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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  ‐  CYCLE 2 

Part B:  Narrative Questions 
(Application Screening/Scoring)  

 

Project unique application No.:  09‐Bishop‐1 
 

Implementing Agency’s Name:   City of Bishop 
 

 
 
Important:  

 Applicants must ensure all data in Part B of the application is fully consistent with Part A and C. 
 Applicants must follow all instructions and guidance to have a chance at receiving full points for the 

narrative question and to avoid flaws in the application which could result in disqualification.   
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Part B:  Narrative Questions 

Detailed Instructions for:    Screening Criteria 
 

The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP 
funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of 
the application.  

 
1.  Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant: 

Presently, no phase of the Spruce, Hanby, Yaney Sidewalks/Bicycle Lanes projects is funded. As 

short‐term Inyo County Regional STIP funding has been dedicated to the US 395 Olancha Cartago 

four lane project, there is no STIP funding available for this important pedestrian 

safety/connectivity project. This project is not the result of environmental mitigation resulting from 

a development or capital improvement project but rather addresses pedestrian connectivity needs 

in the City of Bishop. 

 

 

 
2. Consistency with Regional Plan.   

The Spruce, Hanby, Yaney Sidewalks/Bicycle Lanes project is consistent with the Inyo County 

Regional Transportation Plan adopted April 22, 2009 and amended May 20, 2015. Relevant pages 

displaying the capital improvement project lists identifying this project are included as Attachment 

K‐1. Link: http://www.inyoltc.org/rtp.html 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #1 

 
QUESTION #1 
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE 
IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY 
CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  
CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON‐MOTORIZED USERS. (0‐30 POINTS) 
 

A. Describe the following: 

  ‐Current and projected types and numbers/rates of users.  (12 points max.) 

As specific count data is not available, the number of existing users was estimated by applying 

mode split data to the population of the census tract block groups located within walking 

distance of the center of the project area. There are minimal data sources available for 

estimating travel mode split in rural areas such as the City of Bishop. Several data sources were 

considered in this document to estimate existing bicycle and pedestrian trips in the project 

area.  

 

First, the number of residents living within approximately three‐quarters of a mile from the 

center of the project area was estimated at 590 people. The 2010 – 2012 Caltrans California 

Household Travel Survey estimates that on average each person makes 3.5 trips per day. It can 

be assumed that maybe only half of these 2,065 daily trips would be through the project area. 

Mode split data was obtained from the American Community Survey 2009 – 2013 5 Year 

Estimates Journey to Work data, as this is the only mode split data available which is specific to 

the area. The City of Bishop has a relatively high bicycle and pedestrian mode split of 11.1 and 

7.6 percent respectively. (This can be attributed to the flat topography and the relatively 

compact urban form constrained by public lands.)  Mode split data was applied to the 

estimated number of daily bicycle and walking trips in the project area and results in 118 daily 

bicycle trips and 40 daily walking trips through the project area. 

 

The number of existing users is greater for the most crucial portion of the project (from the 

end of the existing Pine to Park path to Yaney Street). City of Bishop Recreation Department 
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staff indicated that anywhere from 700 – 1,000 people use the softball fields on a Saturday 

during the Little League season. The City Park also hosts all Bishop High and Middle School 

softball games as well as a City Softball League of 29 teams. AYSO is another large user of the 

City Park where around 25 children and parents travel to the park for each game. All these 

users must use a section of Spruce or Yaney Street to access the City Park.  Therefore, to 

account for usage during these peak periods, average daily bicycle and walking trips in the 

project area were increased by 10 percent to 130 daily bicycle trips and 44 daily walking trips. 

 

For reasons described throughout this application, the proposed project will increase safety 

and connectivity for non‐motorized active travel in the City of Bishop. This in turn will increase 

the number of active transportation trips. As identified in the Inyo County Draft Active 

Transportation Plan (specific pages in Attachment K‐2), studies have shown that the 

construction of bicycle facilities has increased bicycle mode share by more than 100 percent in 

some areas and walking trips have increased anywhere from 1.5 to 62 percent. As Inyo is a 

very rural county, the Draft ATP assumes that implementation of the ATP program will 

increase bicycle mode split by 50 percent and the number of walking trips will increase by 15 

percent. Applying these proportions to the project area results in an increase in bicycle trips of 

64 daily trips to 194 daily trips and an increase of 7 daily walking trips to 51 daily trips. The 

annual increase in bicycle trips will total 23,641 while pedestrian trips will increase by 2,428. It 

is assumed trip increases will reach this level roughly one year after completion of the project 

and remain relatively steady over a five year period. 
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B. Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes (for non‐infrastructure 
applications) to transportation‐related and community identified destinations where an increase in active 
transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, 
community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, 
State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations 
via:                                                                     (12 points max.) 

a. creation of new routes 

 

The proposed sidewalk/bicycle lane project will provide a new non‐motorized route connecting 

the neighborhoods of Bishop to recreational facilities, community centers, the largest 

commercial center in the community, and employment opportunities. As shown in Attachment 

I – 1, the new sidewalk/bicycle lane on the west side of Hanby Avenue will provide a new 

connection between neighborhoods south of East Pine Street to and around the 44‐acre City 

Park. The Bishop City Park includes four baseball fields, two children’s play structures, four 

tennis courts, a public pool, an outdoor fitness center and a bocce court, as well as a 

community garden, arboretum, pond and dog park. Walking distance between the City Park 

and southeast Bishop neighborhoods range from the easily walkable distance of one quarter to 

one half mile.   

 

Also located at the southern border of the park is the Bishop Senior Center. The project will 

provide a safe and smooth pedestrian facility (suitable for mobility devices) for seniors in south 

east Bishop neighborhoods along Hanby Avenue to the Senior Lunch Program and other Senior 

activities.  

Existing Future Existing Future

Bicyclists 130 194 47,281 70,922 23,641

Pedestrians 44 51 16,186 18,614 2,428

Total 174 245 63,468 89,537 26,069

Annual Trips Annual 
Increase

Daily Trips

Spruce, Hanby, Yaney Sidewalk/Bicycle 
Lane Estimated Users
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The project sidewalks/bicycle lanes will connect with the existing sidewalk network along 

Spruce Street. Roughly one quarter mile north of the Park between Spruce Street and US 395 is 

the 50,000 square foot Vons supermarket and 108,000 square foot Kmart. Not only are both 

businesses some of the only “big box” stores in the city, they are also considered major 

employers for the city. Additionally, the Vons/Kmart shopping center is a major Eastern Sierra 

Transit Authority (ESTA) bus stop. The shopping center is a checkpoint stop for local Bishop DAR 

trips as well as the primary Bishop stop along the intercity routes to Lone Pine, Lancaster, 

Mammoth Lakes, and Reno.  

 

According to Census data, some of the neighborhoods in southeast Bishop (Census Block Group 

4.02 and 4.03) have a median household income of around 50 percent of the statewide median 

household income. Specifically, there is a multi‐family housing complex located right at the 

start of the proposed facility on Hanby and East Pine Street as well as the Shady Rest Trailer 

Park at the corner of Yaney and Hanby. (Attachment I ‐ 1).  The area served by the trail (Census 

Block Group 4.02) includes Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program Education (SNAP‐ED) 

eligible neighborhoods. Constructing a safe non‐motorized connection to recreation and 

commercial services close to this disadvantaged population will the reinforce goals of SNAP‐ED 

and ATP programs of helping residents make healthy choices and choose active lifestyles.  

Lastly, the project will provide the most direct north‐south non‐motorized “through” 

alternative to US 395 between southeast neighborhoods and the Vons shopping center. 

Although US 395 currently has sidewalks, annual average traffic volumes (AADT) on this 

highway are around 13,000 whereas AADT on Hanby street is less than 2,000, making travel on 

Hanby a much more attractive trip for a pedestrian or cyclist. 
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Multi‐family complex at Pine St. and Hanby Ave. (South end of project) 

 

Hanby Ave – Looking north 
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Exercise equipment near intersection of Spruce and Hanby 

 

Softball Field 5 Entrance on Hanby 
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Shady Rest Trailer Park at Hanby and Yaney 

 

 

Spruce St and Yaney Street – Soccer field on southwest corner 
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Spruce and Yaney – looking north toward Vons/Kmart 

 

 

View of Senior Center on Spruce St from Pine to Park Path 
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b. removal of barrier to mobility 

 

The Inyo County Collaborative Bikeways Plan identifies only four north‐south “through” 

corridors in the City of Bishop. All other streets dead end before reaching the opposite side of 

town. The Hanby Avenue/Spruce Street corridor is one of the four along with US 395, Home 

Street and the maintenance roads of Bishop Creek Canal at the eastern city limit.  Presently, 

Hanby and Spruce Streets are rural two lane roads with a dirt shoulder and no sidewalks. 

Residents using mobility devices have difficulty travelling on Hanby Avenue in its current state. 

The addition of a sidewalk will greatly enhance the safety of pedestrians by separating them 

from the travel way on this important corridor.  The clear delineation of a bicycle lane will 

increase safety for bicyclists. As traffic volumes on Hanby and Spruce are 85 percent less than 

US 395, the Hanby Spruce Corridor will be a much more attractive non‐motorized through way 

than US 395.  

 
c. closure of gaps 
 

As identified in Attachment I ‐ 1, the City of Bishop has a disconnected network of sidewalks. 

Looking at the sidewalk network map, the largest gap is along Hanby and Spruce streets 

between Pine and Yaney Streets. As identified above, this is also an important north‐south 

through corridor which connects residents with recreation, community services, employment 

and commercial services. The proposed sidewalks/bicycle lanes will also close an important 

non‐motorized facility gap through the City Park on Spruce Street as the project will connect 

the new Pine to Park path to existing sidewalks beginning at Spruce and Yaney Streets which 

lead to the Kmart/Vons shopping center. The proposed project will close the largest and most 

important gap in the sidewalk network as well as provide a safer route for bicyclists. 
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Most significant gap in sidewalk between ball fields on Spruce St. 

 

 

 

 
d. other improvements to routes 

 

The proposed sidewalks/bicycle lanes circulating around and through the City Park on 

Spruce/Hanby/Yaney Street provide additional safe recreation opportunities for all types of 

residents, particularly those who require a smooth even surface. 

 

e. educates or encourages use of existing routes  

 

By closing the gap in the non‐motorized facility network on the Hanby/Spruce corridor, the 

proposed project is providing an alternative to US 395. Although sidewalks are present on US 

395, pedestrians must cross multiple side streets to travel north‐south through the city. Hanby 
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Avenue has fewer intersections. This could encourage parents to allow their children to 

walk/skate/bike to the City Park alone for games or other activities instead of driving them.  

