.

The Draft RTP previously distributed (please bring your copy) is intended to:

« Provide a clear vision of the regional transportation goals, policies, objectives and strategies--this

vision must be realistic and within fiscal constraints;

Provide an assessment of the current modes of transportation and the potential of new travel options

within the region;

Project/estimate the future needs for travel and goods movement;

» Identify and document specific actions necessary to address the region’s mobility and accessibility

needs;

+« Identify guidance and document public policy decisions by local, regional, state and federal officials
regarding transportation expenditures and financing;

+» Employ performance measures that demonstrate the effectiveness of the transportation improvement
projects in meeting the intended goals of MAP 21;

+«+ Promote consistency between the California Transportation Plan, the Regional Transportation Plan and
other transportation plans developed by cities, counties, districts, private organizations, tribal
governments, and state and federal agencies responding to statewide and interregional transportation
issues and needs;

«+ Provide a forum for: 1) participation and cooperation, and 2) to facilitate partnerships that reconcile
transportation issues which transcend regional boundaries; and

+ Involve the public, federal, state and local agencies, as well as local elected officials, early in the
transportation planning process so as to include them in discussions and decisions on the social,
economic, air quality and environmental issues related to transportation.

R/
0.0

X3

S

.0

ATTACHMENTS
e Commissioner Bacon Comments
e Commissioner Hogan Comments

Planning / Building / Code Compliance / Environmental / Collaborative Planning Team (CPT)
Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) / Local Transportation Commission (LTC) / Regional Planning Advisory Committees (RPACS)
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Hi Gerry,
Here are my notes so far (I haven't read every chapter yet):
Executive Summary:

Page 2 - bullet point about expanding transit at Mammoth Yosemite Airport - | think you'll get
comments from Town Staff/ESTA that this is not the current thinking, because it's still not cost-
effective. Could that bullet be re-written to read "transit options" which is more general than
"transit connections" and doesn't imply buses?

Page 2 - last bullet regarding town issues seems to have a disconnect between listing several
issues and saying the main issue at the beginning of the first sentence. Also, please change " by
developing" a year-round townwide transit system to "expanding" as much of it is already in
place.

Page 3 - Compliance with Air Quality Plan - this is confusing because this first part says the
Town is out of federal compliance but later on page 4 says the town has met federal standards.
Also, Mammoth Gateway should be identified as being in Mammoth. Finally, | believe that the
code section mentioned at the top of page 5 might have already been done?

Page 4 - Transportation Related Air Quality Mitigation - wording is a little strange. Didn't the
town prepare the Air Quality Management Plan, not GBUAPCD?

Jo Bacon

Mayor
jbacon@townofmammothlakes.ca.gov
(760) 934-4932




22

Mono County Regional Transportation Plan
Working Draft — July 2014
Comments — Sandy Hogan

Commissioners: Shields Richardson has replaced Matthew Lehman
(all pages noted refer to the page number at the bottom of the page, not the packet page #)

Executive Summary:
p. 2 — second to last paragraph, second to last sentence: correction - Hwy 108

p. 3 —first paragraph: delete “Mammoth Area Transit”
p.3. — second paragraph, last sentence: add “additional” before ..commercial aircraft...
p. 4 — second paragraph: add 2013 and 2014 days to end of sentence.

p. 5 — fourth paragraph (and throughout document): add “draft” before Mobility Element

Chapter 1:
p. 10, TOML Advisory Committees — delete Mammoth Area Shuttle, add Planning and

Development Commission (2 transit workshops/year)

Chapter 2:
p.25 - (odd numbered pages to end of chapter): change header from Chapter 3 to 2

p. 36 — fourth paragraph, after Devils Postpile, note added trolley service to Lakes Basin

p. 37 — third paragraph, first sentence: add after meet, “current and...”

p. 43 — second to last paragraph, first sentence: space needed between “Ski Area and...”

p. 48 — Mammoth Fixed Routes: add, “...and all winter routes previously operated by MMSA
(or, note separately that MMSA contracts with ESTA to provide services to all
winter ski portals, including capital replacement costs)

p. 48 — Reds Meadow Shuttle: The U.S. Forest Service contracts with ESTA...

p. 51 — Aviation: first paragraph, last sentence: add “Denver and Las Vegas”.

p. 54 — 4. first sentence: what expansion of MMSA?? Perhaps “improvement”??

p. 59 — Under ESTA Transit Services: add a paragraph noting that ESTA now operates all of
the former MMSA winter routes (red, yellow, green) under contract with MMSA.

p. 62 — Existing Bicycle Routes and Signage: last sentence is incomplete

p. 62 — Existing Parking Facilities: Add “and in various sites in the Town of Mammoth Lakes”,
unless noted elsewhere.
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p. 64 - Bus Shelters: add “and in various sites in the Town...” You may want to note that the
Town has some newer ones on non-Caltrans routes, also.

p. 64 — Recreational Use/Bicycling Events: perhaps include “Fat Tire bicycling” to the list of
bicycling interests?

p. 65 — Town of Mammoth Lakes: note that all (summer) transit, including the trolleys, has bike
racks or trailers.

p.74 — first sentence: spell out “MPOs”, then use acronym.

Chapter 3:
p. 76 - (odd numbered pages to end of chapter): change header from "Needs Assessment” to

“Regional Policy Element”
p. 88 — missing Policy 4
p. 94 — last bullets on page: Change “Planning Commission” to “Planning and Economic
Development Commission.” Also, not sure that we have an Airport Advisory Committee,

as the Airport Commission was dissolved last year, along with the Mobility Commission.

p. 95 — Objective 1.3 — consider adding the TOML Hispanic Advisory Committee

Chapter 4:
p. 106 — add to Objective A — Develop access plan with Caltrans, NPS, and LTC for YNP

p. 112 — add to Objective D, policy 2 — add “access lane (“fast lane”) to Tioga Gate for
passholders and buses”.

p. 127 — Objective B — add “Pave Owens Gorge Road, with bicycle lanes”
p. 133 —first line (& elsewhere): insert “Draft” into “Town of Mammoth Lakes Mobility Element”
p. 133 — last bullet — insert “more than” before regional service??

p. 137 — M.9.B. Is there some action that can be inserted here between the TOML and
Caltrans to develop better snow removal along 203?

Chapter 5:
p. 138 — bottom of page — What about Tesla development in NV that may affect Hwy. 6?

p. 139 — top — add Hwy 203, note that it's a dead-end at Minaret Summit (Madera Co. Line),
serving Town, MMSA, access to Devils Postpile and Reds Meadow

p. 139 — 5" bullet — replace “Tuolumne Meadows” with “Yosemite National Park”
p. 139 — 13" bullet, line 3 — (correction) — “Collaborative”

p. 140 — 3" bullet, 2" line — insert “Town of Mammoth Lakes Planning and Economic
Development Commission” (PEDC has taken on these Mobility Commission duties)
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p. 140 — 5" bullet, line 3 — add “MMSA town winter services”

p. 140 — 9" bullet, line 2 — add “been”

p. 140, 17" bullet, add, “including a paved multi-use trail to and in the Lakes Basin”
p. 140, 18" bullet, line 3, insert “additional” to capital projects

p. 141, 5" bullet, line 1: capitalize “County”

p. 142, 3" objective, line 1: insert missing number

p. 142, 5" objective, line 1: correct spelling of efficient

p. 142, measurement data: complete this line

p. 143, 3" paragraph, 1% and last sentences: make “PM10” consistent with other sentences and
paragraphs

p. 143, last paragraph, 1% sentence: insert “draft” before “Mobility Element”
p. 144, first paragraph, 2" sentence: ditto
p. 145, 1% paragraph, line 3: isn’t the Rush Creek 4 lane project complete???

p. 145, last paragraph, line 2: insert “to provide free transit to all ski portals, and” before “to
market...”

p. 147, paragraphs 3 and 4: insert “draft” before “Mobility Element”

p. 147, paragraph 4: isn’t the expansion of winter transit services (peak period) already
implemented, with the contract between MMSA and ESTA??

p. 147, paragraph 7, line 3: Mono County contributes $30,000/year towards YARTS. Also,
delete “has” from the following sentence

p. 148, 2" paragraph, line 2: insert “and expand” after “support”

p. 148, 2" to last sentence: delete one of the periods after “etc.”

