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The El Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan provides a blueprint for the deveiopment of a
bicycie transportation system on the westem siope of El Dorado County. The plan updates the
currently adopted El Dorado County Bicycle Master Plan, which was adopted in January 2005
The 2010 pian is in compliance with California Streets and Highways Code {sections 890-894 .2,
appendix b). enabling the county to be eligible for State Bicycle Transportation Account funds.

The Bicycle Transportation Plan represents the efforts of the EDCTC staff, the Bicycie
Transportation Plan Advisory Committee, Ef Dorado County, El Dorado Hills Community
Services District and numerous dedicated citizens in the area. The plan was developed with the
overall goal of providing a safe, efficient, and convenient network of bicycle facilities that
establish afternative transportation as a viable option in El Dorado County and nigighboring
regions. The plan addresses the following specific issues pertaining to non-motorized
transportation:

1. Bicycle Commuting - Develop a bicycle transportation system that enhances the safety
and convenience of bicycling to neighboring jurisdictions, employment centers,
residential neighborhoods, campgrounds, parks, education, commercial and other
activity centers in £l Dorado County.

2. Safety and Education - Maximize bicycle safety.

3. Implementation and Maintenance — Identify detailed and prioritized improvements in the
Ei Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan.

4. Land Use Development - integrate bicycle and pedestrian planning with other regional
and community planning, including land use and transportation.

5. Multi-Modal integration - Maximize muiti-modal connections to the bicycle transportation
system.

8. Funding - Obtain all possibie funding for plan implementation.
7. Connectivity - Develop a well-connected bikeway system.

8. The El Dorado Trail - In usable segments, develop Class | Bike Paths on the El Dorado
Trail,

The proposed bikeway system is slightly over 280 miles in length, and includes a strategy for
deveiopment of Class | Bike Path along the entire Sacramento-Placerville Transportation
Corridor, also known as “The Ei Dorado Trail.” The development of the proposed system will
provide better access to the County’s transit network and activity centers as well as encourage
increased use of the bicycle as a transportation mode,

An increase in bicycle fransportation benefits the entire region in terms of improving air quality,
reducing congastion. and improving the health and overall quality of ife for the residents of B
Dorado County. Improving the bicycle transporfation system will also heilp implement Caltransg’
Deputy Directive DD-64-R1, a policy that recognizes bicycle, pedestrian, and transit modes as
integral elements of the transportation system. Improvements 1o the bicycle transportation
system will also provide benefits to recreational cyciists and help &i Dorado County promote

geotourism and agritourism by making areas such as Fi Dorado’s wineries, Apple Hill, and the

£i Dorade County Bioyole Transporiation Plan
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South Fork of the American River in Coloma more acoessible to tourists who chose to visit
these areas by bicycie.

The following is a list of significant improvements that have been made to the bicycle
transportation system since the El Dorado Courty Bicycle Transportation Plan was adopled in
January 2005,

« Class | bike path on Bass Lake Road from Serrano Parkway o Silver Dove Way

« Class | bike path on the Ef Dorado Trail from Parkway Drive fo Los Trampas Drive

«  Class | bike path on the El Dorado Trail from Forni Road to Missouri Flat Road

« Class il bike lanes on Green Valley Road from Pleasant Grove Middie School to
Cameron Park Drive

« Class il bike lanes on Latrobe Road from Joeger Cut-Off Road to White Rock Road
+  Ciass i bike lanes on White Rock Road from Latrobe Road to Carson Crossing Road

+ Class Il bike lanes on Green Valley Road from the County line to 400 feet west of El
Dorado Hills Boulevard

+  (Class Il bike lanes on Cameron Park Drive from Winterhaven Drive to Athambra Drive

» Class |l bike lanes on Missour Flat Road from US 50 to the Southern Pacific
Transportation Corridor right of way

+  Bicycle and pedestrian facility on the eastbound US 50 Weber Creek Bridge with
connecting Class | bike path between Missouri Flat Road and Placervilie Drive

B! Dorads County Bloycle Transporiation Plan cxacuiive Summary
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Chapter 1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Purpose and Need

The purpose for revising/ updating the E} Dorado County Bicycle Master Plan is twofold, First, it
will provide a blueprint for the development of an “ultimate bicycle transportation system.”
Second, it will bring the plan into compliance with California Streets and Highways Code
(sections 890-894.2, appendix b}, enabling the county {o be eligible for State Bicycle
Transportation Account (BTA) funds.

The current E] Dorado County Bicycle Master Plan was adopted in January 2005. Several
updates were written between 1979 and the present, but the 2005 update was the only one
formally adopted. In the development of the 2010 Plan the waork within the preceding updates
was analyzed and applicable components were incorporated.,

For the bicycle to become a viable transportation option in £l Dorado The current El gu,.adn_|
County, some improvements are necessary both locally and County Bicycle
regionally. There is continued development on the western slope of Master Plan was
the County, with a majority of the most recent growth concentrated in | adopted in January

El Dorado Hills near the Sacramento County line. The residential 2005. Several
boom in £l Dorado Hills and Cameron Park has increased the updates were written
between 1979 and the

demand for trans ortation options. In more isol ted areas, there is
m ansp ptic m isolated are rei present but the 2004

demand for the county to provide bicycle facilities within communities
, : , update was the only
S0 residents can leave their cars at home for short, local trips. one formally adopted.