 

While this project is still in the early phases of development, several agencies have expressed 

interest in promoting the new facility once completed. Staff from Inyo County Health and 

Human Services Prevention Services has indicated that promoting the new sidewalk would be 

incorporated into the SNAP‐ED and Team Inyo for Health Kids Programs (a collaborative to 

reduce childhood obesity), particularly as SNAP‐ED eligible neighborhoods are located close to 

the project. The Toiyabe Indian Health Project also has expressed interest in promoting the 

project to clients to improve overall long‐term health. 

C. Referencing the answers to A and B above, describe how the proposed project represents one of the 
Implementing Agencies (and/or project Partnering Agency’s) highest unfunded non‐motorized active 
transportation priorities.      (6 points max.) 

As indicated above, not only does the proposed project close the largest gap in the City of 

Bishop sidewalk network and add another non‐motorized‐friendly north‐south through 

corridor, the project connects residents to recreation, commercial services and employment. 

The Bishop City Park is the focal point for all community recreation programs and activities. 

Although located slightly farther away, Bishop Paiute tribal members are significant users of the 

park and would still benefit from safe pedestrian circulation through the park. As such this 

publicly supported project will benefit the greatest number of residents including 

disadvantaged communities. In terms of cost, the project is scalable and the scope can be 

adjusted to meet potential funding constraints. For these reasons, the Spruce/Hanby/Yaney 

sidewalk/bicycle lanes project is listed as the top priority in the Inyo County Draft Active 

Transportation Plan. The City of Bishop and the Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 

have worked together collaboratively to prepare this grant as both entities see it as a top 

priority. Letter of Support from ICLTC is included in Attachment J. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions 

Detailed Instructions for:    Question #2 
 

QUESTION #2 

POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, 
INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0‐25 POINTS) 
 

A. Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and 
injuries to non‐motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community 
observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max.) 
 

Over the past five years, no pedestrian or bicycle accidents have been reported with the City of 

Bishop Police Department on Spruce, Hanby, or Yaney streets, partially a result of the low 

number of non‐motorized travelers. One of the major shortcomings in the design in the City of 

Bishop is that there are only four north ‐ south through corridors but rather many dead end 

streets. The Spruce/Hanby corridor is the primary corridor for eastern sections of Bishop. As 

demonstrated Attachment I‐2, there have been seven bicycle and two pedestrian accidents on 

US 395 (the primary north/south through corridor in Bishop) between East Pine Street and 

East Yaney Street.  By providing a complete pedestrian facility and safer bicycle facility on the 

Spruce/Hanby corridor, many of the north/south bicycle/pedestrian trips could be redirected 

away from the busy and less safe US 395 corridor.  

 

Conversations with City of Bishop Recreation Department Staff have indicated that they feel 

lucky there have been no pedestrian/vehicle conflicts on Spruce Street across from the softball 

fields. During Little League and AYSO games, as many as 700 – 1,000 people visit that area of 

the City Park in one day. City staff have placed barriers along Spruce Street in an attempt to 

slow drivers with the high volume of children going to/from the soccer and softball fields. 

Constructing sidewalks on Spruce Street between the existing Pine to Park Path and Yaney 

Street will provide a clear and separated walkway for City Park users and well as close an 

important gap in the pedestrian network. 
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Ball fields on Spruce Street and end of Pine to Park Path – Congested area during games 

 

 

B. Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute 
to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities; including but not limited to the following possible areas:     
(15 points max.) 

‐ Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non‐motorized users. 
‐ Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non‐motorized users. 
‐ Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non‐motorized users, including 
creating physical separation between motorized and non‐motorized users. 
‐ Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non‐motorized users. 
‐ Addresses inadequate traffic control devices. 
‐ Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non‐motorized users. 
‐ Addresses inadequate or unsafe traffic control devices, bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or 
sidewalks. 
 

As demonstrated in the following photos, streets in the project area have dirt shoulders with 

foliage or parked cars blocking the shoulder in some places. The proposed sidewalks/bicycle 

lanes will provide a separated facility for pedestrians and a clear delineation of the travel lane 

so that conflicts between motorists and bicyclists will be limited. 
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Additionally, overall safety for the Bishop area could be increased if more 

pedestrians/bicyclists travelling north/south used the proposed sidewalk/bicycle project on 

the Spruce/Hanby corridor instead of US 395. The City of Bishop would partner with agencies 

such as the Toiyabe Indian Health Project to make residents aware of the preferred route.  

 

Hanby Ave  
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #3 

 
QUESTION #3 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0‐15 POINTS) 

 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or 
will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.   

 
A. Who: Describe who was engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for 

plans: who will be engaged). (5 points max) 
 

Advocacy agencies as well as the general public have been involved in the selecting of the 

project and will continue to be involved as the project develops.  Specifically the following 

public groups/persons have been contacted and provided input: Toiyabe Indian Health Project 

(Kate Morley), Bishop AYSO, and the general public. The following governmental agencies 

were involved: Inyo County Health and Human Services, Prevention Services (April Eagan), 

Bishop Paiute Tribe (Mervin Hess). 

 

The Toiyabe Indian Health Project, AYSO, and governmental agencies were personally 

contacted to discuss how City of Bishop infrastructure projects could encourage active 

transportation for their respective clients. Correspondence included both phone conversations 

and emails.  

The general public was engaged through a series of four meetings. The purpose of the first set 

of meetings was to identify all active transportation needs. The purpose of the second set of 

meetings was to refine and prioritize the Active Transportation Projects which were 

conceptualized or suggested in the first meeting. Letters of Support from the Police 

Department, Air Pollution Control District, Toiyabe Indian Health Project and Inyo County 

Health Department are included in Attachment J and sign‐in sheets are included in Attachment 

I‐3.  

Public meetings and an extensive stakeholder outreach effort was also conducted as part of 

the update of the 2015 Regional Transportation Plan and the Active Transportation Plan. 

Stakeholders included tribal entities and non‐motorized travel advocacy groups. 
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Correspondence, public meeting minutes, sign in sheets, flyers and other pertinent 

advertisements for the RTP/ATP process are displayed in Attachment I‐3. 

B. How: Describe how stakeholders were engaged (or will be for a plan).  (4 points max) 
 

A series of four ATP specific meetings were held (two mid‐day and two in the evening) at the 

City of Bishop conference room in an effort to determine which infrastructure projects are 

needed to increase safety and mobility for non‐motorized travel. Meetings were noticed 

through the local paper and existing email distribution lists. The meetings were held at 

accessible facilities and during the service hours of public transit (mid‐day meetings). 

Attendees included representatives from government agencies, advocacy organizations and 

the general public. At the first two meetings, attendees were asked to brainstorm ideas for 

projects which would increase safety for non‐motorized travelers and encourage more Bishop 

resident’s to walk/bike to their destinations. Attendees placed post‐it notes on a map of the 

City to identify active transportation needs. At the second set of meetings, attendees were 

presented with a potential list of ATP projects and asked to prioritize the projects based on 

Bishop ATP goals and priorities (See photos below).  

 

City of Bishop Active Transportation Project Prioritization Meetings 
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As part of the 2015 Regional Transportation Plan update and Active Transportation Plan 

development, public meetings were conducted by LSC Transportation Consultants and ICLTC in 

Bishop and Lone Pine. The meetings were held at accessible facilities and public transit was 

available for the daytime meeting in Lone Pine. Attendees included City staff, County staff, ICLTC 

staff, Caltrans, USFS staff, bicycle advocacy groups, public transit staff, and interested general 

public. The RTP/ATP meetings included an overview of the RTP and ATP planning process and then 

a discussion of transportation in the region. Attendees were asked to describe safety issues which 

prevent themselves or clients from walking/biking as well as potential solutions to connectivity 

issues. 

C. What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the 

public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the 

purpose and goals of the ATP. (5 points max) 

The recent public ATP meetings held by City of Bishop staff support the proposed project but 

indicated a desire for increased safety and mobility for bicyclists as well as pedestrians. As 

such, the proposed project expanded scope from a sidewalk only project to include the 

provision of striped bicycle lanes.  

 

One of the primary themes discussed at this public input session for the RTP/ATP update was 

that the City of Bishop has relatively few non‐motorized “through” corridors besides US 395. 

With the high level of vehicle traffic and higher number of bicycle and pedestrian accidents, 

attendees emphasized the importance of creating safe alternative routes for non‐motorized 

travel. RTP/ATP public meeting minutes and sign in sheets are included as Attachment I‐3.  

D. Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
(1 points max) 

 

This project is still in the early design phases. The City of Bishop will continue to involve the 

community during the project alternatives selection process through a series of public 

outreach meetings. After construction, the City will also coordinate closely with the 

contacts identified in this application for the Toiyabe Indian Health Project and Inyo County 
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Health and Human Services, Prevention Services. Both entities have stated that they will 

promote the new sidewalks to clients. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #4 

QUESTION #4 
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0‐10 points) 
 

 NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions 
with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. Failure to do so will result in lost points.  
 

A. Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan. (3 points max) 
 

The City Park is the location of community wide soccer games, softball games and new 

exercise equipment. As the proposed project would provide safer access to the City Park, 

targeted users of this project include all residents of the disadvantaged Census Tract 4 which 

includes the City of Bishop and the Bishop Paiute Tribe Reservation. Per the Toiyabe Indian 

Health Clinic, 65% of the City’s softball league is Native American, therefore health statistics 

for Native Americans in the area are of particular importance.  A variety of health statistics for 

the Bishop Area and Inyo County in general was gathered from several data sources and 

presented in the table below.  

 

 

 

Health Data Statistics for Targeted Users

Bishop 
Unified

Native American 
Community

Inyo County 
Adults Data Source/Contact

Meets Fitness Standards kidsdata.org
Grade 5 56.0%
Grade 7 45.2%
Grade 9 29.2%

Obesity Rates 23% Inyo County, HHS, April Eagan
Healthy Weight kidsdata.org

Grade 5 64.2%
Grade 7 59.3%
Grade 9 66.7%

Diabetes 16.0% 266
Toiyabe Indian Health Clinic- 
Kate Morley
countyhealthrankings.org

Physical Inactivity 59.6% 15% countyhealthrankings.org

Area
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B. Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to enhance public health. (7 points max.) 