Chapter 6:
p. 155, 3 line: add possessive apostrophe (Developers’)

p. 156, 2" paragraph, line 2: add “and includes capital replacement” after “privately funded”
p. 156, 4™ paragraph, line 2: Mono County contributes $30,000/year towards YARTS

p. 157: last sentence: insert “length of road system” after “population,”

Chapter 7:
p. 161, line 3: add “and Mammoth Lakes” after “Lee Vining”



Chapter 8: (check titles and dates of documents noted below; some have been updated)
p. 162, Inyo NF Travel Management Plan (approved in 2010 or 2011?7?)

p. 163, Airport Land Use Plan — Mammoth Yosemite Airport (draft 2013 or 2014??)
p. 164, YARTS Short-Range Transit Plan (2012 or 201377?)
p. 166, Town of Mammoth Lakes, replace “Bill Manning” with “Brian Picken”

(I didn't do any review of the appendices)
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMLIND G. BB.O%N Jr.. Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 9

500 SOUTH MAIN STREET

BISHOP, CA 93514

PHONE (760) 872-3143

FAX (760) 872-5225

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

Serious drought.
Flelp save water!

December 22, 2014

Mr. Larry Johnston, Chairman
Mono County Board of Supervisors
P.O. Box 715

Bridgeport, California 93517

Agenda Item Request - Recommendation for State Route 108 Truck Size Restriction
Dear Chairrnan Johnston:

As you are aware, Mono County and Caltrans have interacted regarding the placement of truck
restrictions on a section of State Route 108 (SR 108) in Mono County from postmile (PM) 0.0 (Mono
County/ Tuolumne County line) to PM 9.8 (closure gate west of the Marine Corps-Mountain Warfare
Training Center). This was discussed (with public comment) at the October 21, 2014 Board of
Supervisors (BOS) meeting. To enable further discussion, we request this topic be placed on the
agenda for your January 20, 2015 meeting.

We expect that a truck size restriction would significantly benefit both travelers and trucking
companies unfamiliar with the topography of this Sierra Nevada mountain pass. The steep grade and
tight curves that the road follows to reach the 9,624 foot high pass, contribute to trucks getting stuck in
this section; thus, blocking the entire road and causing road closures of up to five hours. The lengthy
delays are due to a number of factors such as the remote location, tow vehicle response times from
Coleville or Gardnerville, Nevada, and the work to free the truck (which may include unhitching the
tractor from the trailer and backing the vehicle five or more miles down the grade).

The most recurrent location is at PM 4.6, which is in a series of reversing curves. A Caltrans study
from January 2005 through February 2010 documents eighty incidents of stuck trucks: forty-one
incidents at PM 4.6 and thirty-nine at other curves in this section. Additionally, we have studied
possible improvements to this section. However, due to the environmental constraints (i.e. steep and
_rocky mountainous terrain} improvements are too costly to be competitive for limited highway funds.

In order to reduce delays to travelers, and cost and impact to trucking companies, Caltrans
recommends the BOS formally declare this section of SR 108 be closed to trucks greater than 30 feet
king pin to rear axle (KPRA). For the truck restriction to be legally enforceable, a resolution or
ordinance from Mono County is required.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficlent transportation system
’ to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Mr. Larry Johnston

December 22, 2014
Page 2

We look forward to further interaction with the BOS and the public at the upcoming January meeting.
If you have any questions, or need further information please contact Terry Erlwein, our Traffic
Operations Engineer, at (760) 872-0650 or myself at (760) 872-3143.

Sincerely,

A
%N WI ZENRE%D

Deputy District Director
Maintenance and Operations

Attachments
(1) Location Map
(2) Resolution No. 97-117 — Mendocino County Board of Supervisors
(3) Draft Ordinance — City of Fremont
(4) Initial Study for truck restriction of vehicles with 4+ axles
(5) Truck Restriction Report Checklist
(6) Excerpts from California Vehicle Code

c¢:  Ryan Dermody, Deputy District Director, Planning, Caltrans
Terry Erlwein, Traffic Operations Engineer, Caltrans

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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RESOLUTION NO. _§7-171 .
L5

|
|
|
5 W

RESCLUTION OF THE MENDOCINO COUNTY BOARD| OF SUPERVYISORS
RECOMMENDING THE PROHIBI‘I'ION OF VEHICLES AND
COMBINATION VEHICLES W’!TH AN OVERALL LEHG’I'H GREATER
'I‘HAH 39 FEET FROM ACCESSIHG THE WESTERLY BEGMENT

OF HIGHWAY 175 :

WHEREAS, the California DePartmc:r-t of- ‘I‘ransnortanon {Caltrans) has
der.ezmm¢d that certain large m:hlcles and combination vehlclcs described
herein, ca.nnot: avel on the wu:erly segment af Smt: }hghway 173, specified
herein, thhou:. crossing over the center stripe; and

em can: only be

WER..:AS Caltrans has dc’bermugd that this nm}::]I
resolved bylirnposing the herein identified restrictions; and

WHEREAR, the County of M

endeccing n=s o-een requestsd to sUpport

Caltrans’ ﬁ.ndmgs and recommendations r-g_:dmg,smte H1ghway 175, a
highway W‘RI".J.I'I the exclusive junsd.u:uon of the Szatc UI Calm-:ua,

T

NOW' THEREFCRE, BE IT RESOL\F‘D by ihe Mendocino County Board
of Su'.::e'-nsars recommend and concur with Caltra.nsa, that vehiclea and
c“mbmancn vehicles with an crvc"s.ll length grearer;than 39 feet be prohibited

access to State I-ﬁghway 175 in Mo
esst of Routc 1C1 to the Mendecin

endocine County, HE‘I PM 5.43, 5.4 miles
ofLake County hnc; at MEH P 9 85. Access

by ve‘ncles ov'cr the 39 foot limit to local ranches, ?.rms agnm..itnre and gther

h;gnway 175 wxl'\l be allowed.

BE I’B FURTHER RESOLVED that this ecdon) taksn ef the request of the
California thway Patroi and Caltrans, shall haveing effecc on the continuing
Iegal responsibilities of the ST'\T” OF CALIFORNIA, by and through Caltrans,
for the continued and furure maintenance of the sub_]ecf hxghwa:y and for its
dury to the uscrs of said Stats highway. ,. i

BB IT FURTHER RESQOLVED that this resoh..t:on anall become afcctire
Lpen approcriate Stats actien and notificaticn ofall mvulven enforcement
agencies and the inatailation. of regulatory roadside s‘gn
I
ed m' Superviser
and carried this 21-4 day of

Finchas |

The xercgomg resoiuticn vfas miredue
seconded by Supervisor __Canshail

I\‘
Ly
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AYES:
NOES:

1997, by the following roll call vote:
i

. -Nona

AESENT: Nons

Whercupon, the chair

and SO ORDERED.

ATTEST:

JOYCE A. BEARD
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

g;?,lug;m

Supervisors Delb‘ar, Sheemakar, Pinches,

r declared said resalutio

~/

30

‘Campteli, Pezarscn

n passed and adopted

- wl-é"_f%‘ ‘”\

i- Narahy
provisia

Section)
declimant has tean madas.

By:

Chair, Beard of Supervisors

cartity that according to s
ns of Government Qcda
2S103, delivary of this

JOYCE A, BEARD
Clagk o7 tha fc
} A




Attachment 3

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF FREMONT AMENDING ARTICLE 7
(MISCELLANEOUS DRIVING RULES) OF CHAPTER 2 (TRAFFIC
REGULATIONS) OF TITLE III (PUBLIC SAFETY, WELFARE AND MORALS)
OF THE FREMONT MUNICIPAL CODE TO DELETE THE TRUCK ROUTE
DESIGNATION FOR NILES CANYON ROAD (STATE ROUTE 84)
The City Council of the City of Fremont does ordain as follows:
Section 1:
Section 3-2706 (Truck Routes) of Article 7 (Miscellaneous Driving Rules) of Chapter 2
(Traffic Regulations) of Title 111 (public Safety, Welfare and Morals) of the City of Fremont

Municipal Code is hereby amended to delete the truck route designation for Niles Canyon Road

as a truck route.

Section 2:

(a) The City of Fremont, Alameda County may by ordinance in conjunction with CVC
exceeds a weight limit of 10,000 pounds or more. The weight limit shall be determined by the
City of Fremont City Council andspecified in the ordinance.

\'(b) An ordinance adopted pursuant to this section is not effective with respect to the

following:

(1) A vehicle or combination of vehicles coming from an unrestricted highway having ingress
and egress by direct route to and from the restricted highway when necessary for the purpose of
making pickups or deliveries of goods. wares, and merchandise from or to any building or

structure located on the restricted highway or for the purpose of delivering materials to be used

31

__---| Comment [KO1]: Ordinance number will be

assigned by City Council after the passage of the
final ordinance

__.---| Comment [KO2]: The subsection of the CVC

will be assigned by the Department of Transportation
after final approval




Attachment 3

in the actual and bona fide repair, alteration, remodeling, or construction of a building or

structure upon the restricted highway for which a building permit has previously been obtained.