Improving the bicycle transportation system will help to implement Caltrans' Deputy Directive
DD-84-R1, a policy that recognizes bicycle, pedestrian, and transit modes as integral elements
of the transportation system. Improvements to the bicycle transportation system will also
ensure that individuals have transportation choices aside from driving and allow bike commuters
to bypass congestion and even arrive at their destinations faster than i they had driven a car,
According to the 2010 National Bicycling and Walking Study, in addition to transportation
benefits, improvements to the bicycle transportation system can also have the following
benefits:

* Health Benefits: Daily bike rides can reduce the risk of coronary heart disease, stroke,
and other diseases and result in lower health care costs and improved guality of life:

* Environmental Benefits: Replacing short vehicle trips with bicycling can heip reduce
energy consumption and decrease carbon dioxide emissions from cold starts caused by
short car trips:

* Economic Benefits: The cost of owning and operating a car can account for upto 18
percent of a typical household’s income. Bicycling can provide options for those who
would like to save money. Communities are using bicycle facilities to revitalize
businesses and bring new economic life to downtowns;

«  Quality of Life Benefits: More travel options can increase a sense of independence in
SBNIOrS, young people, and ofhers who cannot or choose not 16 drive. Increased lavels ot
bieycling can have o great impact on an ared’s sense of lvability by creating safe and
friendly piaces for paopia 1o ive and work,

Once completed, the ultimate hikeway system will provide a uniform network of on and off-strest
bikeways throughou! the western slope of El Dorado County, which will support facilities and
programs that encourage bicycling.

El Dorado County Bicveis Transporiation Plan Chanter 1 - page
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Chapter 1

1.2 Previous Planning Efforts

The first update to the 1979 El Dorado Coun

ty Bicycle Master Plan occurred in 1995 under the

title “Bicycle Transportation Plan.” The Bicycle Transportation Plan existed in various draft
forms, and was continually updated from 1995 to 2001, but was never formally adopted by the
County Board of Supervisors. Even without a current planning document, the County
Department of Transportation (DOT) implemented bicycle projects in various areas throughout
the County from 1995 to 2001. The Plan was updated in 2005 and that update was formatly

adopted in January 2005.

-3 Definition of Bikeway Facilities

The most commonly used bikeway
design standards are contained in the
Caltrans Highway Design Manual
Chapter 1000 — Bikeway Planning and
Design, dated September 1, 20086,
The Caltrans standards are based
largely on standards developed by the
American Association of State Highway
and Transportation Officials
(AASHTO). The Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices, Federal
Highway Administration, 2009,
contains standards for bikeway
signage and striping. Following are
brief descriptions of the three most
common bikeway facllities and their
typical cross sections. More detailed
explanations of bikeway design
standards are provided in Chapter 6,
Section 6.3.

Class | Bikeway (Bike Path) -
Provides a completely separated
facility designed for the exclusive use
of bicycles and pedestrians with
minimal cross fiows by motorists.
Minimum paved width is eight feet for
two-way travel and five feet for one-
way travel, Bike Paths closer than five
feet (1.5 meters) from the edge of the
shaulder shall include a physical
barrier to prevent bicyclists from

BIKE PATH

encroaching onto the roadway.

Class I Bikeway (Bike Lane) - Provides a striped lane for one-way bicycle travel on a street or
highway. The minimum width for a bike lane is four feet {1.2 meters), but can be wider
depending on adjacent parking, curb and gutter configurations.

El Dorads County Bisycls Transporiation Flan

Chapier 1 - page 2
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Class lif Bikeway (Bike Route) - Provides for shared use with pedestrian and motor vehicle
traffic. Signs or permanent markings designate a bike route, and there is no minimum width
since it is a shared use facility.

1.4 Relationship to Other Documents

1.4.1  Sacramento-Placerville Transportation Corridor Master Plan

The Sacramento-Placerville Transportation Corridor (SPTC) Master Plan covers the Southern
Pacific railbanked raifroad corridor from the western £l Dorado County line near Latrobe to the
City of Placerville at Ray Lawyer Drive. The preserved corridor is planned for use as an
aternative transportation corridor with muttiple uses including bicycle, pedestrian and equestrian
trails, excursion trains, and utitity easements.

The SPTC Plan includes a majority of the “El Dorado Trail.” a concept for a trail that spans the
entire length of Ef Dorado County from the western county line to Lake Tahoe. The SPTC
Master Plan covers 28 miles of the trail alignment proposed for the Ef Dorado Trail, and includes
an environmental document. The E| Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan has been
coordinated with the SPTC Plan and provides linkages to the SPTC where possible as well as
proposed Class | bike paths along segments of the SPTC.

The SPTC Plan does not establish priorities or a specific schedule for project implementation.
The discussion on project phasing reads as follows:

“Projects will be developed as usable segments. That is, the result of each project should be
usable and independent from the need for future projects. Moreover, projects should be
proposed with thought given to connectivity, continuity, and consistency with existing projects.”

The El Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Pian establishes phasing and priorities for the
development of certain segments of the SPTC Corridor usable for bicycle transportation.

1.4.2 El Dorado County General Plan

The General Plan provides long-range direction and policy for the use of land within El Dorado
County. lt provides a mechanism through which the County can focus on the issues of greatest
local concern as well as a basis for rational decision-making regarding long-term physical
development. The circulation element of the General Plan contains objectives and policies
pertaining to non-motorized transportation.

1.4.3 City of Placerville Non-Motorized Transportation Plan

The City of Placervife Non-Motorized Transportation Plan (NMTP) provides for 2 network of
bicycle roules throughout the City of Placerville and an mventory of the existing sidewalk
condiions {to the extent which they provide 2 fransporistion benefit). The City of Placervitle
NMTP serves as the Non-Motorized Circulation Element of the General Plan. The City of
Placervifie NMTP was developed in conjunction with the El Dorado County Bicycle
Transportation Plan and provides a consistent network of finked bikeways for travel to and
through the City.

£l Dorado County Bicycle Transooration Blan Chapiar 1 - pags 2
¥ £ I BT
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Chapter 1 INTRODUCTION

1.4.4 Cross State Bicycle Route Study

The Cross State Bicycle Route Study — Bay Area to Lake Tahoe concept was developed by
Caltrans District 3 as an effort to coordinate local and regional planning efforts. In 2002,
Caltrans began collecting all bicycle planning documents within District 3 for the purpose of
developing a comprehensive Geographic Information Systems (GIS) database. Through this
effort, Caltrans recognized that planning for bicycle facilities is often conducted on a local and
regional level, which results in various gaps between and within regions. The Cross State
Bicycle Route Study was a timely effort for mapping purposes and an excellent exercise in
improving connectivity and regional partnerships.