 

This sidewalk/bicycle lane project will close a gap in the City of Bishop sidewalk network by 

connecting existing sidewalks/paths in residential areas in City of Bishop to the City Park and 

the largest commercial center in town (Von’s/Kmart). Currently, Hanby, Yaney, and Spruce 

Streets are two lane rural roads with dirt shoulders. With this project, children and adults 

would be able to walk or bike on continuous sidewalk/bicycle lane to the City Park for soccer 

games, softball games, use the exercise equipment, etc. without walking in the travel lane or 

dirt shoulder. With a greater perception of safety, more residents are likely to bicycle to the 

grocery store, walk to the park, or even make the trip in the first place. Although the 

residential community located just to the south of the park, would likely be the most 

encouraged to walk to the park due to the neighborhood’s proximity to the project, 

neighborhoods on the other side of US 395, particularly the J Diamond Mobile Ranch directly 

west of US 395 would also now have a continuous non‐motorized facility to the City park via 

the path along Bishop Creek and the new Spruce Street sidewalks/bicycle lane (Refer to 

Attachment I‐1). In fact, the majority of the neighborhoods in the City of Bishop are located 

less than one mile from the City Park. This relatively short distance is feasible for a pedestrian 

or beginning cyclist. The condensed nature of the City of Bishop combined with the separation 

from the road makes the decision to walk or even make that trip to the park and commercial 

services more appealing. 

The project could enhance the health of the senior population as well. Seniors living in the 

neighborhoods in southern Bishop would have a complete sidewalk connection to the Senior 

Center located at 506 Park Street (Refer to Attachment I‐1) where seniors can receive well‐

balanced lunches as well as attend social activities such as dances, movies, and card games.  

The Sterling Heights assisted living facility located at 369 East Pine Street is also within the 

project’s area of influence and would be benefited by the new sidewalk. 
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The project will encourage residents of the Bishop Paiute Reservation (65 percent of the 

participants in the City softball league) to walk or bike to the park by providing a more 

complete sidewalk connection from the reservation to the Park. The Hanby/Spruce Street 

corridor is one of four north‐south connections through the City of Bishop. The primary north‐

south corridor is US 395. The project will provide an alternative pedestrian friendly 

north/south route through Bishop between Line Street (southern border of the reservation) 

and Yaney Street. Although US 395 currently has sidewalks, annual average traffic volumes 

(AADT) on this highway are around 13,000 whereas AADT on Hanby street is less than 2,000, 

making travel on Hanby a much more pleasant trip. 

 

In summary, by providing a complete sidewalk/bicycle lane connection to the City Park and 

commercial/employment centers, the project will give residents another reason to use non‐

motorized transportation and follow a more active lifestyle.  
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #5 

 
QUESTION #5  
BENEFIT TO DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0‐10 points)  
 

A. Identification of disadvantaged communities:     (0 points – SCREENING ONLY) 

To receive disadvantaged communities points, projects/programs/plans must be located within a 

disadvantaged community (as defined by one of the four options below) AND/OR provide a direct, 

meaningful, and assured benefit to individuals from a disadvantaged community.  

1. The median household income of the census tract(s) is 80% of the statewide median household 

income 

2. Census tract(s) is in the top 25% of overall scores from CalEnviroScreen 2.0  

3. At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible for the Free or Reduced 

Priced Meals Program under the National School Lunch Program  

4. Alternative criteria for identifying disadvantage communities (see below) 

 

Provide a map showing the boundaries of the proposed project/program/plan and the geographic 

boundaries of the disadvantaged community that the project/program/plan is located within and/or 

benefiting.   

Option 1: Median household income, by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project:   
 

Census Tract 4  
 Population – 5,809 
 Median household income 2013 ‐ $36,477 
 Bishop Paiute Reservation – Population = 1,796 Median Household Income 2013 = 

$41,606 
     

Option 2: California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the 
community benefited by the project:  _______NA__ 

 Provide all census tract numbers 

 Provide the CalEnviroScreen 2.0 score for each census track listed 
 Provide the population for each census track listed 

 
Option 3: Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:  _____NA___ %  

 Provide percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Meals Program for each and 
all schools included in the proposal 

 
Option 4: Alternative criteria for identifying disadvantaged communities: NA 

 Provide median household income (option 1), the CalEnviroScreen 2.0 score (option 2), and 
if applicable, the percentage of students eligible for Free and Reduced Meal Programs 
(option 3) 

 Provide ADDITIONAL data that demonstrates that the community benefiting from the 
project/program/plan is disadvantaged 
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 Provide an explanation for  why this additional data demonstrates that the community is 
disadvantaged 

 
 
 

B. For proposals located within disadvantage community: (5 points max) 
What percent of the funds requested will be expended in the disadvantaged community? 100% 
Explain how this percent was calculated.  

 

As demonstrated in Attachment I ‐ 5, the entire City of Bishop and Bishop Paiute 

Reservation is part of Census Tract 4 in Inyo County. The project is located within the City of 

Bishop and Census Tract 4 and will provide safer non‐motorized access to a community 

center, the Bishop City Park, and the largest commercial/employment center. Further, 

Attachment I‐5 demonstrates that the project is located within Census Block Group 4.03 

which has a median household income of roughly 49.8 percent of the statewide median. 

 
C. Describe how the project/program/plan provides (for plans: will provide) a direct, meaningful, and assured 

benefit to members of the disadvantaged community. (5 points max) 

Define what direct, meaningful, and assured benefit means for your proposed project/program/plan, 

how this benefit will be achieved, and who will receive this benefit. 

 

As shown in Attachment I‐1 and I‐5, the proposed Spruce, Hanby, Yaney sidewalk/bicycle 

lane project would directly link residents living in Census Tract Block Group 4.03 with the 

facilities and programs of the City Park as well as complete a pedestrian connection to the 

Vons/Kmart shopping centers at the northern end of the city. The median household 

income for Block Group 3 is $30,417 or roughly 49.8 percent of the state median household 

income. Block Group 2 median household income is $27,583 or 45.1 percent of the state 

median and is located roughly one quarter of a mile from the proposed project. Block Group 

2 is also a SNAP‐ED eligible block group and as such residents are the focus of Team Inyo for 

Health Kids Programs (a collaborative to reduce childhood obesity) and Inyo County 

Prevention Services programs to encourage active and healthy lifestyles.  

 

The proposed project will also provide a direct benefit to residents of the Sterling Heights 

Assisted Living Facility and other seniors living in the southeast portion of Bishop as the 
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sidewalks will allow seniors who use mobility devices to travel on a complete sidewalk from 

the Assisted Living Facility to Vons/Kmart. The existing dirt shoulders could be hazardous to 

seniors with limited mobility. 

 

In summary, the project is located in the center of a very disadvantaged community. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #6 

QUESTION #6 
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0‐5 POINTS) 
 

A. Describe the alternatives that were considered and how the ATP‐related benefits vs. project‐costs varied 
between them.  Explain why the final proposed alternative is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost 
Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.   
(3 points max.)     
 

Cost‐effectiveness played a large role in the decision‐making process for the prioritization of 

this project. Of the gaps in the City of Bishop sidewalk network, the Spruce, Hanby, Yaney 

sidewalk/bicycle lane project provides the greatest benefit as closure of this gap will benefit the 

greatest amount of residents. The Bishop City Park is the primary park for the entire city as well 

as for the Bishop Paiute Tribe. Soccer games, softball games and other community programs 

take place at the City Park. Additionally, the project will tie into an existing pedestrian facility 

which travels to the largest grocery store in town, also a major employer. Although mode shift 

to non‐motorized travel will be greater for residents living within a half mile of the proposed 

project, the entire community will benefit by the project as it provides connectivity to a 

community center and provides increased non‐motorized safety on one of four north‐south 

through corridors in the City. In terms of costs, there will be no costs for right‐of‐way 

acquisition, particularly as the project borders the City Park in many places. Additionally, the 

scope of the project is substantially scalable.  If required, only the most crucial link along Spruce 

Street from Bishop Creek / senior center to Yaney St could be constructed at a lower cost.  

B. Use the ATP Benefit/Cost Tool, provided by Caltrans Planning Division, to calculate the ratio of the benefits 

of the project relative to both the total project cost and ATP funds requested.   The Tool is located on the 

CTC’s website at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/eab/atp.html.  After calculating the B/C ratios for 

the project, provide constructive feedback on the tool (2 points max.) 

    ( 
஻௘௡௘௙௜௧

்௢௧௔௟	௉௥௢௝௘௖௧	஼௢௦௧
 and 

஻௘௡௘௙௜௧

ி௨௡ௗ௦	ோ௘௤௨௘௦௧௘ௗ
). 

Benefit/Total Project Cost = 1.76 and Benefit/Funds Requested = 1.76 

 

Feedback: Overall, the instructions for the ATP Benefit/Cost Tool are simple and easy to 

understand. The spreadsheet is well organized and clearly identifies the required inputs. The 



  09‐Bishop‐1    ATP ‐ Cycle 2 ‐ Part B & C ‐ 2015 

Page | 28 
 

layout of the bike projects input area is a bit confusing.  Cell A7 (Forecast bike trips without 

project) states 1 year after completion but it is located under the “without” project column. 

Also, at first glance, it appears the section separating out commuters and recreational users 

should be following the “without” and “with” project columns but that is not the case. It is 

understood that this tool is a work in progress and uses the best data available. However, Inyo 

County is very rural and has a dispersed population of 18,546. There may be a need for a 

separate tool for very rural areas. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #7 

 
QUESTION #7  
LEVERAGING OF NON‐ATP FUNDS (0‐5 points)  
 

A. The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.) 
 

Presently, the City of Bishop does not have additional funds available to construct the Spruce, 

Hanby, Yaney sidewalk/bicycle lane project. As this project will directly benefit a 

disadvantaged community, no local match is required. However, the Toiyabe Indian Health 

Project recently funded exercise equipment at the Bishop City Park. This Group is very willing 

to help promote the new sidewalk project to their clients through non‐infrastructure activities.  

Potential funding for these activities could be drawn from the Toiyabe Indian Health Project. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #8 

 
QUESTION #8 
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or ‐5 
points) 

 
Step 1:   Is this an application requesting funds for a Plan (Bike, Pedestrian, SRTS, or ATP Plan)?  

� Yes (If this application is for a Plan, there is no need to submit information to the corps 
and there will be no penalty to applicant:  0 points)  

X No (If this application is NOT for a Plan, proceed to Step #2)     
 
Step 2:  The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND 

certified community conservation corps prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and 
certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the 
information.  