(2) The operation of ambulances, hearses, or vehicles providing emergency roadside services or

roadside assistance.

(3) Any vehicle or combination of vehicles owned, operated, contr, lled;or used by a public

(5) Any vehicle operzited as an incident lo a‘ﬁig in
hiY

the use of partichl; '_ghways by certain vehicles, except as otherwise provided by the Public
Utilities Commission ;;u \ugﬁﬁo Article 2 (commencing with Section 1031 of Chapter 5 of Part
1 of Diivision 1 of the Public Utilities Code. CVC Section 21104 further states "No ordinance or
resolution proposed to be enacted under Section 21101 or subdivision (d) of Section 21100 is
effective as to any highway not under the exclusive jurisdiction of the local authority enacting

the same, excepti thal an ordinance or resolution which is submitted to the Department of

Transpoertation by a local legislative body in complete draft form for approval prior to the

32
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enactment thereof is effective as to any state highway or part thereof specified in the written
approval of the department. This section does not preclude the application of an ordinance or
resolution adopted under Section 21101 or subdivision (d) of Section 21100 to streets maintained
by a community services district organized pursuant to Division 3 (commencing with Section
61000} of Title 6 of the Governiment Code. An Grdinancc; or resolution enacted by a local

o
ine.or penalty for a

authority pursuant to subdivision (¢) of Section 21101 may impose

violation of this code.

S, %
SN

The ordinance shall not be effective until appropriateigns are erected indicit]

streets affected by the ordinance or the streets not affel

best serve 1o give notice of the ordinance,,

s CVC Section 35702 requires Caltl‘atféjf
by slating that, "NO‘Q"[(- .

,

Ry ey
ViStETE

Lt

route for the use?_)f vehicles, which route shall remain unrestricted by any local regulation
as to weight limits or types of vehicles so long as the ordinance proposed shall remain in
effect, The approval of the proposed ordinance by the Department of Transportation shall

constitute an approval by it of the alternate route so designated.
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§ The alternate route designated by the City is Mission Boulevard (Route 238)
. between Niles Canyon Road (Route 84) and Interstate 680, and Interstate 680
between Mission Boulevard (Route 238) and Niles Canyon Road (Route 84).

The alternate route is an existing truck route.

Seciion 3:

AT
of the G,
e g

N

of

day of

ATTEST:

APPROVED AS TO FORM;

City Clerk

City Attorney

34




bk I 3'5‘

At_tacl;m_eht4
INITIAL STUDY
FOR
TRUCK RESTRICTION OF VZEICLES WITH 4+ AXLES
LAX-175 PM 0.00 tc RB.18
MEN-175 PM 5.4 to 5.85
‘\/\‘\ l’,{

By / =z /\/ / -~ ; >
\ A < o I &
LoENa A L Pfenvige_ ‘77@,;///4{é

/ Dais



36

INITIAL, STUDY AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR

TRUCK RESTRICTIONS ON LAK/MEN 173

SCH No.
01-1AK-175-0.00/K8.15
Q1-MEN-175=-5.40/9.85

NEGATIVZ DECLARATION

Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code

Description: The proposad project involives implementing a truck
restriction cn the westarly portion of Stata Routa 175 betwesn the
junction of State Rcutas 1735 and 29 in Lake County and five miles
east o0 the Jjunction c¢f Reoutes 101 and 175 near Hopland ir
Mandecino Countv. The restriction would »rohibit vehicles with four

from traversing this 12.5 mile segment of the routs.
Zxcepticns to this rastriction would apply to zny commercial
venicles making a delivery or pickup tc z locatison within the

An Initial Study has been prasparad by the Califeornia Department of
Iransvesrtatien (Czlitrans). Cn the basis of <this study it is
datermined that the propesaed action will nét have a significant
sff=2CT upen the envircnment for the follewing resasons:

Th2 proposed zroject will have minimal or no effect cn growth o
T2l2 oz davelogment, =aozloymenit, 2a2conomy' of tha arsa (includincg
Susinasses and industrias), populaticn characteristics, housing,
schools, ir and water guallty, o©r neisa lavals on sansitive
TICBnTIrs. ¥s rscrsaticonal iands,. pexik lands, £ haritaza
T=scurces ars involvad.

Tz TToo

SSmpesilt
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PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROJECT

tate Route 175 (SR-1735) is a mountainous, east-west highwayvy
connecting Route 101 in Eopland with Routs 29 near Lakeport. TFew
improvements have been made tc this roadway over the years. The

roadway aligmment follows xugged terrain, with limited pavement
width, steep grades, and tight curves. The roadway width,
including shoulders, varies from 18 feet €o a maximum of 32 feet.
Grades in this segment of Route 175 average 6.3% %o 7%, with sonme
sustained grades of 9% and short stretches are as staep as 133.

In the 12.5 mile section of Routes 173 proposad
restriction, therz are just under 100 curves with a radius of 280
feet or less. The majority of the tight radius curves cannot be
negotiated by trucks with a 30 foot kingpin to resar axle length

for the truck

without crossing over the centerline stripe cor leaving the
pavement, or both  (see -Exhibit B). Soeme curves reguirs the

complete -use of both traffic lanes to be negotiatad, and as such

create a potentially hazardous situation for onceming traffic. In
some cases, large trucks have become stuck in the middle of a tight

curve blecking the full width of the roadway and have had to be
zhysically removed with the use of cutside eguipment.

The accident rats for this sacticn of SR-17% over a thres y=ar

veriod was 2.77 accidents per million vehicle miles which is 14%
higher than the expectad rate for a highway with similiar
characteristics. From August 1920 te August 1893 There wara 38

accidents with 20 injuries. Nearly 20% of these accidents involved

large trucks or vehicles +that had four or acrs axles in
combination. This is a substantial nu-her when taken in the

contaxt that vehicles with four or mors axlss only comprise 0.4% of

the total volume of twaffic. _12% of the accidents causad by the
larc ] —

trucks cor combinatio
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‘20 automobile with a2 tandem axle trailer (i.e., vehicles
le T
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to rear axle to take another route. In total, there are five
warning signs on the westarly end of Route 175 and four sigms on
the eastarly end. this segment advising motorists of the road
conditions and to take alternata routes.

The cCalifornia Highway Patrol (CHP) is strongly oppesad o
allowing large toucks and wvehicles with trailers €9 continue using
this pertion of Route 175. There has been correspondenca dating
back to 1873 expressing concern over large trucks on the Hopland
Grade. In addition to the several letters from the California
Highway Patrol %o Caltrans and the complaint letiers that the
Highway Patrol receives from citizens, Caltrans has raceived
numerous letters and phone calls from private citizens, Superviscrs
from Laka County, as well as letters from Assamblywoman Bev Hansen
and Statz Senator Jim Nielson. With few exceptions, this
correspondence supports ramoving large trucks Ifrom this portion of
Route 175.

The Highway Patrol zlso statas that the truck advisory signs
at each end of Hopland Grade have had little if any effect in
preventing large trucks and veaicles with trailers from using this
porzion of Routa 175. According to the CE2, several truck drivers
nave been citad for crossing over the double yellow centerline.
The CHPF raport that when the drivers werz asked whether they had
seen the advisory signs, most drivers admittad that they had. When
the drivers were questioned as to why thev continued on, the most
frsgquent response was that they didn't think it would be as bad as
it was. Others stated that they had been dispatched over this
route, or that the route lockad like a shortcut on the mnap.

Because there 1is no place to safely turn around, once the driver

gets on this segment of Routs 175, he has to continue.

The 1994 Routs Segmen®t Report shows that this portion of SR-
175 currently cperates at 2 D Lavel of Service (LOS) with cperating
speeds of 15 to 36 mph. This portion of Route 175 falls under the
basic speed law, and has a 535 mph maximum speed limit. Due to the
nature of the alignment, the practical speed for much of the routa
1s 30 aph cor less.

— ]

Tt is phvsically impessibls fer a tractor/semitrailer truck or

with four
ST mors axles) o negetiats this porticn of Route 175 without
crossing over the center line into part or all of the cpposing
lane. fThis situation has creatsed a disproportionately high ratio
¢Z tTouck-rezlatad accicdents. As traffic volumes increase both
seasonally in %he summer and fall and during peak hours, soc does
The potential for truck and autcomobile accidents.