The actual development and implementation of the Cross State Bicycle Route is the
responsibility of individual jurisdictions. The Cross State Bicycle Route Study is intended to
provide key information that will assist local jurisdictions in decision-making toward development
of the route. Ultimately, the California Cross State Bicycle Route could become the first
“Interstate” bike route in California.

1.4.5 El Dorado Hills Community Services District Bikeway Master Plan

In 1995, the El Dorado Hills Community Services District (CSD) developed a Bikeway Master
Plan for the £t Dorado Hills area. The master plan was developed by a committee specific to
the Ei Dorado Hills area and reflected the bikeway system desired in El Dorado Hills. The plan
was submitted to the Ef Dorado County Transportation Commission as well as the Department
of Transportation with the recommendation that it be included as the El Dorado Hills component
of the County Bicycle Transportation Plan.

In conjunction with the development of the 2005 El Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan,
the El Dorado Hills CSD conducted a paralle! process with a Bicycle Advisory Committee
specifically dedicated to the needs of Ei Dorado Hills. The 2005 plan took a more local view of
El Dorado Hilis and provided a more in-depth analysis of the pedestrian and recreation needs
specific to El Dorado Hills. Those needs were re-evaluated and analyzed during development
cf the 2010 plan.

1.4.6 Lake Tahoe Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan

The Lake Tahoe Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan provides a biueprint for development of
a regional bicycle and pedestrian system that includes both on and off street facilities as well as
support faciities and programs throughout the Tahoe Region. The plan includes the eastern
portion of El Dorado County near the Lake Tahoe Basin, which is under the authority of the
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency/Tahoe Metropolitan Planning Organization (TRPA/TMPO;.
The TRPA/TMPO programs and allocates funds for transportation and bikeway projects in the
Tahoe Basin. The transportation projects in the TRPA junisdiction and in the City of South Lake
Tahoe (E] Dorado County) are developed by El Dorado County Department of Transportation,
but paid for by TRPASTMPO. For this reason, the Bl Dorado County Bioycle Transportation Plan
will emphasize projects in the west slope of El Dorado County, and reference the Lake Tahoe
Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan for projects within the Tahoe Basin,

The study area of the El Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan is that of the Regionat
Transportation Planning Agency for Ei Dorado County, the Ei Dorado County Transportation
Commission (EDCTC). EDCTC was designated as the Regional Transportation Planning
Agency (RTPA) for £l Dorado County on July 23, 1975, This planning and programming

ansporistion Plan Chapler 1 - page 4
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Chapter 1 | INTRODUCTION

authority does not include that portion of the County within the TRPA/TMPO boundaries. TRPA
is the RTPA for the Tahoe Basin area. As the RTPA for El Dorado County, EDCTC has
prepared the Bicycle Transportation Plan for £} Dorado County. The plan will maintain
consistency with the TRPA's Lake Tahoe Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.

1.4.7 Sacramento Area Council of Governments {SACOG]) Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian,
and Trails Master Plan

The SACOG Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan is a component of the
Metropolitan Transportation Plan for 2035, which established the region’s 28-year transportation
investment plan. The Regional Plan is intended to guide the long-term decisions for the Bicycle
and Pedestrian Funding Program, adopted by the SACOG Board of Directors in March 2008,
The projects included in the plan are forward-thinking, regionally significant projects that require
at least partial regional funding.

1.4.8 El Dorado County Transit Design Manual

The Ef Dorado County Transit Design Manual is a handbook that provides EDCTA with transit
improvement standards appropriate to the specific coniditions of the transit organization and its
area. The Design Manual provides specific standards for bus stop improvements and roadways
along transit routes. The standards are intenided to guide government agencies, commercial
and residential developers, employers, and others in their efforts to provide useful, attractive,
and safe transit facilities for the region’s transit patrons. The Design Manual is not intended to
supersede the authority of the local jurisdictions, but rather to offer criteria, complementary to
existing standards, for the design of 2 more pedestrian-oriented, bicycle-oriented, and transit-
friendly environment. it is important for individual jurisdictions and business leaders to consider
how best to incorporate land uses and road networks that support public transportation, while
providing transportation infrastructure that supports overall community goals. The transit
improvement standards included in the Design Manual are organized by section for quick
reference. Sections of the Design Manual include the following; Vehicle characteristics, Site
design and pedestrian access-ways, Bus stop placement, Bus stop spacing, Bus puflouts,
Passenger amenities, Park-and-ride/multi-modal facilities, and Vehicle turning radii.

1.5 Community Involvement

The community was involved in the development of the update of the 2010 E! Dorado County
Bicycle Transportation Plan on many levels. A Bicycle Advisory Committee was assembled and
ratified by the EDCTC on October 2, 2008. The Committee met initiaily for a discussion of the
bicycle planning history in El Dorado County then established the scope of the update of the
plan.

The Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) participated in the axisting conditions inventory and the
resultant sefection of projects for inclusion in the plan. The BAC reviewed the Adminisirative
Draft Plan in June 2010 and their comments were Incorporated.  During the months of June and
July 2010 the Bloycle Transportation Plan was open for public review and comment. The plan
was also presented at the following public meetings:

+ Bike Plan Workshop, June 30, 2010
»  EDCTC Public Mesting, August 5, 2010
» Bl Dorado County Trails Advisory Committes Meeting, August 3, 2010

Chapier 1 53&;;& 8
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El Dorado County Planning Commission Meeting, August 12, 2010

» Ef Dorado County Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting, September 16, 2010
« El Dorado County Board of Supervisors Meeting, TBD
« EDCTC Public Meeting, TBD

The comments received, and responses are included in Appendix F of this document.