 Project Title 

 Project Description                                  

 Detailed Estimate                               

 Project Schedule 

 Project Map                                               

 Preliminary Plan 
  

California Conservation Corps representative:  Community Conservation Corps representative: 

Name:  Wei Hsieh     Name:  Danielle Lynch   

Email: atp@ccc.ca.gov  Email:  inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 

Phone: (916) 341‐3154  Phone: (916) 426‐9170 

 
Step 3:   The applicant has coordinated with Wei Hsieh with the CCC AND Danielle Lynch with the certified 

community conservation corps and determined the following (check appropriate box): 

� Neither corps can participate in the project (0 points) 

X      Applicant intends to utilize the CCC or a certified community conservation corps on the 

following items listed below (0 points).  

 

The CCC will be used to assist with landscaping. Other certified 

community conservation corps have declined to participate. 

Correspondence included as Attachment I‐8. 
  

� Applicant has contacted the corps but intends not to use the corps on a project in which 
either corps has indicated it can participate (‐5 points) 

� Applicant has not coordinated with both corps (‐5 points) 
 

The CCC and certified community conservation corps will provide a list to Caltrans of all projects submitted to them and 
indicating which projects they are available to participate on.  The applicant must also attach any email 
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correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps to the application verifying 
communication/participation. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #9 

 
QUESTION #9 
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST GRANTS AND DELIVERABILITY OF PROJECTS   
( 0 to‐10 points OR disqualification)  
 
A. Applicant:  Provide short explanation of the Implementing Agency’s project delivery history for all projects 

that include project funding through Caltrans Local Assistance administered programs (ATP, Safe Routes to 
School, BTA, HSIP, etc.) for the last five (5) years.   
 

The City of Bishop has acquired and successfully delivered several Safe Routes to Schools 

Grants as well as Transportation Enhancement Projects with no failures. The City did apply for 

and receive a Community Development Block Grant on behalf of the Inyo Mono Advocates for 

Community Action to build a new assisted living complex. As additional funding could not be 

obtained, the project could not be constructed. 

B.       Caltrans response only: 
Caltrans to recommend score for deliverability of scope, cost, and schedule based on the overall 
application.   

 

 

 

 



Part C 
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Part C:  Application Attachments  
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with 

the other parts of the application.   See the Application Instructions and Guidance 
document for more information and requirements related to Part C. 

 

List of Application Attachments  
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type 
(I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non‐blank attachments must be identified in 

hard‐copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations 

 
Application Signature Page Attachment A 

Required for all applications 

ATP - PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (ATP-PPR)   Attachment B 
Required for all applications 

Engineer’s Checklist Attachment C 
Required for Infrastructure Projects 

Project Location Map Attachment D 
Required for all applications 

Project Map/Plans showing existing and proposed conditions Attachment E 
Required for Infrastructure Projects   (optional for ‘Non-Infrastructure’ and ‘Plan’ Projects) 

Photos of Existing Conditions Attachment F 
Required for all applications 

Project Estimate Attachment G 
Required for Infrastructure Projects 

Non-Infrastructure Work Plan (Form 22-R) Attachment H 
Required for all projects with Non-Infrastructure Elements 

Narrative Questions backup information Attachment I 
Required for all applications 
Label attachments separately with “H-#” based on the # of the Narrative Question 

Letters of Support Attachment J 
Required or Recommended for all projects (as designated in the instructions) 

Additional Attachments Attachment K  
Additional attachments may be included.  They should be organized in a way that allows application 
reviews easy identification and review of the information. 
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Date:

Project Title:
District

09

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 129 129
PS&E 86 86
R/W
CON 943 943
TOTAL 129 86 943 1,158

ATP Funds

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 129 129
PS&E 86 86
R/W
CON 943 943
TOTAL 129 86 943 1,158

ATP Funds

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

ATP Funds

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

ATP Funds

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

ATP Funds

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Plan Cycle 2 Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency

Delivery could be substantially 
accelerated if federal funds are not 
involved.

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

Notes:

Notes:

Notes:
Delivery could be substantially 
accelerated if federal funds are not 
involved.

Notes:

Notes:

Program Code

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County
Spruce, Hanby, Yaney Sidewalks

Funding Information:

Project Information:

PPNOProject IDEA

Future Cycles Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Inyo

Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s) Notes:

Funding Agency

Non-infrastructure Cycle 2

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Previous Cycle Program Code

Infrastructure Cycle 2 Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS

Funding Agency

1 of 2
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Date:

Project Title:
District

09

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County
Spruce, Hanby, Yaney Sidewalks

Funding Information:

Project Information:

PPNOProject IDEA
Inyo

DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Fund No. 2:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Fund No. 3:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Fund No. 4:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Fund No. 5:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Fund No. 6:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Fund No. 7:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Notes:

Notes:

Future Source for Matching Program Code

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Funding Agency

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Notes:

Program Code

Notes:

Notes:

Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Program Code

Program Code

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

Notes:

2 of 2
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Form Date: March, 2015 ATP Cycle 2 - Application Form – Attachment C   
 

  

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects 
 

Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY 

 

 
This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP 
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC’s 
requirements for a PSR‐Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines ‐ 
Resolution G‐99‐33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to 
be accurately ranked in the statewide ATP selection process.     
 

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the 
application: 
Chapter 7; Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or 
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer.  Since the corresponding ATP 
Infrastructure‐application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles 
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and 
stamped by a licensed civil engineer. 

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application's technical information and engineering data 
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made.  This action is governed by the Professional 
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.    
 
 

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the projects Scope, Cost 
and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent.  The checklist is expected to be used during the 
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped until the final application and application attachments 
are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.   
 

 

1. Vicinity map /Location map  Engineer’s Initials: _______ 
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary 

  
 

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials: _______   
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” limits and limits of each 

primary element of the project 
b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items 
c. Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths.  Label the proposed widths  
d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As 

appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines) 
 
 

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials: _______  
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)   

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.  
 

 

4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate    Engineer’s Initials: _______   
a. Estimate is reasonable and complete. 
b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items.  The costs for each item 

are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs 
c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately 

from the eligible costs.  
d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC (or a certified community conservation corps) on 

need to be clearly identified and accounted for 
e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost 
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ATP Cycle 2 - Application Form – Attachment CForm Date: March, 2015 

 
 
 
 

5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials: _______   
a. Confirmation that crash data shown occurred within influence area of proposed improvements.    

 
 
 

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding  Engineer’s Initials: _______   
a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project 

schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable requirements and 
timeframes.   

b. “Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified 
c. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project 

timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations, 
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections, 
project permits, etc. 

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with the values shown in the 
project cost estimate(s), expected project milestone dates and expected matching funds.     

 
 
 

7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials: _______   
a. For new Signals – Warrant 4, 5 or 7 must be met (CA MUTCD): Signal warrants must be documented 

as having been met based on the CA MUTCD 
 
 
 

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials: _______ 
a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic 

and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate  
b. When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for 

the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to 
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements. 

 

 

Licensed Engineer:  Engineer's Stamp: 
 

Name  (Last, First): 
 

Title: 
 

Engineer License Number 
 

Signature: 
 
 

Date: 
 

Email: 
 

Phone: 

N/A 
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Attachment F  
 

Attachment F – Additional Photos 
 

Children walking on the existing Pine to Park Path 
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Northern terminus of existing Pine to Park Path in project area 
 

 
 

ESTA bus stop at Vons/Kmart shopping center 
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Agency:

Prepared by: Date:

Item No. Quantity Units Unit Cost Total
Item Cost % $ % $ % $ % $

1 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $200
2 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $50
3 1 LS $1,000.00 $1,000 100% $10
4 47 EA $500.00 $23,500 100% $235
5 43 EA $150.00 $6,450 100% $65 100% $65
6 1 LS $100,000.00 $100,000 100% $1,000
7 370 CY $75.00 $27,750 100% $278
8 363 TON $200.00 $72,600 100% $726
9 30450 SF $10.00 $304,500 100% $3,045

10 4250 LF $40.00 $170,000 100% $1,700
11 5 EA $3,000.00 $15,000 100% $150
12
13
14
15
16

$745,800 $7,458 $65

15.00% $111,870

$857,670

25.00% 25% Max

9.09% 15% Max

Application ID:

Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:

Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost
Spruce, Hanby, Yaney Sidewalks Project

To be Constructed by 
Corps/CCCATP Eligible Items Landscaping Non-Participating 

Items

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)

Important: Read the Instructions in the other sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter in shaded fields (with formulas).

Construct sidewalks

 In City of Bishop on Spruce Street from East Yaney Street to Hanby Avenue, on East Yaney Street from Spruce Street to Hanby Avenue, and on Hanby

Avenue, and on Hanby Avenue from East Yaney Street to East Pine Street. 

Project Information:

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

5/20/2015

City of Bishop

David Grah

-$                                             

-$                                             

128,638$                                 

214,397$                                 

Project Cost Estimate:

Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):
                                 Enter in the cell to the right

Cost Breakdown

Subtotal of Construction Items:

Item 

Sidewalk

Note: Cost can apply to more than one category. Therefore may be over 100%.

Project Description:

Project Location:

Erosion Control
Temporary Traffic Control

Remove Tree
Street Tree

Extend Culverts
Aggregate Base

Asphalt Concrete

Mobilization

$857,670

Cost $

Preliminary Engineering (PE)

Total CON: 943,429$                                 

85,759$                                   

Construction (CON)

Total PE:

Curb
Curb Ramp

-$                                            

Right of Way (RW)

85,759$                                   

Total RW:

1,157,826$                              Total Project Cost Estimate:

Type of Project Delivery Cost

Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):

Right of Way Engineering:

Acquisitions and Utilities:

Construction Engineering (CE):

Total Construction Items & Contingencies:

Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):

5/29/2015 1 of 1
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Attachment I – 3 
 

Public/Stakeholder Participation 
 

City of Bishop Active Transportation Meetings 
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Attachment I‐3 
 

Public/Stakeholder Participation 
 

Regional Transportation Plan/Active Transportation Plan 
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How do you travel to work, school, errands, social engagements?

Are there safety issues which prevent you from walking/biking more often?

Are there other issues with the roads, bicycle paths, sidewalks, airports, and

public transit in Inyo County that should be fixed?

What do think are the needed transportation

improvements for our community?

The Inyo County Local Transportation Commission is preparing an Active

Transportation Plan and Regional Transportation Plan.

you most

PUBLIC MEETINGS

Inyo County Active Transportation Plan and

Regional Transportation Plan Update

You may provide input by attending one

of the following public workshops:

Thursday, at 6:00 PM

Bishop City Council Chambers

301 West Line Street

Bishop, CA

Friday, at 9:00 AM

Boulder Creek RV Park

2550 S. Highway 395

Lone Pine, CA

December 4th

December 5th

Alternative ways to provide input . . .