PR

Clesing th
In combination

crazatly raducs

s porticn of Reute 173 to wvehicles which, alcne or
ith towed wvahiclas have fcur or mors axlss, shculid
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over into opposite lanes) on these curves. This proposed trafiic
~estriczian should improve Route circulation and create a safer
highway environment.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROJECT

A vehicle restriction is being proposed on a twelve and a palf
mile segment Route 175 between Hopland and Lakeport, known locally
as the "Hopland Grade." The restriction would close 2 portion of
Routa 175 (highway postmiles MEN-175-3.4 ts 9.85 and LaK-175-0.00
o R8.19) to all vehicles with four or morz axles in combination.
This would include autos or pickup trucks that are towing two axle
trailers and trucks with a 30 foot kingpin to rear axle length
(see EZxhibit B). Access to this newly closed portion of Route 173
for some deliveries and construction would be allowed..

This rsstriction would not "prohibit any commercial vehicles
coming from an unrestricted street having ingress and egress by
direct route to and from a restricted street when necessary for the
surpose of making pickups or deliveries of goods, wares, and
merchandise from or to anvy building or structure located on the
rastricted street or for the purpese of delivering materials to be
usad in the actual and bona fide repair, altsration, remcdeling, or
sonstruction of any building or structure upon the restrictad road
cr street/road for which a building permit has praviously bkesan
cbtained." Tais restricticn is intanded to redirect all *"through
~waffic" vehicles (with four or more axles) to altearnate State and
S Routas in Mendocino and Lake County (i.e., U.S. Routs 101; Stats
Routes Z0 and 29}.

This saction of Route 175 will be signed for trafiic
spproaching both from the east and west in Laka County and
vandocino County respectively. These signs will inform motorists
That this pertion of Routa 175 is closed to all through traffic
vahicles with four or =mceres axles. Enforcement cf this new

rastricsion will be by the California Highway Patrol.

of,

=1

b

Al+ternactives Considersad and Redsctad

2

rve corractions, shoulder widening or total rsalignment: On
rnative would be to bring this portion of SR-175 up to curzent
hway standards, either by one or more majcr projects or a saries
mincr highway projects. This approach would not be cansistent
the current routs concept for this porticn of SR-175 which
natad as "maintanance as necessary”. although these type
< aiternatives were the subject cf extensive studies Dy
; Csunty/City Planning Council and Caltrans in the

-
v wWars datarmipned infeasible dee to costT, environne
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impacts, existing low traffic volumes and the fact that to improve
the alignment would divert substantial Iunds from higher priority
capital improvements on other roultes. 2rojections of low traffic
“"volumes in the future for “his route alss played an important parc
in eliminating this routz for consideration for majer highway
improvements in the future.

2. Do Nothing: This alternmative would not addrass the idenitiflied
safety concerns or rsmedy the existing cperational deficilencies.
Currently thers ares numerous warning signs at either end of this
segment of Routa 173 advising motorists of the road conditicns and
rzcommending altarnate routas. Per observations from the
Czlifornia Highway Patrol, these signs have not been effactive.

Curr=nt Status of Pronosad Proiect and the Pr=ncess for Aporoval

Caltrans hes perfarmed studies to document hew this segment of the
routa is currently utilized by vehicles with four and mors axles.
This information is summerized in this Initial Study which will be
circulatad to the public for comment. Afisr completing the public
raview and comment period, a Negative Declaraticn will be finalized
wihich will previde rssponsas to any guestions cor concerns raisad
during the public reviaw of this Initial Study. Caltrans will then
ragquest That Lake and Mendecino <Cosunty prapare an ordinance
restriciing vehicles with four cor mere zxles per Califasrnia Vehicla
sde Section 21101(c). The draft ordinancs will be reviewed by the
Division of Traffic Operations in Caltrans in Sacramento and, if
approved, the Dirsctor of Caltrans will issue a writtan approval oI
The draft crdinance which the lccal agencies then executs.

2t this time, Laks County has indicatad a willingness to proposa
such an ordinancs. Mendocineo County has net vet officially
acceptad this rasponsibility.

ARTECTED ENTIRONMINT

age Dailv Trafific (ADT) in 1383 Zor this periicn of

as arpproximately 1000 T2 LECC wahiclas and peak menth
average daily traffic was just 2 faw hundrsd venicles mora. Actual
Tounts takan in OctTobker of 1333 racerdsd 13387 wehiclas.  Durin
LnAs gount, vanlclas That the propesed rasuricticn would affsct
~exr2 identified znd rscordsd. Total touck ADT was numbers=d at 33
=T 8% oI the tToTal ADT. C£F the 83 =Trucks, $.5% wars trucks with
IZur axlss ¢or mors. This amcunts o aZcout § vehicles a day or 0.4%
=Z The tgtal wahicls ADT
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Actual counts were taken again during July 1 - 5, 1954. Counts
were taken from 6:00 am to 9:00 pm each day. Of the total 359538
vehicles recorded over the five day holiday period, 52, or 0.87%
would have been impacted had the restriction on vehicles with four
or more axles bheen in place. (See Table 1)

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATICN

Refer to the Environmental Significance Checklist (Exhibit D).

Since the restriction of certain vehicles will not involve any
rhysical manipulation of the existing roadway or its environs, fish
and wildlife habitat, watar gquality, and scenic rescurces would not
be affectad.

Restricting certain vehicles (i.e., 4+ axle vehicles) will ressult
in some minimal amount of decreased exhaust emissions and noiss
levels for this stretch of SR—175 while incresasing, by a negligible
amount, emissions and noise con the alternate rouitss chosen.
Becausea the traffic volume to be affectad 1s so small, both the
keneficial aspects of removing traffic to sensitive receptors along
SR 175 and any adverse effacts resulting from minimally increasing
the volumes along US 101 -and Routes 20 and 29 are considered
nons lg""ll.x. jicant.

It is exnecte* that there would be some minor increase in fuel
consumption resultlng from thaose vehicles restricted from using SR~
173 havlng to detovr on a2 longer route, however, this would be
somewhat offsel because alternate routes are not as sitesep as Routs
17s5.

Restricting vehicles with 4+ axles would aZfsct a small number of
racreationists (e.g., scme kinds of racrsational vehicles aor thase
No ars towing a two axle becat trailer or a second vehicle) who use

-175 as a route for accessing Clear Laka. However, pecause of
2 availakility of alternatzs routas this is not considered to be
ignificant impact.
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is usad feor commercial shipping and receiving of goods,
cular, for <transporting agricultural produce from ths
us orchards in Laks County. The CHP has reportsd peaks 1:
truck volumes in the months of August and Septsmber due to
cear and walnut harvest in the Lakeport and Kalseyville aresas.
is is also the time of vear when the bulk of citizen complaints
received concerning automobile and large truck conflicts. Some
cf these transpert vehicles would te affected with the proposs
rastriction. While utilizing altsrnats routss could affect
shipping times and cost for theose vehicles affectad by the
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rastricticn, tThs number of vahicles potantially affacted is ne:
substantizl, thus, this impact is not considersd to be significant.
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The Ukiah Unified School District in Mendocino County no longer
provides direct scaool bus service for students living on the
Hopland Grade. Bus service was discontinued in 1991 after the
school van was involved in a sideswipe accident caused by a
Tractor/trailer rig chSSan over the center line. Currently there
is a pickup point at postmile 5.40 for students that live between
postmile 5.40 and the County line at postmile 9.85.

In Lake County, school bus serwvice on Route 175 is only provided

from the junction of Routes 175 and 29 west for one and a half
miles to Matthews Road. Matthews Road (at postmile §. 83) is uhe
Pilckup and delivery point for students that live west of peostmile
§.83 to the county line at postmile 0.00.

Carrently, no transit operators service this portion of SR-175. -
CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

The following agencies and/or individuals were consultad ragarding
the proposad 4+ axle vehicle restriciion on SR-175.

Mr, Rim Seidler, Lake Co. Community Development Dirsc=or
Richard Xnoll, City of Lakeport Community Development Director
Mendocino County Board of Supervisors

dakn County Board of Supervisors

California Highway Patrol

Ukiah Unified School District

Lakeport Transportation Office (authorit
service)

Caltrans District 1

Mendocino Council of Governments (MCOG)

Lake County/Cities Area Planning Council (LC/CAPBC)

rroviding school bus

DETERMINATION

Cn Tha kasis e¢f this evaluation, i
cl i virommentzl document for tha

Loroprists en =
Negative Declaration
\._..9‘(' / j s 2
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BXHTIITS

A. Map of proposad limits of restriction
3. Tractor/ Semi-Trailer Terminology
C. Alternate Routes to Route 175

D. Envircmmental Significance Checklist
. TABLES

i. Summa Vehicle Count for SR-175 during July 1i-3, 1994.
4 Y

REFERENCES

"Truck Study Report” December 22, 1983 Prepared hv
Caltrans District 1 Traffic ODe*ahlons Branch.

"Truck Restrictions - Overview of Existing Authority and
Procedures Pertaining %o Tzuck Restrictions" Draft
Fabruary 1994 Prapared by Caltrans Office of Permiis and

Truck Studies.