1.6 Compliance with Bicycle Transportation Account Guidelines

This Plan complies with the California Streets and Highways Code, section 891.2, items A-K as
described below;

A Estimated number of exdsting bicvcle commuters in the

plan area and the sstimated increass in the number of ; _—
bicycle commuters resulting from implementation of Bicycls Commuter Projections ... <o Chapter 2, p. 34
the plan
B. A map and description of existing and proposed land
use and settlemant pattsrns which shad include, but . .
. N ; Land Use Discussion ... Chapler 2, p 2.2
not be limited lo, lecations of residential Map St Chapter B, pl 18

neighborhoods, schoots, shapping centers, public
bulidings, and major employmeant centers

C.

A map and description of existing and proposed
bikeways.

Map Set .. e Chapter 5, p. 19
Baseription {exdsting)............. o Chapter 4, p. 5
Dascription {propossd).. Chapler 5, p. 10

. A map and description of existing and proposed end-

af-trip bicycle parking facliies. These shalt include,
but not be fimited to, parking af schools, shopping
centers, public buildings, and major employment
centers

A map and description of existing and proposed
bicycle fransport and parking faclities for connections
with and use of other transportation modes. These
shalt include, but not be timited fo, parking facilities at
transit stops, ra¥ and transit terminals, ferry docks and
landings, park and ride iots, and provisions for
transporting bicyclists and bicycles on transit or rail
vghicles or ferry vessels.

. A map and description of existing and proposed

facifities for changing and storing dicthes and
equipment. These shall indlude, bt not be limiled o,
fooker restroomn, and showsr faciliies nesr bicyele
parking fzcilities,

. A desctiption of bloyele safely and edecation

programs oondusied in the ares included within the
plan, efforts by the low enfurcement agency boving
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BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS

Chapter 2

2.1 Study Area

The study area of the El Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan is the same as the planning
area of the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) of £ Dorado County
Transportation Commission (EDCTC). EDCTC was designated as the RTPA for El Dorado
County on July 23, 1975, This planning and programming authority does not include that
portion of the County within the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) boundaries. TRPA s
the RTPA for the Tahoe Basin area.

As the RTPA for El Dorado County, EDCTC has prepared the Bicycle Transportation Plan for El
Dorado County Department of Transportation. The plan will maintain consistency with the
TRPA's Lake Tahoe Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan. The TRPA programs and allocates
funds for transportation and bikeway projects in the Tahoe Basin. The transportation projects in
the TRPA jurisdiction and in the City of South Lake Tahoe (El Dorado County) are developed by
Et Dorado County Department of Transportation, but paid for by TRPA. For this reason, the El
Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan will emphasize projects in the West Slope of El
Dorado County, and reference the Lake Tahoe Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan for
projects within the Tahoe Basin.

2.2 Setting

El Dorado County is located in the foothitls and mountains of the Sierra Nevada, extending
eastward from the eastern portion of California’s Central Valley. The western portion of the
county is characterized by rolling foothills, increasing in elevation to the east. The rolling hills
provide a bicyclist with beautiful landscapes and chalienging terrain. Many of the regional routes
have gradual siopes that are navigated with relative ease by an intermediate cyclist. The
foothills and mountains of El Dorado County make it a popular destination for recreational
cyclists. In total, the county contains 1,805 square miles ranging in elevation from 200 fest
above sea level to 10,881 feet above sea level at the highest mountain peak.

El Dorado County is bordered by Placer County to the north, Amador County fo the south,
Sacramento County to the west and the State of Nevada to the east. A portion of Lake Tahoe is
located in El Dorado County.

The weather in El Dorado County varies greally depending on the elevation - from warm, dry
summers and miid winters in Ef Dorado Hills and Placerville to cool summers and snowy winters
in South Lake Tahoe. Typically, temperatures in the lower elevations are higher in summer and
winter, while mountain temperatures are lower. The rainy season ocours between November
and April, but excessive rainfall and damaging winter storms are rare.

2.3  Land Use Discussion

The City of Placervilie, the county seat, is the only incorpurated city in the western siops of El
Dorado County, The primary population cenfers in the western slope are the communities of B
Dorado Hills, Cameron Park, and the City of Placerville. Numercus other unincorporaied
communities are spread out throughout i Dorado County. These include Shingle Springs. &
Dorado, Diamond Springs, Latrobe, Fairplay, Somerset, Grizziy Fiat, Camino, Poliock Pines,
Colomallotus, Cool. Garden Valley, Georgetown, Rescue, Mt. Akum, Pleasant Valley, Kyburz,
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Chapter 2 BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS

and Strawberry. Some of the small communities of El Dorado County provide unigue
opportunities for increased local bicycle commute trips.

As a bicycle transportation pian, this document complies with California Streets and Highways
Code, section 891, sections A-K. One of the requirements is to identify land uses on maps in
order to demonstrate transportation connections on proposed bike routes. Each map has a sel
of icons to indicate areas of land use. Land uses indicated on the maps include schools,
shopping centers, employment centers, bicycle parking facilities, government centers, park and
ride lots and parks as follows:

Local Roads P Schoot Eaclites
-~ Regionai Rl + Commercrsl Canters
e State Highways %  Emplopment Centers
P! Park and Ride Lots

—2

@ Fedestrien Cosrcoossing

A review of the population and fand use in El Dorado County is a necessary first step in
developing accurate bicycle commuter projections. in 2000, El Dorado County's population
grew at a rate of 2.6%. By 2008 the rate of annual growth had slowed to .91%. Over the nine
years spanning 2000 to 2008, the County population grew at an average annual rate of 1.7%
per year. The trend of future growth, changes in demographics, and changes in land use will
affect both the bikeway system and the number of potential bicycle commuters. Many new
bikeway projects wilf be constructed as part of new developments and road construction.
Construction of new employment centers will reduce travel times and distances to work, making
bicycling a more attractive commute mode. Itis recognized that El Dorado County has a jobs-
housing imbalance, evidenced by the high average travel time to work (28 minutes in 2000).