Please contact:

GENEVIEVE EVANS

LSC TRANSPORTATION CONSULTANTS, INC.

Email: Genevieve@lsctahoe.com Phone: 530-583-4053

Inyo County Local

Transportation Commission

WE

NEED

YOUR

INPUT!
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Attachment I‐3 
 

Inyo RTP/ATP Public Meeting Minutes 

Bishop City Hall, December 4th 2014 

16 participants  

How does the RTP relate to the City and County circulation elements?  It’s a programming tool, but does 

not set policy.  RTP must be consistent with adopted documents. 

What are the scoring criteria for ATP? Draft guidelines were reviewed 

How detailed do the plan elements get?  We will identify general locations and strategies, but not 

engineering details such as level of pedestrian crossing improvement. 

Is a RTP long range or short range?   

Need a bypass 

Need better shoulder along Line Street, and better maintenance.  Puncture vines.  Dogs are a problem for 

cyclists. Rumble strip would help 

Need better continuity of sidewalks, like on Pine, Grove, Elm (school kids)  W. Pine Street does not have 

sidewalks on both sides, and it needs it.   

Public transit system has problems getting wheelchair users. Sidewalks would help. 

Signal going in at Dixon Lane/395, but area to the north of 395 (Dixon Lane/Meadow Creek) is the 

biggest SR2S problem.  City has been working on it. 

Main Street in downtown is very dangerous for cyclists.  Alternative route is Elm to Fowler on the west 

side of town. 

Bicycle facilities need to be more visible. Bishop is small why not bike. Visitors may not be aware of bike 

paths. 

Education about bike facilities. 

Incredible opportunity to connect existing paths into a full network.   

Need for bike racks. 

Sidewalk connectivity in Lone Pine, especially across from the Post Office 

SR2S in Big Pine is an issue.   

Kids are walking in bike lanes in Manor Market area on Line Street– sidewalks would reduce conflicts 

with cyclists. 



Attachment I‐3 
 

Bishop Paiute Tribe ‐ New bike trail from Cultural Center to the Hospital 

Yaney and Home are important bicycling street. Potentially dangerous for pedestrians. 

Skateboarding prohibited on Main Street – need for alternate routes for this popular travel mode. 

Eastern Sierra Velo Club (350 members) needs – Round Valley Road impacted by chip sealing. Need 

better way to contact Caltrans maintenance to clean up debris on shoulders.  They are willing to take the 

lead on educational program. Expansion joints are difficult, as are cattle guards 

Class I paths in Bishop need to be resurfaced or expansion joints fixed (Sierra Street Bike Path).  South 

Barlow path could also use improvements. 

Maintenance of bicycle paths. 

There can be 50 – 75 cyclists on a weekend in the greater Bishop area. 

Pleasant Valley Road (LA DWP) if paved would complete a 30‐mile great loop. There are other 

opportunities.  Bridge on NE side of town would  

Lower Owens River recreation plan (inyowater.org recreation use plan) is a long facility that serves a 

78,000 acre area. Recreational opportunities: fishing, MTB 

Sharrows on W. Line Street. Make it more visible. 

Extend Sierra Street bike path 

Velo Club can take lead for bicycle education. Create partnerships to provide helmets for disadvantaged 

children and bike inspections. CHP make do this. 

Lack of connectivity on streets other than US 395, Bishop area access and circulation study. 

Not much connectivity between communities and trailheads 

Environmental Justice – Get more disadvantaged kids to trails 

Forest Service – Whitney Portal and other major trailheads can park out 

Better signage, restrooms for Lower Owens River Project 

Main St. in Bishop – Crosswalks don’t stand out, too many signs, pavement treatments would be helpful 

Many deadend streets in Bishop, so US 395 is used for local travel. Could reduce traffic on Main Street if 

sidestreets could be used as alternatives. 

Look at Bishop Area Access Plan. 

Timing of signals on Line Street could be more pedestrian friendly. 



         AGENDA REQUEST FORM  
                                       BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  
                                             COUNTY OF INYO 
       Consent     Departmental     Correspondence Action  Public Hearing     
        Schedule time for _________    Closed Session                 Informational 

 
 
FROM: Public Works Department 
 
FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: May 12, 2015 
 
SUBJECT: Selection of an Active Transportation Program Project in Response to a Call for Projects 
 
DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATIONS:  
 

1. Prioritize Active Transportation Program (ATP) projects and direct staff to submit an application for the 
top ranked project(s). 

2. Authorize the Public Works Department and County Counsel’s office to enter any agreements necessary 
to implement the proposed project.  
 

CAO RECOMMENDATION: 
 
 
SUMMARY DISCUSSION:  
Caltrans released a call for ATP projects on March 26th. The applications are required to be submitted to the 
Caltrans headquarters in Sacramento by June 1, 2015. The projects will compete statewide for funds under the 
Active Transportation Program.  
 
The project selection criteria are explained in the following pages. The scoring criteria emphasizes scores 
pedestrian and bicycle projects most highly. Projects that have the potential to increase non-motorized trips and 
increase safety score most highly. Projects that are also benefit “disadvantaged communities” receive additional 
points. ATP project applicants are required to pay an 11.47% match. The fund match can be waived if the 
project meets the criteria for benefitting a “disadvantaged community.” The project components are required to 
be completed in FY 2016-2017, FY 2017-2018, and FY 2018-2019. With the federal requirements to complete 
each project component, this is an aggressive schedule so the County is advised to pick a relatively simple 
project.  
 
The “disadvantaged community” definition can be either for a school district or for a census tract has a Median 
Household Income that is less than 80% of the State average. Based on these factors, staff recommends 
selecting a bicycle or pedestrian project that benefits a “disadvantaged community” and will benefit as many 
people as possible.  
 
State Highway or County Roads 
The County is an eligible applicant though Caltrans is not. The County could choose to partner with Caltrans to 
complete a facility on the State Highway. During the last call for projects, Caltrans partnered with the County 
and submitted two grant applications, the South Lone Pine sidewalk project on the east side of US 395 from 
Inyo Street to Teya Road and a Meadowfarms Sidewalk project on the north side of North Sierra Highway from 
Cherry Lane to Matlick Lane. The County submitted a Town to Tract grant application proposing bicycle lanes 
between the north end of the Rolling Green / Knight Manor subdivision and connecting to N. Main Street in Big 
Pine. All three of the projects were unsuccessful. Caltrans has tentatively been able to fund the Meadowfarms 

For Clerk’s Use  
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sidewalk funds using State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOP) funds. At last week’s Board 
meeting, staff proposed to hire a transportation planning consultant to complete the ATP application. The 
applications are time-consuming and technical to complete. In general, the County usually seeks to apply for 
improvements on County roadways. It would be unusual to apply for a project on the State Highway system, 
though this is possible.  
 
The Public Works Department is looking to complete a Pedestrian Facility plan and that would help in 
identifying potential pedestrian projects. At this point, it appears that bicycle lane projects are the most feasible 
for the County. Potential projects are listed below. In staff’s opinion, the Town to Tract project is the project 
that best addresses the selection criteria among the potential projects on County roads.  
 

Inyo County ATP Project Priority List 
Rank Project Name and Location Discussion 
1 Town to Tract Bicycle Lanes (On 

Reynolds and County Roads from 
Myrtle Lane to US 395 – 1.7 miles) 

In Disadvantaged Community based on school; clear commute nexus 
between Rolling Green/Knight Manor and Big Pine, appears to be 
sufficient right of way, ranked as High Priority in the Inyo County 
Collaborative Bikeways Plan 

2 South Lone Pine Sidewalk project The entire community of Lone Pine is considered to be a disadvantaged 
community. This would provide a link to the Lone Pine Paiute Shoshone 
Reservation and would extend the walkability of downtown Lone Pine. 
County usually applies for projects on County roads. Caltrans has 
indicated their staffing levels too low to submit this application. County 
staff or consultant would need to prepare application. 

3 Schober Lane Bicycle Lanes (1.1 
miles between Barlow Lane and 
Sunland Lane) 

Links future bicycle facility on Sunland with bicycle facility on South 
Barlow. This would be a good project and would be a helpful link 
between bicycle facilities. However, the project is not in a disadvantaged 
community and matching funds would need to be identified.  

4 Old Spanish Trail Highway (0.72 
miles from Tecopa Hot Springs Road 
to Downey Road) 

Disadvantaged Community so no match is required, links to existing 
facility on Tecopa Hot Springs Road, commute link – but small 
population base 

5 Horseshoe Meadows Road (2.1 miles 
from Sunset Road to Whitney Portal 
Road) 

Links Alabama Hills Subdivision with Whitney Portal Road Federal 
Lands Access Program, in Disadvantaged community based on zip code. 

6 Red Hill Road Links future bicycle facility on Ed Powers Road with bicycle facility on 
State Route 168. This would be a key project to help bicyclists west of 
Bishop, however the commute link is not strong. Since the project is not 
in a disadvantaged community and matching funds would need to be 
identified. Potentially expensive earthwork required. 

7 Sawmill Road Bicycle Lanes (1.7 
miles from Ed Powers Road west to 
US 395) 

Potential recreation facility. Likely will not score well. Not in 
disadvantaged community 

 
Program Overview 
The Active Transportation Program (ATP) was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes of 
2013) and Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes of 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. The ATP consolidates various transportation programs, including 
the federal Transportation Alternatives Program, state Bicycle Transportation Account, and federal and state 
Safe Routes to School programs into a single program to: 

• Increase the proportion of biking and walking trips, 
• Increase safety for non-motorized users, 
• Increase mobility for non-motorized users, 
• Advance the efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals, 
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• Enhance public health, including the reduction of childhood obesity through the use of projects  
eligible for Safe Routes to Schools Program funding, 

• Ensure disadvantaged communities fully share in program benefits (25% of program), and 
• Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users. 

Program funding is segregated into three components and is distributed as follows: 
• 50% to the state for a statewide competitive program, 
• 10% to small urban and rural regions with populations of 200,000 or less for the small urban and 

rural area competitive program, and 
• 40% to Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) in urban areas with populations greater than 

200,000 for the large urbanized area competitive program. 
 
ATP Scoring Criteria 
Proposed projects will be scored and ranked on the basis of applicant responses to the below criteria. Project 
programming recommendations may not be based strictly on the rating criteria given the various components of 
the Active Transportation Program and requirements of the various fund sources.  