The Initial Study for this proposal was writtan based con input
srovided v the stafs of warious branches within the Caltrans
District 1 0ffice in Furska. The Icllowing is a list ci thosa

Craig Olefson, assocliate Environmental Planner

Zin Graham, Chief, Traffic Orerations & Zlesctrical 3ranch
Auss Les, Traffic Cperations/Truck Studiss

Caborah Ha:mcn, Chie=Zf, Envi:cnmeqLaT Manageme Cifice
Chexwvl Willis, ChisZ, DPlanning bDivision







EXEIRIT B

TERMINOLOGY

TRACTOR / SEMITRAILER TERMINOLOGY

Tru C-
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_EXHIBIT C

ALTERNATE

[ F)

ROUTES TO SR 173
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SUMMARY

TAUCK AND RV SURVEY-01 MEN, LAK-175-MEN 5.30/LAK A8.19

HOURS: FROM 0800 TQ 2100 STARTING JULY 1, 1284 A.ND ENDING JULY 3, 1_954
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TYPE OF VEHICLE | VE=ICLE NUMBESS TOTAL | FERCENT
, I ws | B
CARS. PICKUFS, VANS, ETC.. | 25306/ 2927| 53871 83.773%!
[ I
CARS. PICKUPS, VANS, ETC. W/TRAILER [
BOAT TRAILER l
1-AXLE | 49 S 1 1.83%
2-AXLE 15 20 35 0.58%
RV TRAILER l [
1-AXLE S 4| 8 124 6.20%
2-AXLE | i 1] 0.02%
UTILITY TRAILER | ]
1-AXLE J 13} 15 30| - 0.30%
2-AXLE i 3] 5] 8] 0.13%
HORSETRALER I | |
2-AXLE | z 21 7 0.12%
| f [ |
TRUCKS, LARGE 2-AXLE, VANS, FLATEEDS | 31| 31l 82] 1.04%
I | I l f
TRACTCR/TRAILER l ! ] | i
Z-AXLE l 1} 1] 0.02%,
A-AXLE+ | ! 1 1l 0.02%]
l l l | !
MCTORHOME, SMALL (24' OR LESS) ! 3| 10 13 0.22%
] I ]
MCTORHOME, SMALL W/TRAILER | | l 5
AXLE i i- 3 3 0.05%
‘ | | | E |
5 JOTORHCME, LARGE (OVER 241 i 3 31 3i &.13%]
‘ | i ! i
[LOTCRCYCLE j z2i 43 11 1.70%i
: i ! i
SicYcLs 1 z| 7 1 2 0.2C%
] i z g =
{TCTALS | osi2i  313C 3333 100.00%
foiz Cf the 3,838 vehicizs countad, 22 or C.37% wouid have basn imoaciad nad thers Bsan =2
< zxia = rasuiciicn in afisct durk g tha llmss of D2 survey
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Caltrans 173 Initial Study

List of Agencies/Persons Contacted/Notified

' Lake County Agricultural

ATTACHMENT #3

Commissioner

Mendocino County Agricultural Commissioner

Caltrans

Lake County Department of Public Works

Mendocino County Depértmenc of Public Works

California Highway Partrol - Ukiah and Kelseyville Offices

Mendocino Councit of Governments

Lake County/City Area Planning Council

Lake County Traffic Advisory Commirttee

City of Lakeport
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All property owners (145} within 700 feet of both sides of nighway, both counties.

Celifornia Trucking Assoc

lmam?




Restriction Process Page 1 of 1

Até&ment 5

TRUCK RESTRICTION REPORY CHECKLIST

Approval of restriction requests is contingent upon a complete identification and documentation of impacts on highway safety, structural integrity, environment and operational
efficiency. Some items may not apply. This checklist is a guide only.

I, COVER

The document cover clearly states the Caltrans District, County, Route and postmita limits of the praposal. Any proposed Jocal ordinance or reselution number should alse be
placed on the cover,

Il. PROPOSAL STATEMENT

The propesed restriclion and references o specific codes, regulations and any local ordinances or resolutions are clearly presented in the propasal statement. If exemptions to
general rules apply, cite appropriate statutory law or regulations.

1Il. JUSTIFICATION FOR THE PROPOSAL

Justification depends on rationale: safety, hazardous materials, bridge weight limit, construction zones, seasonal operation, ete.

Analyses of present and future safety, operational (capacity, geometrics) and/or structural adequacy supporting the restncuon A description of existing versus propesed
conditions. Include supperting data tables, maps andfor photagraphs,

List of alternatives considered, e.g. truck advisory, restriction of 39-foot vehicles, or restriction of all frucks over a certaln gross weight. Statement of the proposed restriction
selected.

Analysis of environmental considerations for the restriction proposal with an explanation af impacts and miligation measures.

Existing and future land use pians.

Analysis of the impact on interstate and intrastate commerca. Analysis of the ecanomic impact an communities, shippars and trucking companies due to increased travel
distances,

_____Analysis and recommendations of any altarnative routes that can safely accommodate any Califormia legal commercial motor vehicles and serve the proposed restriction area.
____ Evidence of consultation with the locat or adjoining state govemments affected by the proposed restriction.

Results of any public hearings.

IV. APPENDICES

Copies of any draft local restriction ordinances or resolutions.
Copies of any supportive correspondence or documents far the rastriction.

Minutes of public hearings (audio or videocassette tapa),

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/traffops/engineering/trucks/routes/restrict-process.htm 12/3/2014
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Attachment 6

VEHICLE CODE - VEH

DIVISION 11. RULES OF THE ROAD [21000 - 23336]
( Division 11 enacted by Stats. 1959, Ch. 3. )

CHAPTER 1. Obedience to and Effect of Traffic Laws [21000 - 212872]
( Chapter 1 enacted by Stats. 1959, Ch. 3.)

ARTICLE 3. Local Regulation [21100 - 21117]
( Article 3 enacted by Stats. 1959, Ch. 3. )

IMANA
Local authorities, for those highways under their jurisdiction, may adopt rules and
regulations by ordinance or resolution on the following matters:

(a) Closing any highway to vehicular traffic when, in the opinion of the legislative
body having jurisdiction, the highway is either of the following:

(1) No longer needed for vehicular traffic.

(2) The closure is in the interests of public safety and all of the following conditions
and requirements are met:

(A} The street proposed for closure is located in a county with a population of
6,000,000 or more.

(B) The street has an unsafe volume of traffic and a significant incidence of crime.

(C) The affected local authority conducts a public hearing on the proposed street
closure.

(D) Notice of the hearing is provided to residents and owners of property adjacent
to the street proposed for closure.

(E) The local authority makes a finding that closure of the street likely would result
in a reduced rate of crime.

(b) Designating any highway as a through highway and requiring that all vehicles
observe official traffic control devices before entering or crossing the highway or
designating any intersection as a stop intersection and requiring all vehicles to stop
at one or more entrances to the intersection.

(c) Prohibiting the use of particular highways by certain vehicles, except as
otherwise provided by the Public Utilities Commission pursuant to Article 2
{commencing with Section 1031) of Chapter 5 of Part 1 of Division 1 of the Public
Utilities Code.

(d) Closing particular streets during regular school hours for the purpose of
conducting automobile driver training programs in the secondary schools and
colleges of this state.

(e) Temporarily closing a portion of any street for celebrations, parades, local
special events, and other purposes when, in the opinion of local authorities having
jurisdiction or a public officer or employee that the local authority designates by
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resolution, the closing is necessary for the safety and protection of persons who are
to use that portion of the street during the temporary closing.

(f) Prohibiting entry to, or exit from, or both, from any street by means of islands,
curbs, traffic barriers, or other roadway design features to implement the
circulation element of a general plan adopted pursuant to Article 6 (commencing
with Section 65350) of Chapter 3 of Division 1 of Title 7 of the Government Code.
The rules and regulations authorized by this subdivision shall be consistent with the
responsibility of local government to provide for the health and safety of its
citizens. '

VEHICLE CODE - VEH

DIVISION 15. SIZE, WEIGHT, AND LOAD [35000 - 35796]
( Division 15 enacted by Stats. 1959, Ch. 3.)

CHAPTER 5. Weight [35550 - 35796]
( Chapter 5 enacted by Stats. 1959, Ch. 3.)

ARTICLE 4. Local Authorities [35700 - 35722]
( Article 4 enacted by Stats. 1959, Ch. 3. )

35701.