El Dorado County Population and Travel Time to Work; U.S. Census

»00 Total Ghange Percent Change
1880 1690 20 years 20 years
Population 85812 125,985 158,288 74,487 82%

$Aearn travel time to work 2% min 24 min 28 min 7 min 33%

The foliowing features describe the fand use in the west slope of £l Dorado County:

» Major agricuitural regions, including the South County Wine Region and the orchards of
the Camino area’s "Apple Hill"

* ® O B B

Highway 50 is the major transportation gorridor in ki Dorado County
The City of Placervifie, with a population of 9,808 in 2008
Eaolsomn Lake College — El Dorado Center near Placerville
Residential ‘suburbs’ of Cameron Park and El Dorado Hilis
The Ei Dorado Hills Business Park

Areas in the county where the major development will occur include El Dorado Hills, Cameron
Park, and Diamond Springs. El Dorado Hills was recently added as part of the Sacramento

£t Dorado County Bicycle Transporiation Plan
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Chapter 2 BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS

Metropolitan Area, and is rapidly conjoining with the City of Folsom. As shown in the table
below, £1 Dorado County is poised for explosive growth in the coming years.

El Dorado County Gro Projections: Developed by SACOG

Total Bl Dorada County 124,910 154 428 182,087 144 832 225032 G4 B74
City of Placenviile 9,630 13,6468 14,761 15,654 18,179 8225
Unincorporated "

£1 Dorato Cotnty 115,280 140,782 16873286 178178 200,853 86,448

2.4 Bicycle Commuter Projections

A common term used in analyzing choices people make in transportation is “mode spht.” Mode
split refers to the transportation optior a person chooses, be it taking a bus, walking, carpooling,
driving, or bicycting. Mode split is often used to evaluate transportation mode choices, and the
trend in the Sacramento region today is to create a more evenly distributed mode split. The
census data in the table below shows a .3% bicycle mode split for EI Dorado County. Bicycle
commute habits are difficult to measure accurately without extensive data collection efforts. The
Census records only “Means of Transportation to Work” and thus, home-to-schoot, trips to the
store, trips to a friend’s house, or other transportation related trips remain unaccounted for.
Additionally the Census asks specifically for the “primary mode” of transportation to work, so
those who bicycle less than 50% of the time, or combine the bicycle with other commute modes
are likely unaccounted for.

U.S. Census Data: Means of Transportation to Work for Workers age 16
and over; Census 2000 ~

El Dorado County {includes the Lake Tahoe area)

rove alone T 54,655 76%
Carmpocled 9.598 13%
Public Transporiation 1,294 1.7%
totoreycie 123 2%
Bicyole 244 3%
Walked 1B 2.2%
Other means 418 8%
Worked at home 4235 8%
TOTAL T30 106%

Many recent studies document the potential of the bicycle as a transportation mode. The 2009
National Household Travel Survey (NHTS) states that bicycling trips have increased from 1.7
billion in 1990 to 4 bilion reported trips in 2009. The NHTS also stated that bicycling trips have
increased 25% since 2001, A Haris Poli conducted in 1991 found that nearly half (456%; of
American adults age 18 or above had bicycled in the past year. Of these:

Bi Dorade County Bicyels Transportation Plan Chapler 7 - pags 3
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| Chapter 2

+  48% stated they would sometimes commute by bicycle if safe bicycle lanes were
available

+  53% would if they had safe, separate, designated paths on which o ride

+  45% would if their workplace had showers, lockers, and secure bicycle storage; and

s 47% would if their employer offered financial or other incentives
Source. National Bicvoling and Walking Study, U.S. Dept. Of Transportation

Many factors influence the decision to bicycle, and studies show that the primary factor is the
availability of safe bicycling facilities. Some retrofitting would be required, but El Dorado County
has the unique opportunity to integrate the bicycle as a part of the transportation system today
as new development oocurs. The 1890 Nationwide Personal Transportation Survey (NPTS)
determined that two out of five travel trips are two miles or less, and nearly half are three miles
or less. The small communities of E} Dorado County provide unique opportunities for increased
short, local bicycle transportation trips. With improved bicycle facilities, the county could
increase the mode split for bicycles and become a “bicycle friendly community.”

Source: National Bicycling and Walking Study, 1.8, Dept. Of Transportation

2.5 Types of Bicyclists

Bicyclists can be divided into three general categories:

EXPERIENCED: These are cyclists who can operate under most traffic conditions. They
comprise the majority of the users on collector and arterial streets and usually prefer direct
access to destinations. The existing street and highway system provides them the opportunity
to operate at maximum speed with minimum delays. Experienced bicyclists negotiate streets in
much the same manner as motor vehicles, merging across traffic lanes to make left turns and
avoiding bike lanes that contain gravel, glass, and other debris. The experienced bicyclist will
benefit from and prefers wide curb lanes, bike lanes, and loop detectors at signals.

CASUAL: These are new adult and teenage riders who are less confident of their ability to
operate in traffic without special provisions for bicycles. The casual rider is uneasy about riding
in traffic and unsure about lane positioning when making turns. In some cases, casual riders
may perceive side streets (or sidewalks) as being safer alternatives than major through routes,
when in fact they may be less safe. Casual cyclists ride shorter distances than the experienced
rider and are unfamifiar with the ruies of the road.

Some casual riders will develop greater skills and progress to the advanced level, but there will
always be ‘casual cyclists,” Casual cyclists prefer: comfortable access to destinations -
preferably by a direct route, using either low-speed, low traffic volume streets or designated bike
facilities, and well-defined separation of bicycles and motor vehicles on arterial and collector
strests (bike lanes or shoulders) or separated paths or trails.