• Potential for increased walking and bicycling, especially among students, including the 
identification of walking and bicycling routes to and from schools, transit facilities, community 
centers, employment centers, and other destinations; and including increasing and improving 
connectivity and mobility of non-motorized users. (0 to 30 points)  

• Potential for reducing the number and/or rate of pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities and injuries, 
including the identification of safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. (0 to 25 points)  

• Public participation and Planning. (0 to 15 points)  
 
Identification of the community-based public participation process that culminated in the project proposal, 
which may include noticed meetings and consultation with local stakeholders. Project applicants must clearly 
articulate how the local participation process (including the participation of disadvantaged community 
stakeholders) resulted in the identification and prioritization of the proposed project.  
 
For projects costing $1 million or more, an emphasis will be placed on projects that are prioritized in an adopted 
city or county bicycle transportation plan, pursuant to Section 891.2, pedestrian plan, safe routes to school plan, 
active transportation plan, trail plan, or circulation element of a general plan that incorporated elements of an 
active transportation plan. In future funding cycles, the Commission expects to make consistency with an 
approved active transportation plan a requirement for large projects.  

• Improved public health through the targeting of populations with high risk factors for obesity, 
physical inactivity, asthma or other health issues, with a description of the intended health 
benefits of the proposed project. (0 to 10 points)  

• Benefit to disadvantaged communities. (0 to 10 points)  
Applicants must follow the California Transportation Commission 2015 ATP Guidelines and: 

• Demonstrate how the project connects the disadvantaged community(ies) to commonly identified 
resources or amenities such as medical facilities, employers, parks, community centers and 
grocery stores.  

• Provide a map that delineates the specific disadvantaged census tract(s) or school(s) that will 
benefit from the project in relationship to the project site.  

• Cost-effectiveness. (0 to 5 points)  
Applicants must:  

• Discuss the relative costs and benefits of the range of alternatives considered.  
• Quantify the safety and mobility benefit in relationship to both the total project cost and the 

funds provided.  

 
Agenda Request Form 
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genevieve@lsctahoe.com

From: Ed Jones <ed.jones@cset.org>
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 3:40 PM
To: Active Transportation Program
Cc: Mary Escarsega-Fechner; genevieve@lsctahoe.com
Subject: Re: ATP project for City of Bishop

We're sorry to inform you that due to the distance from our location to 
yours we are unable to take part in the ATP project you are applying for. 
 
Please do not hesitate to call me should you have any questions. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Ed Jones, 
Community Services Employment Training 
Strengthening Youth, Families and Communities since 1976 
Office: 559.732.4194 Ext 634 
Fax:   559.627.1674 
 
This transmission may contain information that is privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable 
law. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the 
information contained herein (including any reliance thereon) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. If you received this 
transmission in error, please immediately contact the sender and destroy the material in its entirety, whether in electronic 
or hard copy format. Thank you! 
 
On Fri, May 15, 2015 at 4:30 PM, Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org> wrote: 
Good afternoon, 
 

Please see the attached request below to partner on an ATP project. Please let me know by May 
20th if you think the SCC is able to partner. 

  

Thank you 

Monica 

 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: <genevieve@lsctahoe.com> 
Date: Thu, May 14, 2015 at 2:48 PM 
Subject: ATP project for City of Bishop 
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To: atp@ccc.ca.gov, inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
 

Danielle and Wei –  

  

The City of Bishop, located in Inyo County, is preparing an Active Transportation Program Grant for the 
Spruce, Hanby, Yaney sidewalks project (project map attached).  

  

The project will include  about 630ft  of sidewalk on each side of Spruce from South Fork of Bishop Creek to 
East Yaney Street. About 500 feet of sidewalk along the south side of Spruce Street from South Fork of Bishop 
Creek to Hanby Avenue. About 620 feet of sidewalk along the south side of East Yaney Street from Spruce 
Street to Hanby Avenue. About 1900 feet of sidewalk along the west side of Hanby Avenue from the west leg 
of East Yaney Street to East Pine Street. The sidewalk will be roughly 10 feet wide on Spruce Street from South 
Fork of Bishop Creek to East Yaney Street and 5 feet wide with 5 foot planter strip elsewhere. The purpose of 
the project is to provide a complete and safe pedestrian facility between the neighborhoods in southeast Bishop, 
the City Park, and services in north Bishop. 

  

This project is in the early phases so completion of design is anticipated in FY 2016/17 with environmental in 
FY 2017/18 and construction  in FY 2018/19. Total project cost is estimated at $1 million. 

  

We would like to know if your agencies are willing to partner on construction of the project. 

  

Let me know if you have any questions. 

  

Thank you, 

  

Genevieve Evans, AICP 

Planner  
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                                   LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc. 

                                   PO Box 5875 

                                   2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C 

                                   Tahoe City, California 96145 

                                   530-583-4053 

                                   genevieve@lsctahoe.com 

                                   www.lsctrans.com 

  

  

 
 
 
 
--  
Monica Davalos | Legislative Policy Intern 
Active Transportation Program 
California Association of Local Conservation Corps 
1121 L Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
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genevieve@lsctahoe.com

From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 4:37 PM
To: genevieve@lsctahoe.com
Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov
Subject: Re: ATP project for City of Bishop

Hi, 
 

Thank you for reaching out to the local conservation corps. Unfortunately, we are not able to 
participate in these projects. Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached 
out to the Local Corps. 

 

Thank you 

Monica 

 
On Thu, May 14, 2015 at 2:48 PM, <genevieve@lsctahoe.com> wrote: 

Danielle and Wei –  

  

The City of Bishop, located in Inyo County, is preparing an Active Transportation Program Grant for the 
Spruce, Hanby, Yaney sidewalks project (project map attached).  

  

The project will include  about 630ft  of sidewalk on each side of Spruce from South Fork of Bishop Creek to 
East Yaney Street. About 500 feet of sidewalk along the south side of Spruce Street from South Fork of Bishop 
Creek to Hanby Avenue. About 620 feet of sidewalk along the south side of East Yaney Street from Spruce 
Street to Hanby Avenue. About 1900 feet of sidewalk along the west side of Hanby Avenue from the west leg 
of East Yaney Street to East Pine Street. The sidewalk will be roughly 10 feet wide on Spruce Street from South 
Fork of Bishop Creek to East Yaney Street and 5 feet wide with 5 foot planter strip elsewhere. The purpose of 
the project is to provide a complete and safe pedestrian facility between the neighborhoods in southeast Bishop, 
the City Park, and services in north Bishop. 

  

This project is in the early phases so completion of design is anticipated in FY 2016/17 with environmental in 
FY 2017/18 and construction  in FY 2018/19. Total project cost is estimated at $1 million. 
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We would like to know if your agencies are willing to partner on construction of the project. 

  

Let me know if you have any questions. 

  

Thank you, 

  

Genevieve Evans, AICP 

Planner  

  

                                   LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc. 

                                   PO Box 5875 

                                   2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C 

                                   Tahoe City, California 96145 

                                   530-583-4053 

                                   genevieve@lsctahoe.com 

                                   www.lsctrans.com 

  

  

 
 
 
 
--  
Monica Davalos | Legislative Policy Intern 
Active Transportation Program 
California Association of Local Conservation Corps 
1121 L Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
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genevieve@lsctahoe.com

From: Hsieh, Wei@CCC <Wei.Hsieh@CCC.CA.GOV> on behalf of ATP@CCC 
<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 2:07 PM
To: genevieve@lsctahoe.com; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
Cc: ATP@CCC; Hsieh, Wei@CCC; Schmier, Scot@CCC; Joanis, Brandon@CCC
Subject: RE: ATP project for City of Bishop

Hi Genevieve, 
 
Scot Schmier, the Center Director at our CCC Inland location has responded to the partnership for your project. The CCC 
can Inland Center can potentially install the landscape and irrigation system on the 5 foot planter strip adjacent to the 
sidewalk. 

 
Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the CCC. Feel free to contact Scot 
Schmier directly Scot.Schmier@ccc.ca.gov if your project receives funding. 
 
Thank you, 

                       
Wei Hsieh, Manager 
Programs & Operations Division 
California Conservation Corps 
1719 24th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95816 
(916) 341‐3154 
Wei.Hsieh@ccc.ca.gov  
 
 
 

From: genevieve@lsctahoe.com [mailto:genevieve@lsctahoe.com]  
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 2:48 PM 
To: ATP@CCC; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
Subject: ATP project for City of Bishop 
 
Danielle and Wei –  
 
The City of Bishop, located in Inyo County, is preparing an Active Transportation Program Grant for the Spruce, Hanby, 
Yaney sidewalks project (project map attached).  
 
The project will include  about 630ft  of sidewalk on each side of Spruce from South Fork of Bishop Creek to East Yaney 
Street. About 500 feet of sidewalk along the south side of Spruce Street from South Fork of Bishop Creek to Hanby 
Avenue. About 620 feet of sidewalk along the south side of East Yaney Street from Spruce Street to Hanby Avenue. 
About 1900 feet of sidewalk along the west side of Hanby Avenue from the west leg of East Yaney Street to East Pine 
Street. The sidewalk will be roughly 10 feet wide on Spruce Street from South Fork of Bishop Creek to East Yaney Street 
and 5 feet wide with 5 foot planter strip elsewhere. The purpose of the project is to provide a complete and safe 
pedestrian facility between the neighborhoods in southeast Bishop, the City Park, and services in north Bishop. 
 
This project is in the early phases so completion of design is anticipated in FY 2016/17 with environmental in FY 2017/18 
and construction  in FY 2018/19. Total project cost is estimated at $1 million. 
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We would like to know if your agencies are willing to partner on construction of the project. 
 
Let me know if you have any questions. 
 
Thank you, 
 

Genevieve Evans, AICP 
Planner  

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

GNNNI BNSn UNrnrED AIR Por,IuTIoN Cournor, DISTRICT
157 Short Street, Bishop, California 9351.4-3537

7 60-872-8211 F ax: 7 60-872-6109

ly'ray 26th,2ol5

To Whom It May Concern,

Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control District supports the Spruce, Yaney and Hanby Sidewalks

Project to improve active transportation within the city of Bishop. Funding this project through the

Active Transportation Program will frll in important gaps in the pedestrian and bicycle system in the

city. A safe and connected active transportation network will increase the number of walking and biking

trips while reducing vehicular trips.

Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control District encourages and supports active transportation as a

way to reduce vehicle emissions, improve air quality and help reach climate change goals for California.

The Spruce, Yaney and Hanby Sidewalks Project will add critical infrastructure to support these goals

while helping create a safe, healthy and connected community.

Phillip L. Kiddoo

Air Pollution Control Officer

Ann Piersall

Air Monitoring Technician and Active Transportation Liaison
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TOlYABE lNDlAN HEALTH PROJECT, lNC. 