(a) Any city, or county for a residence district, may, by ordinance, prohibit the use
of a street by any commercial vehicle or by any vehicle exceeding a maximum
gross weight limit, except with respect to any vehicie which is subject to Sections
1031 to 1036, inclusive, of the Public Utilities Code, and except with respect to
vehicles used for the collection and transportation of garbage, rubbish, or refuse
using traditionally used routes in San Diego County when the solid waste
management plan prepared under Section 66780.1 of the Government Code is
amended to designate each traditionally used route used for the purpose of
transporting garbage, rubbish, or refuse which intersects with a local or regional
arterial circulation route contained within a city or county’s traffic circulation
element and which provides access to a solid waste disposal site.

(b) The ordinance shall not be effective until appropriate signs are erected
indicating either the streets affected by the ordinance or the streets not affected, as
the local authority determines will best serve to give notice of the ordinance.

(c) No ordinance adopted pursuant to this section after November 10, 1969, shall
apply to any state highway which is included in the National System of Interstate
and Defense Highways, except an ordinance which has been approved by a two-

thirds vote of the California Transportation Commission.
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(d) The solid waste management plan prepared under Section 66780.1 of the
Government Code by San Diego County may designate the traditionally used
routes.

(e) “Traditionally used route,” for purposes of this section, means any street used
for a period of one year or more as access to or from a solid waste disposal site.

VEHICLE CODE - VEH

DIVISION 15. SIZE, WEIGHT, AND LOAD [35000 - 35796]
{ Division 15 enacted by Stats. 1959, Ch. 3.)

CHAPTER 5. Weight [35550 - 35796]
{ Chapter 5 enacted by Stats. 1959, Ch. 3. )

ARTICLE 4. Local Authorities [35700 - 35722]
( Article 4 enacted by Stats. 1959, Ch. 3.)

35702.

No ordinance proposed under Section 35701 is effective with respect to any
highway which is not under the exclusive jurisdiction of the local authority enacting
the ordinance, or, in the case of any state highway, until the ordinance has been
submitted by the governing body of the local authority to, and approved in writing
by, the Department of Transportation. In submitting a proposed ordinance to the
department for approval, the governing body of the local authority shall designate
therein, an alternate route for the use of vehicles, which route shall remain
unrestricted by any local regulation as to weight limits or types of vehicles so long
as the ordinance proposed shall remain in effect. The approval of the proposed
ordinance by the Department of Transportation shall constitute an approval by it of
the alternate route so designated.
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Mono County
Community Development Department

P.O. Box 347 : ivict P.O.Box 8
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 Plannlng Division Bridgeport, CA 93517
(760) 924-1800, fax 924-1801 (760) 932-5420, fax 932-5431
commdev@mono.ca.gov WWWw.monocounty.ca.gov

January 12, 2015
To: Mono County Local Transportation Commission

From: Wendy Sugimura, Mono County Associate Analyst
Terry Erlwein, Caltrans District 9 Engineer

Re:  Bridgeport Main Street Revitalization Project Performance Measures

ACTION REQUESTED
Informational only.

BACKGROUND

During August 23-28, 2012, Bridgeport residents were immersed in the Main Street Design Fair to explore
the balance between community needs for a vibrant, successful main street and the function of a state
highway that efficiently moves goods and vehicles. Led by nationally known walkability expert Dan Burden,
a Design Team consisting of the Local Government Commission, a traffic engineer, and a design-and-
architecture firm provided education, best practices, and technical expertise to facilitate the development of
community consensus and direction on a Main Street Revitalization Plan to improve pedestrian and motorist
safety, support economic vitality, and enhance the community.

Community participation throughout the workshops was excellent, with 41 people at the opening workshop,
19 at the walking audit and design session, and an impressive 78 at the closing presentation. Dan Burden,
who has conducted these workshops in over 2,500 communities in all 50 states, claimed this was among
the best participation rate he has seen, especially by main street business owners. In addition, focus groups
were held to capture specific concerns of public safety entities, Caltrans, County public works staff, Main
Street residents and businesses, and the Latino community.

Following the Design Fair, local outreach by Bridgeport Valley Regional Planning Advisory Committee
(BVRPAC) members built further consensus on the location of back-in angle parking, the Design Team
finalized a conceptual striping plan supported by the BVRPAC, and Caltrans refined and engineered the
striping plan for final deployment. The new street design with more parking, bike lanes, and fewer travel
lanes was in place by the end of October 2012, just eight short weeks after the Design Fair. The rapid
implementation was an impressive display of interagency and community cooperation, and how things can
“get done” through a complete and collaborative planning process.

Following the striping and in cooperation with Caltrans, the BVRPAC stenciled “BACK-IN ONLY” on the
curb faces of parking stalls in response to a high number of incorrectly parked vehicles. Since then, the
incorrectly parked car has been fairly rare.

DISCUSSION

At the last LTC meeting, information about “performance measures” for the Bridgeport Main Street project
was requested. The standard performance measures for roadways have been primarily based on vehicle
traffic speeds and delay, which the LTC has consistently suggested leave out important livability factors,
including walking, bicycling, and community/economic vibrancy and health. “Multi-modal” performance

Planning / Building / Code Compliance / Environmental / Collaborative Planning Team (CPT)
Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) / Local Transportation Commission (LTC) / Regional Planning Advisory Committees (RPACSs)
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measures that address these factors are under development at the national and state level (e.qg., revisions
to CEQAY), and are expected to become the norm in the future. At this time, however, no measures are
standardized or established.

Standardized performance data based on Level of Service (LOS) provide the following information:

Measure Data/Information
Average traffic A November 2013 speed survey indicates no significant change. Consistent
speeds with state law, the 30 mph speed limit is based on the 85™ percentile of traffic

speed. However, anecdotal information from the community indicates an
increase in comfort, especially when crossing the road, now that Main Street is
no longer being used as a passing lane.

Accident rates Two-Year Period Prior to Project:

Six collisions were recorded during the two-year study period with one injury
collision and no fatality collisions. The single injury collision resulted in two
injuries. All other recorded collisions were property damage only (PDO).

Two-Year Period After Project:
Three collisions were recorded during the two-year study period, all of which
were property damage only (PDO).

Parking convenience | The project increased the amount of available on-street parking from less than
and affordability 38 spaces to approximately 482 between Bridge and School streets, and
maintained free parking. Since stenciling the curb faces, no written complaints
about back-in parking have been received by the Community Development
Department.

Average congestion Not applicable.
delay

Therefore, no change has occurred to quantifiable average traffic speeds. Accident data indicate a 50%
reduction in total accidents and a 100% reduction in injury accidents. (Note a single accident can
dramatically change those figures.) Improvements include an increase in parking by roughly 25%, the
elimination of Main Street as a legal passing opportunity, and increased comfort when crossing the street.

According to the Walkable and Livable Communities Institute, which was co-founded by Dan Burden, the
new push for multi-modal and livability performance measures is complex. The Institute identified 22
different potential measurements (along with the LOS measures above; see attachment #1), many of which
are difficult to quantify because of the size and location of Bridgeport, and the resources that would be
needed to generate the data. The following data available for Bridgeport are largely anecdotal, yet still
provides meaningful information:

e Private realm improvements: Two building fagcade upgrades have been completed. One upgrade
was directly based on a project rendering, and the other was strongly influenced by the project and
received ideas and input from the Design Team.

e Public realm improvements: The County Service Area (CSA) funded additional pedestrian
furniture (flower planters, benches and trash cans) and hanging flower baskets for School Street
Plaza. A local resident maintained the flower baskets. The intent is to secure a landscaping
encroachment permit in the future and move the furniture to the sidewalk in front of the Courthouse.

! California Environmental Quality Act.

2 Pre-project data are from a Scenic Byway inventory of parking spaces and likely over estimates as “partial” parking spaces were
summed for a total number (e.g., a curb face with enough room for 0.68 parking spaces was simply added to the total, even though
a vehicle can’t park there). Post-project data are estimated from Google Earth imagery by counting parking stalls.
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The permit will also allow business owners to place flowers outside their businesses to enliven the
streetscape.

Real estate activity: One real estate purchase was positively influenced by the project, and another
inquiry was made, at least in part, due to the street changes. Another inquiry encouraged further
implementation of the Main Street project.

Project serving as a model: The Bridgeport project has been used in complete street presentations
nationally and internationally, including Mexico, Bolivia, and Alaska. The project has been featured
in Caltrans Sustainable Transportation classes, and the former Caltrans District 9 Director presented
the project to other Directors. The Project for Public Spaces, an organization dedicated to
“placemaking,” features the Bridgeport project as a case study for “rightsizing” streets (see
attachment #2). The Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) also contacted Mono County to learn
about the innovative public process, partnership, and design.

Walking and bicycling: Pre-project pedestrian and bicyclist counts do not exist. However, general
observation indicates the bike lanes are being used.