CHILDREN: These are pre-teen riders whose roadway use is inftially monifored by parents,
Eventually they are accorded indepeandent access to the transportation systerm. Children and
their parents feel most comfortable in a ransporiation system with the following aftributes:
access to key destinations surrounding residential areas including schools, recreation facilities,
shopping or other recreational areas; residential streets with low traffic volumes and car spesds;
walt defined separation of bicycles and motor vehicles on arterial and coliector strests; or
separated bike paths.

£l Dorado County Bioysle Transporiation Plan Chapler 7 — page 4
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Chapter 2

2.6 Bicycle Safety and Education Programs

Bicycle safety and education programs are an important component of any bicycie
transportation system. For both existing and potential users, perceptions about safety directly
affect the numbers of potential bicyclists in the County. Bicycle education programs and
accident data were reviewed as a component of this plan,

2.6.1 Accident Data

The California Department of Health Services, EPIC Branch, has compiled data on bicycle
injuries and fatalities in Ef Dorado County for the time period of 1991-2005. The table below
displays a summary of the annual totals of non-fatal hospitalized injuries and fatal injuries to
bicyclists throughout the time period. The EPIC Branch data includes details on the person's
age when the injuries and fatafities occurred. The age ranges of 5-12 years and 21-44 years
accounted for 75 and 107 of the 308 total bicycle injuries or 59% of all injuries between 1991
and 2005. In fatal injuries, the age range of 5-12 was highest with 4 of the 8 total fatalities
during the time period.

14 il
21 1
15 1
23 3
18 2
12 G
30 G
22 0
23 0
27 1
19 ¢
22 1
15 0
25 i
22 1
P Noi Avaitable
Mot Avallabie 1
309 8

The California Highway Patrol maintains Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System
(SWITRS) accident data. The data is contained in the “California Report of Fatal and [njury
Motor Vehicle Traffic Collisions.” The most recent data available is from 2008, and the El
Dorado County portion relating to bicycles and pedestrians is listed beiow.

ounty Collisions - 2008

Oy of Paoeniis g 3 0 i
South Lake Tehos 5 14 i 14
Unincorponaied Siate Hiohways i 4 0 4
County Roadways o g ] 16
County Total ¥ 25 g 35
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2.6.2 Education Programs

Schoot Districts, Police Departments, and the California Highway Patrol have been the primaty
organizations responsibie for improving bicycle safety conditions in Catlifornia. Despite their
efforts. the lack of education for bicyclists, especially younger children, is a leading cause of
accidents. For example, the most common type of reported bicycle accident in California
involves a younger person (between eight and 16 years of age) riding on the wrong side of the
road during the evening hours. Studies of accident locations around California consistently
show the greatest concentration of accidents is directly adjacent to elementary, middle and high
schools. In addition, many less-experienced adult bicyclists are unsure how to negotiate
intersections and make turns on city streets.

The El Dorado County Sheriff's Department and the California Highway Patrol are the primary
organizations performing bicycle education activities in western £l Dorado County. The two
organizations frequently work with the American Automobile Association (AAA) or State Farm
insurance groups to conduct bicycle rodeos. The curriculum is provided by the insurance
companies.

of B - €1 Lo 0 g
Agency Contact Person Programs Offered
The Sheriffs Office will conduct safety
Depuly Steve Klang ~ programs uporn request. Generafly at
School Resources Officer Schools, Churciy's and Scout events.
El ﬁog}?:{?agg:émggienﬁ ~ | Deputy Klang is a P.O.8.7. (Peace Officers The 2-howr progranm includes:
Standard Training) certified bicycle instructor. 1.  General knowiedge of the bike
2. Mechanical salely
Phone Number, 530-621-4003 x4126 3. Basic laws, age appropriate

4. Achual riding skills event
Conducts Bicycle Rodeos upon request
The CHP ganeratly tries to ensure that at
least 1 Bicycie Rodeo is conducted sach
yeas.

Dan Stark - Public information Officer
The Bicycle Rodeo has four phases:

Ca*‘fﬂm‘a(ggg‘;fa”‘ Patrol | 5431 LoHi Way 1. Registration
d Placerville 956871417 2. Bike Inspection
530-622-1110 3. Safely and Helmets

4.  Obstacle Course
The CHP also distribute safely information
at events such as “Kids Expo” and Counly
Fair.

Special events such as “Bike to Work Day” encourage
peopie to try bicycle commuting and provide bicycle
products, information, equipment, and educational
resources to bicyclists. In 2003, E! Dorado County
neld their first annual Bike to Work Day events in B
Dorado Hilis and the City of Placerville. The 2003 and
7004 events each had nearly 30 participants and
several participants reported that they commute by
bicycle on a reguiar basis.

In 2(?951?937& ?}@ggn p{{}!{f‘sﬁfmg t‘he Sacramento ) City of Placervile Mayor Plerre Rivas and B Dotsdo
Region “May is Bike Month” campaign by encourading | County Parks and Recreation Comissioner Bob
residents to register at _mavisbikemonth com to log Qmait at om 2401 et Rike Bl
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bicycling miles toward the “Milion Mile Challenge.” The Million Mile Challenge is an effort to
collectively iog over one million commute, errand, and recreation bicycling miles in the
Sacramento Region during May. Several events have been held since 2005 Including Bike to
Work Day events and the annual “Great Bike Ride” at the Ef Dorado County Government
Center. The Great Bike Ride brings together City Council members, County Supervisors, local
government employees and citizens for a lunchtime bike ride along the El Dorado Trail. The
event is held in coordination with the 50 Corridor Transportation Management Association
during the first week of May to kick of the Regional May is Bike Month Promotion. El Dorado
County participation (including the City of Placerville) in the May is Bike Month Campaign is
detailed in the table below:

El Dorado County Participation in Annual May is Bike Month Campaign
Number of Total Total Errand Total Total
Participating Commute Miles Recreation Miles
Year Residents Miles Logged Logged Miles Logged | Logged
2006 77 4,476 375 8,604 13,455
2007 207 8.250 623 29,668 45 487
2008 261 16,901 979 36,336 54,524
2009 253 17,123 938 43,987 62,633
2010 | 33— = 15363 e 49,379 66,048 |
Totals 1,131 62,113 3,938 167,974 242 147

The table demonstrates a significant increase in El Dorado County’s annual participation in May
is Bike Month between 2006 and 2010. Many factors influence the decision to bicycle, and
studies show that the primary factor is the availability of safe bicycling facilities. Based on the
number of mites of Class | bike path and Class Il bike lanes constructed in El Dorado County
between 2006 and 2010, the table indicates a strong correlation between improved access to
safe bicycle fransportation facilities and increased bicycle trips in El Dorado County. The table
also shows that compared to 2006, in 2010 the:

« Number of participating residents increased 430%
« Total commute miles logged increased 343%
+ Total miles logged increased 450%

2.6.3 Safety Programs (ﬁ%

Motorist education on the rights of bicyclists is virtually non-existent. Many
motorists mistakenly helieve that bicyclists do not have the right to ride in

Bicyels Waming

travel lanes and that they should be riding on sidewalks. Many motorists Sign

do not understand the concept of ‘sharing the road” with bicyclists, or

why a bicyclist may need to ride in the travel lane, such as the absence of a3 SHARE

shoulder or when pedestrians or vehicles occupy a bike lane. THE
ROAD

in £l Dorado County, there are a few locations where the bicycle warning sign
exists. In some cases the bicycle warning sign (W11-1) is used in conjunction cnarditie
Road sig
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with the share the road message sign (W16-1) to be placed on narrow
roads where motorists and bicyclists must share the traffic lane. Some
California counties are actively promoting a “Share the Road” campaign
and combining the use of signs with other promotional items that
increase awareness such as, bumper stickers, special posters, T-shirts
and water botlles.

Bicycle Warning Sign Locations in El Dorado County:
« Pleasant Valley Road (Highway 49} near Koki Lane and Union
Mine High School
« Latrobe Road near the town of Latrobe and the Amador County
Line
« On Highway 49 near the Historic town of Coloma
¢ On Salmon Falls Road

BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS

g Z
Bicycle Warning Signon
Latrobe Rd

£l Dorado County Bicyele Transportation Pian

Chapter 7 —~page 8

10-1022.C.26



icies

Chapter 3 Goals, Objectives, and Pol
The goals, objectives, and policies presented in this chapter remain relatively unchanged from
the existing goals, objectives, and policies in the 2005 Bicycle Transportation Plan and will help
guide the future development of the El Dorado County bicycle transportation system. The
goals, objectives, and policies provide the long-term vigion and foundation for the plan and were
developed to reflect the unique needs of El Dorado County and the latest efforts of neighboring

jurisdictions around the region.

3.1 OVERALL GOAL AND VISION STATEMENT

3141 Bicycle Commuting

Goal: Develop a bicycle transportation system that provides a viable alternative to the
automobile and enhances the safety and convenience of bicycling to employment
centers, schools, residential neighborhoods, campgrounds, parks, commercial and
other activity centers in E! Dorado County and neighboring jurisdictions.

Objective: Increase bicycling and walking as a fransportation mode to reduce congestion,
improve air quality, and improve public health.

Policy 1A: Maintain an adopted Bicycle Transportation Plan that identifies
existing conditions, deficiencies, and future needs. The plan should
provide specific recommendations for facilities to be developed in
existing, new, and redeveloping areas.

Policy 1B: Develop the proposed bicycle transportation system and update the
Bicycle Transportation Plan regularly {every two to five years, as
needad).

Policy 1C: Install directional signage to indicate connections to key activity center
destinations and regional routes.

Policy 1D: Conform new bikeways to meet or exceed the most recent design
standards adopted by Caltrans unless unique, unavoidable
circumstances such as topography. historic nature of the county,
physical, environmental, or other circumstances create the need fora
design exception or other creative solutions.

Policy 1E:  Encourage retrofit projects on substandard bikeways in order {0
conform to the most recent design standards.

Policy 1F: Provide bicycle transportation facilities with all new development.

Policy 1G: Close gaps in the bicycle transportation system to facilitate bicycle
commuting.

¥ Dorade County Bicyole Trangportation Plan Chapter 3 - page 1
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Policy 1H  Provide routes paralleling major arterial routes for long distance

bicycle commuting.

Policy 11 Maximize coordination betwesn EDCTC, E! Dorado County, the City
of Placerville, El Dorado Hills Community Services District, and
neighboring jurisdictions on issues of mutual concern.

3.1.2 Safety and Education

Goal: Maximize bicycle safety.

Objective: Improve bicycle education and enforcement and promote bicycle safety and
awareness programs.

Policy 2A:  Work with local faw enforcement, EDCTC, schools, and other
agencies to encourage the development of a bicycle education
program that is available to all school children in El Dorado County.

Policy 2B: Enhance the visibility and safety of all bicycle crossings in Ei Dorado
County through proper striping of bike fanes at intersections and
enhanced visibility of Class | Bike Path Crossings.

Policy 2C:  Develop a countywide bike map, bicycling safety publications, and
campaigns to encourage safe cycling, prevent wrong way riding,
educate local law enforcement about enforcing proper cycling and
educate motorists about sharing roads with cyclists.

Policy 2D:  install appropriate signage such as share the road, school crossings,
and directional bicycle route signage.