ADMINISTRATION 
1760) 873-8464 

1760) 873-3935 FAX 

FISCAL 
1760) 873-6111 

1760) 872-8152 FAX 

CONTRACT CARE 
1760) 873-6111 

1760) 873-7601 FAX 

OPTICAL 
1760) 873-6111 

BISHOP MEDICAL CLINIC 
1760) 873-8461 

1760) 873-3908 FAX 

PHARMACY 
1760) 873-4721 

1760) 873-6127 FAX 

DENTAL 
1760) 873-3443 

1760) 873-3889 FAX 

COMMUNITY HEALTH/ 
NUTRITION/ELDERS 

1760) 872-2622 
1760) 873-6362 FAX 

PREVENTIVE MEDICINE 
1760) 873-8851 

FAMILY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
1760) 873-6394 

1760) 873-3254 FAX 

DIALYSIS CENTER 
1760) 873-7611 

1760) 873-3361 FAX 

WIC PROGRAM 
1760) 872-3707 

1760) 873-6362 FAX 

LONE PINE COMMUNITY CLINIC 
1150 S. GOODWIN LANE 

P. 0 BOX 186 
LONE PINE. CA 93545 

1760) 876-4795 
1760) 876-5624 FAX 

PAIUTE PROFESSIONAL CENTER 
52 TU SU LANE 

BISHOP, CALIFORNIA 93514 

May 21,2015 

Dear Mr. Grah: 

The Toiyabe Indian Health Project Community Wellness Program is writing to express 
our strong support for the City of Bishop (City) and the lnyo County Local Transportation 
Commission (ICLTC) as they apply for funding to support the 11Spruce, Hanby, and Yaney 
Sidewalk/Bike Lane Project." 

The Community Wellness Program promotes healthy eating and active living through a 
variety of public health outreach strategies, including advocating for: more active 
transportation opportunities, policies that allow all residents safe access to community 
spaces, increased linkages between existing paths, increased park access, and increased 
active transportation opportunities for ethnic minority, low-income, underserved 
community members. 

The Community Wellness Program has leveraged grant funding it has received through 
CDC's Racial and Ethnic Approaches to Health (REACH) and Partnerships to Improve 
Community (PICH) Health to collaborate with the City on past projects. In 2012, we 
partnered to install a collection of outdoor exercise equipment in the area of the park 
directly adjacent to the Yaney and Hanby sidewalks. Additionally, we are currently 
providing funding for an on-going project to improve the baseball/softball fields in park. 
We believe that improving walking and biking access to the park will encourage more 
people to use the new fields, an outcome that is mutually beneficial to the City and the 
Community Wellness Program. 

We look forward to a strong continuing partnership with the City and enthusiastically 
supports its efforts to request funding for the "Spruce, Hanby, and Yaney Sidewalk/Bike 
Lane Project." The project will provide a much-needed improvement that has the 
potential for far-reaching impact on active transportation and community health. 

Sincerely, 

.:::~------a~z;;-J~~ 
Kate Morley, MSc 
Community Wellness Program Manager 

FT. INDEPENDENCE INDIAN RESERVATION 
INDEPENDENCE. CA 

BIG PINE PAIUTE TRIBE OF 
THE OWENS VALLEY 

BIG PINE. CA 

LONE PINE 
PAIUTE-SHOSHONE RESERVATION 

LONE PINE. CA 

BISHOP PAIUTE RESERVATION 
BISHOP,CA 

KUTZAD KN PAIUTE TRIBE 
LEE VINING. CA 

TIMBISHA SHOSHONE TRIBE 
DEATH VALLEY, CA 

UTU UTU GWAITU PAIUTE TRIBE 
BENTON,CA 

ANTELOPE VALLEY INDIAN COMMUNITY 
COLEVILLE PAIUTE TRIBE 

COLEVILLE. CA 

BRIDGEPORT INDIAN RESERVATION 
BRIDGEPORT, CA 
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Attachment K - 1
 

Attachment K – 1 
 

Regional Transportation Plan Project List 
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Prepared For:

Inyo County
Local Transportation Commission 

INYO COUNTY 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN
Adopted April 22, 2009

Prepared by:

Fehr & Peers 
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INYO COUNTY 
 

2015 Active Transportation Plan Program 
 
 
 

DRAFT 
 
 
 
 

Prepared for the: 
 

Inyo County Transportation Commission 
168 N. Edwards Street 

Independence, CA 93526 
 
 
 
 
 

Prepared by: 
 

LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc. 
2690 Lake Forest Road, Suite C 

P.O. Box 5875 
Tahoe City, California 96145 

530 - 583-4053 
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 North Barlow Lane and Saniger Lane runs 0.9 miles from US 395 north to Juniper Street. 
 SR 168 - 2.8 miles between Home Street and Red Hill Road. 
 US 395 – 2.7 miles between Elm Street (southbound), City Park (northbound) and Brockman Lane. 

 
All these facilities provide access for children to reach the schools. However, there is a gap in the network where the 
Sierra St. bike path ends as well as between the Bishop Paiute Reservation and the schools. 
 
Wilkerson 
 

 Class II or III facility follows Gerkin Road between Sunland Drive and Sierra Bonita Street 
 
Death Valley 
 

 Class I facility - 1.3 miles along SR 190 from the Furnace Creek Visitor Center to Harmony Borax Works 
 
Tecopa 
 

 Class II or III – Tecopa Hot Springs Road (2.7 miles) from Old Spanish Trail Highway to Tecopa Hot 
Springs Resort 

 
Inyo County also includes hundreds of miles of striped shoulder that are legal for bicycle use but net designated 
bicycle routes or lanes. 
 
Estimated Bicycle Trips 
 
Existing 
 
Throughout the US, the number of bicycle trips made for any purpose is significantly lower than the 
number of trips made by auto. As such, there is significantly less data available or surveys conducted 
pertaining to biking or walking trips. The US Census provides information regarding mode split for work 
trips but it does not provide information on children’s travel mode to school or every day trips. The 
Caltrans California Household Travel Survey provides information on the number of total daily trips and 
travel mode share; however, this is likely weighted heavier for urban areas. As reiterated throughout this 
document, bicycle and pedestrian travel is more difficult in rural areas due to long distance trips and the 
lack of safe facilities.  
 
Several data sources were considered in this document to estimate existing bicycle trips in Inyo County. 
Table ** presents bicycle and pedestrian trips for work purposes obtained from the American Community 
Survey. The table presents active transportation trips for Inyo County as a whole as well as Inyo County 
Census Designated Places and Native American Reservations. In total, it is estimated that roughly 
170,400 bicycle trips are made annually in Inyo County for commute purposes.  
 
Anecdotal evidence from Inyo County school districts suggest that anywhere from 0 to 25 percent of 
students walk or bike to school in at least one direction. Applying the average bicycle/walk mode share to 
the number of students enrolled in Inyo County schools equates to roughly 110,830 non-auto trips to 
school. As shown in Table **, a total of 579,430 non-auto trips are made in Inyo County for work/school 
purposes. 
 
The California Household Travel Survey (June 2013) provides an estimate for the number of daily trips 
for all trip purposes. Survey data indicates that roughly 8.3 trips per household or 3.6 trips per person are 
made on an average day. In Inyo County this equates to around 24 million trips annually. After applying 
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bicycle mode split from Census data (4.0 percent), it is estimated that roughly 966,700 trips are made by 
bicycle in Inyo County annually.  
 
Bicycle Trips Resulting from Plan Implementation 
 
Multiple studies have shown that an increase in bicycle facilities leads to an increase in the number of 
bicycle trips. The City of Denver is one documented example. According to the City’s Bicycle Advisory 
Committee, bicycle commute mode share increased from 1.6 percent in 2007 to 2.9 percent in 2012 (an 
81 percent increase). During the same period the number of bicycle lane miles in Denver increased by 100 
percent from 60 to 120 miles. The Minnesota Department of Transportation conducted a study in 2008 
regarding the Impact of Bicycling Facilities on Commute Mode Share. Bicycle commute rates and 
construction of new facilities between 1990 and 2000 were reviewed in the cities of Chicago, Colorado 
Springs, Madison, Orlando, Austin, and Salt Lake City. The study found that the level of increase in 
bicycle commute rates depended highly and the level of connectivity between facilities, the proximity to 
downtown employment hubs, and the level of promotion of the new facilities. For example, bicycle 
commute mode share rates in Austin, TX increased from 0.87 to 1.19 percent  (118 percent) in areas close 
to the new facilities and decreased from 0.31 to 0.14 percent in areas farther from the new facilities (the 
control group). Whereas, in Orlando bicycle commute mode share actually decreased from 0.66 to 0.46 
percent (30 percent decrease). Austin’s bicycling facilities area concentrated around the central business 
district whereas there is little connectivity in Orlando. In Orlando, facilities tend to be built in middle to 
high income neighborhoods while the need for facilities is in low income neighborhoods. In summary, 
bicycle mode share rates in many of the areas studied in this report increased by more than 100 percent 
between 1990 and 2000.  
 
Although Inyo County is not urban, some of the Inyo County communities are relatively centralized but 
lack connectivity. Inyo County as a whole has a relatively high bike commute mode split of 4.0 percent. 
This is much higher than the bike commute mode split for the State of California of 1.1 percent. 
Currently, the Inyo County region has roughly 2.4 miles of Class I bicycle facilities and 11.2 miles of 
Class II/III facilities. All the bicycle facility projects listed in this plan and the Collaborative Bikeways 
plan will increase the mileage of Class I facilities by 196 percent to 7.1 miles and Class II/III facilities by 
2,988 percent to 345.8 miles. With proper connectivity and promotion as proposed in this plan, it can be 
assumed that bicycle commute mode share will increase significantly as a result of ATP bicycle 
improvement projects. A conservative estimate would be that the bicycle mode share in Inyo County will 
increase by 50 percent as a result of plan implementation. This mode share increase estimate is less than 
what was seen in Denver and Austin but greater than Orlando. In order to see this level of increase in 
bicycle travel mode share, the region must actively promote and market the new facilities. Applying the 
bicycle mode share increase to the existing 4 percent bicycle mode split results in a new bicycle mode 
split of 6 percent. This would equate to an increase of 85,200 bicycle trips for annually. Many of the ATP 
projects are focused on providing safe facilities for school children. If these projects are implemented it is 
likely that the bike/walk mode to school will increase as well. As the school districts were only able to 
provide an estimate of the number of “active” trips (bike or walking), forecasts for the increase in bicycle 
trips to school are combined with pedestrian trips in the next section. 
 