Future projects & potential for future investment: Caltrans and the County are continuing to
partner on implementation, and submitted an Active Transportation Program (ATP) application that
included the completion of sidewalk segments, a permanent curb extension (bulb-out) at School
Street with pedestrian-activated crossing lights, removable curb extensions at Sinclair Street and a
mid-street pedestrian refuge at the Jolly Kone crosswalk, and pedestrian-scale solar street lights.
The application just missed being funded given the statewide completion of this program. In addition,
the Community Service Area (CSA) is funding the design and engineering of a banner system
across the highway, similar to the banner system in Minden, NV.

Community participation: The ATP application scored full marks for public participation, and one
reviewer commented, “This is one of the best public engagement/participation processes described
by any of the applicants!” Ultimately, the project would not have been viable without community
consensus and the support of individual community champions. A related measure in the political
spectrum is community satisfaction. It is harder to define, and seems most easily measured by a
lack of complaints. This project has not only been complaint-free since the curb faces were
stenciled, but has actually received praise as noted above in the “serving as a model” discussion. In
addition, the Chamber of Commerce presented plaques of appreciation to project staff, including
Terry Erlwein (Caltrans District 9 Engineer) and Wendy Sugimura.

The Bridgeport Main Street project is achieving the goals and policies set forth in the Livable Communities
section of the Mono County Regional Transportation Plan, and the Caltrans Complete Streets publications.
The community appears to be positive about the project, motivated to continue implementation, and is
investing community funds through the CSA. Progress appears to have been made with other indicators
such as real estate activity, and public and private realm improvements. Caltrans and County staff have
established a positive, productive working relationship and are continuing to explore new design possibilities
and funding opportunities. The project is not yet complete, but the results to date appear positive.

This report has been reviewed and approved by the Local Transportation Commission Executive Director.
Please contact Wendy Sugimura with any questions at 760.924.1814 or wsugimura@mono.ca.gov.

ATTACHMENTS

Email from Robert Ping (Technical Assistance Program Manager, Walkable and Livable
Communities Institute), dated December 16, 2014

Project for Public Spaces: Small Community of Bridgeport Rightsized their Main Street in Record
Time
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Wendy Sugimura

From: Wendy Sugimura
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:04 PM
To: Wendy Sugimura
Subject: FW: Bridgeport Main Street Report

From: Robert Ping [robert@walklive.org]
Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2014 9:27 AM
To: Wendy Sugimura

Cc: Kelly Morphy

Subject: Re: Bridgeport Main Street Report

Hi Wendy,

Your Local Transportation Commission may have several possible motives, including the need to report
numbers to the feds (FHWA). But the good news is that 'multi-modal’ performance measures will become the
norm in the near future for transportation, thanks to advocacy efforts nationwide, and recent federal support for
this.

Unfortunately, past performance measures have only been mostly automobile speed and efficiency, at the

expense of other livability factors, such as walking and bicycling, including:

e Roadway Level-of-Service (LOS), which is an indicator of vehicle traffic speeds and congestion delay at a particular
stretch of roadway or intersection.

e  Average traffic speeds.
e Average congestion delay, measured annually per capita.
e  Parking convenience and affordability (low price).

e  Crash rates per vehicle-mile.

The new push is for multi-modal and livability measures, which gets complex, including the list below. Any of
these measures you can get data for would be helpful to measure elements other than just those that affect
automobile use:

e Accessibility (ability to reach desired goods, services and activities), including the travel time and costs required
by various users to reach activities and destinations such as work, education, public services and recreation

e Land Use Density and Mix - Number of job opportunities and commercial services within 30-minute travel
distance of residents.

e Children’s accessibility - Portion of children who can walk or bicycle to Schools, shops and parks from their
homes.

e  Commute speed - Average commute travel time and Congestion delay.

e Transport diversity - Variety and quality of transport Options available in a community.

1
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e Mode share - Portion of travel made by walking, cycling, rideshare, public transit and telework.

e  Streetscape Quality — The quality of travel by various modes, plus impacts on local businesses and residents
(Livability)

e Transit service quality — Public transit service quality, including coverage (portion of households and jobs within
5-minute walking distance of 15-minute transit service), service frequency, comfort (portion of trips in which
passenger can sit and portion of transit stops with shelters), affordability (fares as a portion of minimum wage
income), information availability, and safety (injuries per billion passenger-miles)

e Consumer Transport Costs and Affordability - Portion of household expenditures devoted to transport, including
vehicle expenses, fares, residential parking costs, and taxes devoted to transport; particularly by people who are
economically, socially and physically disadvantaged.

e  Facility costs - Per capita expenditures on roads, traffic services and parking facilities (Transport Costs).

e  Freight and commercial transport efficiency — Speed, quality and affordability of freight and commercial
transport.

e Market Efficiency - Degree to which transport systems reflect market principles such as prices that reflect full
costs and neutral tax policies.

e Planning Practices - Degree to which transport institutions reflect Least-cost planning and investment practices.
Higher is better.

e  User Evaluation — Overall user satisfaction with their transportation system.

e  Planning process - Range of impacts and options considered in the planning process, and quality of public
involvement.

e  Health and fitness - Portion of population that regularly uses active transport modes (walking and cycling).

e Community Livability - Degree to which transport activities increase community livability (local environmental
quality).

e Basic Mobility and Access — Quality of transport to access socially valuable activities such as medical services,
education, employment and essential shopping, particularly for disadvantaged populations.

e  Equity - Degree to which transport policies reflect equity objectives.

e Multi-Modal Level-of-Service Indicators evaluate the quality of various transport modes from a users
perspective. This helps create a more neutral planning decisions compared with current practices which apply
roadway LOS ratings but no comparable indictors for other modes.

e  Energy Consumption and Pollution Emissions — the amount of transportation energy used and pollutants
emitted.

e Habitat protection - Preservation of high-quality wildlife habitat (wetlands, old-growth forests, etc.) from loss
due to transport facilities and development (Land Use Evaluation). Higher is better.




Table 1 Examples of Performance Indicators for Various Modes
Mode Service Quality Outcomes Cost Efficiency

Sidewalk/path supply

Pedestrian mode split

Cost per sidewalk-km

Roadway LOS
Parking availability

and pollution emissions
Motor vehicle crash rates

Walking Pedestrian LOS Avg. annual walk distance Cost per walk-km
Crosswalk conditions Pedestrian crash rates Cost per capita
Bike path and lane supply Bicycle mode split Cost per path-km

Cycling Cycling LOS Avg. annual cycle distance Cost per cycle-km
Path conditions Cyclist crash rates Cost per capita
Roadway supply Avg. auto trip travel time Cost per lane-km

Automobile Roadway pavement condition Vehicle energy consumption Cost per vehicle-km

User cost per capita
External cost per capita

Public transit

Transit supply

Transit LOS

Transit stop and station quality
Fare affordability

Transit mode split

Per capita transit travel

Avg. transit trip travel time
Transit crash and assault rates

User cost per pass.-km
User cost per capita
Subsidy per capita

Taxi

Taxi supply
Average response time

Taxi use
Taxi crash and assault rates

Cost per taxi-trip
External costs

Multi-modal

Transport system integration
Accessibility from homes to
common destinations

User survey results

Total transportation costs
Total average commute time
Total crash casualty rates

Total cost passenger-km
Total cost per capita
External cost per capita

Marine service speed and
reliability

Marine traffic volumes
Marine accident rates

Aviation Airport supply Air travel use Cost per trip
Air travel service frequency Air travel crash rates External costs
Air travel reliability Airport subsidies
Rail Rail line supply Rail mode split Cost per rail-km
Rail service speed and reliability | Rail traffic volumes Cost per tonne-km
Rail crash rates External costs
Marine Marine service supply Marine mode split Cost per tonne-km

Subsidies
External costs

This table illustrates various types of performance indicators.
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Small Community of Bridgeport Rightsized

Street in Record Time

Bridgeport, CA
5 — 3 Lanes + Parking, Bike, and Pedestrian Improvements

Bridgeport, California is a community of 575 residents in Mono County,
California, and rightsized their Main Street, US 395, in record time to support
local businesses and encourage safer transportation. Main Street/US 395 used
to expand from 2 to 5 lanes as it entered Bridgeport and then returned to 2
lanes after several blocks. Rightsizing reduced Main Street to 3 lanes in
Bridgeport.

Bridgeport is situated in the Eastern Sierra Nevada Mountains, near numerous
tourist attractions, including Yosemite National Park, Mono Lake, hunting,
fishing, and winter sports, and Bodie, a historic ghost town. Bridgeport itself is
a tourist attraction, with historic buildings, restaurants and hotels situated
along Main Street/US 395.

http://www .pps.org/reference/small-community-of-bridgeport-rightsized-their-main-street-in-record-time/

Project for Public Spaces | Small Community of Bridgeport Rightsized their Main Street in Record Time
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The rightsizing project was the result of a series of public workshops in August
2012, which were well attended, and were funded by a California Department
of Transportation (CalTrans) Community-Based Transportation Planning
Grant. In the workshops, the public overwhelmingly supported reducing the
street from five to three lanes to improve the safety and sense of place of their
main street for both residents and tourists. They replaced passing lanes with
additional parking, bicycle infrastructure, and easier pedestrian crossings. Like
many rightsizing projects, this was a restriping plan that took advantage of an
existing plan to repave the street.

http://www .pps.org/reference/small-community-of-bridgeport-rightsized-their-main-street-in-record-time/
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Public Workshop was Integral to the Project’s Success (Photo
courtesy of Local Government Commission)
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Main Street/US 395 in Bridgepon,
Mono County, California

64

Fhoto courtes Maona County

RIGHTSIZING SUMMARY
e Two lanes converted to other uses.
¢ Bike lanes added.

e Angled back-in parking replaced simple parallel parking, allowing for more street parking to support Main Street

http://www .pps.org/reference/small-community-of-bridgeport-rightsized-their-main-street-in-record-time/ 3/5
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businesses.

e Two-way left hand turn lane was maintained.

OUTCOMES

e 9 week period from the first public meeting to installation!

e Design aims to create a sense of place, and to make motor vehicle,

pedestrian, and bicycle transportation safer, improve economic , o
. . Main Street Rightsized (Photo courtesy of Mono County)
opportunity, serve tourist travelers, and enhance downtown’s

historic character.

CONTEXT

e This project was a collaborative effort and was supported by the involvement of the community and the Chamber of
Commerce. A CalTrans Community-Based Transportation Planning Grant enabled work by Mono County and the Local
Government Commission, along with the Walkable and Livable Communities Institute, Nelson\Nygaard Consulting
Associates, Inc., and Opticos Design.

e The next phase of this project will build off the street improvements to support business development in Bridgeport.
Possible additions include colorizing the two way left-hand turn lane, adding trees and landscaping, adding neckdowns
(also known as curb extensions), and facade improvements.

LINKS
Bridgeport Main Street Revitalization at the Mono County Site

MORE RIGHTSIZING CASE STUDIES AND RESOURCES

http://www .pps.org/reference/small-community-of-bridgeport-rightsized-their-main-street-in-record-time/ 4/5
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T-ogether as a holiday reunion
ories
Photo submitted
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The public hearing was
originally scheduled for Dec.
2. However, it was cancelled

those two board members
can legally vote on the proj-
ect.

See HEARING » Page A-3
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& . Construction of a Tesla
‘electric vehicle supercharger
i1s underway at the Lone Pine
+Film History Museum.
The $100,000 to $175,000
' supercharging facility is being
‘installed by Tesla at no
\charge to the museum and is
vexpected to attract more visi-
| tors to the community of
Accordmg to Museum CEO
iBob Sigman, Tesla
lapproached the museum this
|past July (after being turned
. down by the City of Bishop)
| asking if it could construct
‘the supercharging facility in
\the museum parking lot.
( Sigman said the proposal
& | “seemed perfect for us as an
‘opportunity to be a stopping
‘point for, I believe, over 7,500
.Tesla owners in Southern
'California as they head up
1395."
. Sigman said the charging
‘fdcility also has the potential
0 “expose new travelers to
L-'the community and for the
.Lmuseum to attract new visi-
;ors
| Tesla is an American car
‘company founded in 2003 to
 build long-distance electric
| vehicles. The first model, the
' Tesla roadster, hit the market
in 2008. Today, the company
| says it produces more than
1 20,000 vehicles a year.
. The cars can travel about
265 miles on a single charge.
| The supercharging station
“currently under construction
:

[

Bob Sigman,
Lone Pine Film History
Museum Qiredor

at the Film History Museum
can charge a Tesla battery in
about 30 minutes.

The idea, Sigman said, is
that Tesla owners will spend
that half-hour visiting the
museum and other sites in
Lone Pine, including gift
shops and restaurants.

The Inyo County Planning
Department filed a notice of
exemption on Nov. 24, advis-
ing the public that it is con-
sidering a variance that will
allow Tesla to exceed the six-
foot height limit and build an
eight-and-a-half-foot tall

enclosure to house the electri-

cal equipment. The Planning
Department said the project
is exempt from the California
Environmental Quality Act
because it is a “minor altera-
tion to land ... which does
not result in changes in land-
use density.”

Sigman said he and Brian

Webb, a museum board mem-

ber and the museym’s archi-

Tesla investing
in Lone Pine

tect, provided design input on
the supercharging facility to
ensure that it is aesthetically
compatible with the museum.

“Tesla had numerous
meetings with LADWP and
Inyo County engineers toward
finalizing the traditional Tesla
charging station design that
was adapted to complement
our museum and landscape
architecture and of course
the needed permits for them
to move forward,” Sigman
said. “T have had calls and
emails from about a dozen
Tesla owners either thanking
us for the installation or
wanting to know when will it
be open.”

The facility in Lone Pine

will include four charging sta-

tions/parking spaces in the
museum parking lot.

Tesla has said that it
expects rapid growth in the
coming years. In July it
announced that it would be
releasing its patents and
share its battery technology
with other auto manufactur-
ers.

That move, Tesla CEO Elon
Musk said in July, was
designed to increase produc-
tion and demand for electric
vehicles - and the charging
stations necessary to keep
them moving.

The company also
announced this year its plans
to construct a megafactory in
Reno that will manufacture
batteries for some 500,000
vehicles by 2017.

In June of this year, Tesla
approached the City of
Bishop with a proposal to
construct a supercharging
station on city-owned proper-
ty in downtown Bishop.

Uldmately, city attorneys
recommendad that Bishop

S¢q TELSA > Page A-3.
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reject the proposal, which they
said placed all liability for the
facility on the city.

Sigman said no such liabil-
ity issues existed in the pro-
posal presented to the muse-
um.

“The museum is fully
indemnified by Tesla,” Sigman
said.

Much has changed for the
company since June, but City

Administrator Jim Tatum said the company has not approached

the city with a new offer.

HEARING

b€ The museum is
fully indemnified
by Tesla.”

- Bob Sigman,
Lone Pine Film History
Museum Director

Continued from front page

“Out of an abundance of
caution, the county cancelled
the meeting and rescheduled
the hearing to allow time for
the FPPC to provide a legal
opinion,” a press release from
the county states.

- Last Friday, Kemnp-Williams
was contacted by an FPPC rep-
resentative who indicated that
FPPC’s due date for providing
the county with a ruling is Jan.
12.

Based on this information,
Kemp-Williams advised the
county to wait for that ruling
before holding the hearing.

Kemp-Williams explained
that, without a ruling from the
FPPC, each member of the
Board of Supervisors will need
to make an individual decision
about his ability to participate
in the vate.

If more than two supervi-
sors declare a conflict and
recuse themselves from the
decision-making process, in
order to ensure a quorum of
the board exists to make the
legally required decision,
those supervisors declaring a
conflict would have to draw
straws to determine which of
the disqualified supervisors
will be selected to create a
quorum to participate in the
decision despite their declared
conflict. The same process will
be employed if the FPPC rules
that three or more supervisors
cannot vote in the process. As
a matter of law, if only three
members of the Board of
Supervisors - a quorum - are
available to vote on a decision,
then the decision must be
unanimously approved by all
three sunervisors.

£
Kevin Carunchio,
CAQ,
Inyo County

Supervisors are able to vote
on the Adventure Trails proj-
ect, it will require a unanimous
vote, instead .of a majority
vote,” said County
Administrator Kevin
Carunchio. “There is an over-
riding need to use every
opportunity to ensure that
each member of Board of
Supervisors has the best pos-
sible information ¢n which to
determine their ability to par-
ticipate in the decision making
process and maintain the
integrity of the Adventure
Trails project.” 4
Carunchio acknowledged
that nobody was pleased with
the need to cancel the Dec. 2
meeting, and some people did
not agree with the decision to
schedule the hearing on Dec.
30. 3
He also recognizes that
there may be others who may
hot be hanov with the need to

68



	ltc pkt 01.12.15.pdf
	4C-2 audit attach 01.12.15
	4D-1 owp staff 01.12.15
	4D-2 owp attach 01.12.15
	4E RTP update staff report
	4E-2 rtp bacon 01.12.15
	4E-3 rtp hogan 01.12.15
	8A trucks 01.12.15
	8D-1 bp main street 01.12.15
	8D-2 bp attach 1 01.12.15
	8D-3 bp attach 2 01.12.15
	9 tesla in lone pine 01.12.15