Bicycle Collisions 
 
Figure ** displays bicycle and pedestrian accidents involving automobiles in Inyo County (not including 
the Bishop area) between 2010 and 2013. More detailed statistics regarding accident location are 
displayed in Appendix **. Two bicycle/auto accidents with severe injuries occurred at Death Valley 
Junction (SR 127/SR 190). Other accidents in Death Valley National Park occured along Badwater Road 
and Dantes View Road. In the western portion of the county, a bicycle/auto accident and bicycle solo 
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Chapter 3 
Pedestrian Element 

 
 
 
Estimated Pedestrian Trips 
 
Existing 
 
As indicated in the bicycle element, there are minimal data sources available for estimating travel mode 
split in rural areas such as Inyo County. Several data sources were considered in this document to 
estimate existing pedestrian trips in Inyo County. Table ** presents bicycle and pedestrian trips for work 
purposes obtained from the American Community Survey. The table presents active transportation trips 
for Inyo County as a whole as well as Inyo County Census Designated Places and Native American 
Reservations. In total, it is estimated that roughly 298,200 pedestrian trips are made annually in Inyo 
County for commute purposes. Inyo County pedestrian commute mode split of 7.0 percent is significantly 
higher than the statewide average of 2.4 percent. Although Inyo County’s communities are great distances 
apart, they are each relatively small, allowing for the possibility of walking to work/school or other 
activities. 
 
Anecdotal evidence from Inyo County school districts suggest that anywhere from 0 to 25 percent of 
students walk or bike to school in at least one direction. Applying the average bicycle/walk mode share to 
the number of students enrolled in Inyo County schools equates to roughly 110,830 non-auto trips to 
school. As shown in Table **, a total of 579,430 non-auto trips are made in Inyo County for work/school 
purposes. 
 
The California Household Travel Survey (June 2013) provides an estimate for the number of daily trips 
for all trip purposes. Survey data indicates that roughly 8.3 trips per household or 3.6 trips per person are 
made on an average day. In Inyo County this equates to around 24 million trips annually. After applying 
bicycle mode split from Census data (7.0 percent), it is estimated that roughly 1.7 million walking trips 
are made in Inyo County annually for all purposes.  
 
Walking Trips Resulting from Plan Implementation 
 
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) conducted a Non-Motorized Transportation Pilot Program 
(NTPP). The purpose of the project was to analyze and evaluate the impacts of non-motorized 
investments on travel behavior. Four study areas were evaluated: Columbia, Marin County, Minneapolis 
Area, and Sheboygan County. For the study, bicycle and pedestrian counts were taken at the same 
locations every year from 2007 – 2013 as non-motorized improvements were implemented. The results 
showed that for all four study areas pedestrian and bicycle counts increased by 19 and 62 percent, 
respectively over the 7 year period. These increases equate to 3.7 and 10.5 percent average annual growth 
rates for walking and bicycling, respectively. Of the study areas, Sheboygan County, WI is the most rural 
of the study areas and therefore the most similar to Inyo County.  In Sheboygan County, walking trips 
increased by 85 percent during the study period while bicycling decreased by 1 percent. Some of this 
disparity can be attributed to construction of pedestrian projects first, heavy construction activities 
inhibited non-motorized travel, and the county opted to not market the new facilities until they were 
completed after 2013.  
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Given the high level of increase in walking seen in Sheboygan County and the proximity of services to 
residential areas in Inyo County communities, a conservative estimate for the increase in walking trips 
resulting from the implementation of the ATP projects listed in this plan, is 15 percent (slightly less than 
the average of the four study areas). Applying the 15 percent to the 298,200 estimated annual commute 
walk trips results in a total of 342,930 walk trips after the implementation of the plan. This equates to an 
increase of 44,730 walk trips. After applying the 15 percent increase to total active transportation trips for 
school purposes results in an increase of 90,488 walk/bike trips to school each year. It is estimated that 
roughly half of these trips or 45,000 would be made on foot. 
 
Pedestrian Accidents 
 
Figure ** displays pedestrian accidents involving automobiles in Inyo County (not including the Bishop 
area) between 2010 and 2013. More detailed statistics regarding accident location are displayed in 
Appendix **. Two pedestrian related accidents occurred on US 395 and one at the Onion Valley 
Campground outside Independence. In the Bishop area (Figure **), several pedestrian collision occurred 
along the US 395 corridor in the incorporated city and three occurred on or near the Bishop Paiute 
Reservation.  
 
Table ** demonstrates that a total of 13 pedestrian collisions were recorded by CHP between 2010 and 
2013.  Zero fatalities occurred but 31 percent resulted in severe injuries. On average 3.25 pedestrian 
collisions occurred in Inyo County each year. This plan sets forth the following pedestrian safety related 
goals: 
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TABLE 23:  Inyo County Active Transportation Projects

Priority(1) Location Proposed Project Description

Total 
Cost 

(1,000s)   
Funding 
Source

Perform- 
ance 

Indicator
Purpose 
and Need

Corres- 
ponding 

Goal

County

1 Big Pine Town to Tract Class II/III Bicycle Lanes - 1.7 miles On Reynolds and County 
Roads from Myrtle Lane to US 395 NA ATP S, M/A M 5

1 Bishop 
Area

Meadow Farms North Sidewalk (0.23 miles of sidewalk on the north side of 
US 395 or North Sierra Highway from Cherry Lane to the art store) NA ATP S, M/A M 5

1 Lone Pine South Lone Pine Sidewalk (0.45 miles of sidewalk on one side of US 395 
from end of sidewalk near LADWP to Teya Road) NA ATP S, M/A M 5

2 Bishop 
Area

Class II/III Bicycle Lanes Sawmill Road (1.7 miles from Ed Powers Road 
west to US 395) NA ATP S, M/A M 5

2 Bishop 
Area

Class II/III Bicycle Lanes Schober Lane (1.1 miles between Barlow Lane and 
Sunland Lane) NA ATP S, M/A M 5

2 Lone Pine Class II/III Bicycle Lanes Horseshoe Meadows Road (2.1 miles from Sunset 
Road to Whitney Portal Road) NA ATP S, M/A M 5

2 Tecopa Old Spanish Trail Highway (0.72 miles from Tecopa Hot Springs Road to 
Downey Road) NA ATP S, M/A M 5

City

1 City of 
Bishop

Spruce Yaney Hanby Sidewalks - Along Spruce, west of Hanby, south side 
of Yaney at City Park $1,000 ATP S, M/A M 5

1 City of 
Bishop Fowler Sidewalk - Provide continuous curb, gutter, sidewalk $980 ATP S, M/A M 5

1 City of 
Bishop Academy Sidewalk - Provide continuous curb, gutter, sidewalk $400 ATP S, M/A M 5

1 City of 
Bishop

Bike Path Rehab - Reconstruct bike path between Sierra Street and North 
Sierra Highway $250 ATP S, M/A M 5

1 City of 
Bishop

Sierra Street Sidewalk- Construct sidewalk along at least the north side of 
Sierra between Main and Home $300 ATP S, M/A M 5

1 City of 
Bishop Hanby Sidewalks - Curb, gutter, and sidewalk Line to Pine $500 ATP S, M/A M 5

2 City of 
Bishop Diaz to School Class I Bike Path -  Diaz Lane to elementary schools $1,000 ATP S, M/A M 5

2 City of 
Bishop

Sierra to School Path - Extend Class 1 bike path from Sierra Street to 
elementary schools $400 ATP S, M/A M 5

2 City of 
Bishop

Hobson to Coats Path - Class 1 bike path/pedestrian path from Hobson 
Street to Coats Street $450 ATP S, M/A M 5

2 City of 
Bishop

Home St. Connection - Class I path west of elementary schools to Home 
Street School campus $500 ATP S, M/A M 5

2 City of 
Bishop

North Fork of Bishop Creek - Improve path along Noth Fork Bishop Creek 
between Highway 6 and Bishop Creek Canal $50 ATP S, M/A M 5

2 City of 
Bishop

Bishop to Chalk Bluffs Path - Improve highway and water crossings Sierra 
Street to Chalk Bluffs Road along Bishop Canal $750 ATP S, M/A M 5

2 City of 
Bishop

Pine to Canal Path - Class 1 bike path from East Pine street to east side of 
Bishop Creek Canal $500 ATP S, M/A M 5

2 City of 
Bishop

Bishop to Laws Path - Improve water crossings Bishop to Laws on proposed 
rail alignment $1,000 ATP S, M/A M 5

Total Cost $8,080

Source: ICLTC, City of Bishop
Note 1: Priority: 1 = Funded/construction 0 - 5 years, 2 = Unfunded/potential construction 5 - 10 years, 3 = Unfunded/potential construction 10 - 20 years, U = Financially unconstrained
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Small Town with a 

Big Backyard! 

CITY OF BISHOP 
377 West Line Street - Bishop, California  93514 
Post Office Box 1236 - Bishop, California  93515 

760-873-8458 publicworks@ca-bishop.us 
www.ca-bishop.us 

 
To: ATP Manager Date: 29 May 2015 
 1120 N Street, MS 1   
 Sacramento, CA 95814   
    
Subject: Request for ATP State-Only Funding   
 
The City of Bishop hereby requests Active Transportation Program (ATP) State-only 
funding for the following project: 
 
Project Name: 
Spruce Yaney Hanby Sidewalks 
 
Project Description: 
Design, environmental work, and construction of sidewalks, curb, and gutter, striping for 
Class II bicycle lane with possible landscaping along Spruce, Yaney and Hanby Streets 
between the neighborhoods of southeast Bishop and the Bishop City Park. 
 
Justification: 
A. Type of Work: Infrastructure (IF) 
B. Project cost: $1,158,000 
C. Status of Project: Proposed for funding 

1. Beginning and Ending Dates of the Project: 1 March 2015 / 30 June 
2019 
2. Environmental Clearance Status: Not started 
3. R/W Clearance Status (if currently R/W certified as #3, when will the 
certification be upgraded to a #1 or #2?): Not started 
4. Status of Construction: Not started 

a) Proposed Advertising Date: 1 July 2018 
b) Proposed Contract and Construction Award Dates: 1 
September 2018 

D. Total Project Funding Plan by Fiscal Year (list all funding sources & 
anticipated fund usage by year include all phases): See Programming Request 
E. State specific reasons for requesting State-Only fund and why Federal 
funds should not be used on the project: Project is small and additional cost and 
time to meet federal requirements would be large without commensurate benefits. 
 
 

 
David Grah 
Director of Public Works 
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