Policy 2E: Establish a plan with specific gutdance to contractors and County and
City inspectors to address the impact of roadway construction projects
on bike lanes and how to safely and conveniently accommodate
bicycle traffic through construction zones.

Policy 2F:  Develop a system for identifying, evaluating, reporting, and
responding to maintenance and safety issues on the existing bicycle
transportation system.

3.1.3 Implementation and Maintenance
Goal: identify detailed and pricritized improvements in the 1 Dorado County Bicyole

Transportation Plan,

Objective: Implement the priority projects and maintain the system identified in the Bicycle

Transportation Plan,

Policy 3A: Maintain a current fist of prionty bicycle improvements to be
constructed in the short to mid-term.
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Policy 3B: Encourage the use of existing natural or manmade corridors such as
creeks, powerline corridors, rallroad corridors, abandoned ditches and
other corridors for future bikeway alignments.

Policy 3C: Review new developments and road projects for consideration of
bicycle needs and linkages consistent with this plan. Provide
conditions of approval to city and county planning departments.

Policy 3D: Work with Caltrans to provide safe and effective bicycle facilities at all
Caltrans maintained facilites including state routes, highways,
interchanges, freeways, and park and ride lots.

Policy 3E: Ensure that the County's bikeways are maintained and in good
working order.

314 Land Use Development

Goal: integrate bicycle and pedestrian planning with other regional and community
planning, including land use and transportation.

Objective: Consider the needs of the bicycle and pedestrian system identified in the EI
Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan when reviewing new development,
redevelopment projects, and construction projects, and incorporate those needs
into such projects whenever feasible.

Policy 4A: Examine the adopted Specific Plan and General Plan land use
elements to determine areas of potential growth and development in
the County. Consider possible impacts any new or re-development
projects may have on the bicycle transportation system, including the
analysis of a need for through-routes in subdivisions.

Policy 4B: Ensure that bicyclists' needs are incorporated into new developments
and subdivisions or commercial areas, including providing access
points to existing and proposed Class | bicycle facilities, on-street
facilities for bicycles and, whenever feasible, grade separations at
roadway crossings where streets cross existing and proposed
bikeways,

Policy 4C: incorporate grassroots planning efforts where appropriate.

3.1.5 Multi-Modal Integration

Goal: Maximize mulii-modal connectiong 1o the bicycle transportation system.

Objective: Davelop a transportation system that encourages the use of mufliple fransportation
Modes.

Policy 5A;  Work with the £l Dorado County Transit Authority to instal] bike
lockers and bike racks where appropriate and to maintain and instali
bike racks on buses.
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Policy 5B: Ensure that the countywide bicycle transportation system serves all
rmuiti-modal facilities in Bl Dorado County.

Policy 5C:  Encourage the installation of appropriately located bicycle parking and
related facilities.

3.1.6 Funding

Goal: Obtain all possible funding for plan implementation.

Objective: Maximize the amount of public and private funding sources for implementation of
the projects within the Bicycle Transportation Plan.

Policy 6A: |dentify current local, regional, state, and federal funding programs
{government and non-government), and associated funding
requirements and deadlines.

Policy 6B: Develop and maintain a current prioritized fist of bicycle
improvements, including detailed cost estimates, and identify
appropriate funding sources for each proposal.

Policy 6C: Include bicycle transportation improvements in the County’s Capital
Improvement Program (CIP} and Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).
Define the percentage of the CIP that will be dedicated to the
development of the bicycle transportation system.

Policy 6D: Encourage multi-jurisdictional funding applications and applications
deveioped through partnerships with community groups.

Policy BE: Recommend bike improvements or a donation into a bicycle
transportation improvement fund for all major residential
developments of 25 new dwelling units or more.

317 Connectivity
Goal: Develop a well-connected bikeway system.
Objective: Maxirmize connectivify to promote a comprehensive bikeway network.

Policy 7A: Include bicycle lanes on collectors and arterials where width of street,
traffic volumes, and service to major activity centers are appropriate.

Policy 7TB: Develop standards for bike lane consistensy at intersections and
irtarchangss.

Policy 7C:  Explore and take advantage of opportunities to make consistent
bikeway connections between El Dorado County and neighboring
jurisdictions,
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Goals, Ob

Policy 7D: Encourage the development of short distance connections within the
communities of £1 Dorado County as wefi as long distance
connections between communities throughout the County and region.

Policy 7TE: Protect opportunities for bikeway connections.
Policy 7F: Accommodate the needs of different bicycle user groups.

Policy 7G: Give pricrity to bike routes that connect new and existing residential
areas to employment, education, commercial, and recreation centers.

Policy 7TH: Encourage "complete streets” and comply with Caltrans Deputy
Directive 64-R1, Complete Streets — Integrating the Transportation
System.

318 El Dorado Trail
(Sacramento-Placerville Transportation Corridor [SPTC])

Goal: In usable segments, develop Class | Bike Paths on the El Dorado Trail.

Objective: Utilize the El Dorado Trail, including the SPTC, as a bicycle transportation corridor
where opportunities improve conneclivity fo the overall county bikeway system, the
Folsom Bikeway System, and the American River Bikeway System.

Policy 8A: Develop the sections of the El Dorado Trait Corridor proposed in the
El Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan.

Policy 8B: Develop bicycle transportation connections between town centers,
activity centers and the El Dorado Trail.

Policy 8C: Utilizing the SPTC, develop a Class | bicycle path connection between
the El Dorado Trail, the City of Folsom Bikeway System, and the
American River Bikeway System.

£ Dorgde Gounty Bioycle Transporiation Plan Ohapter 3 —page 5

10-1022.C.31



THIS PAGE
INTENTIONALLY
LEFT BLANK

10-1022.C.32




Chapter 4 EXISTING CONDITIONS

4.1 Past Expenditures and Existing Bicycle Facilities

The existing bicycle facilities in £l Dorado County are described
in the table below. The tabie includes six segments of class |
bike path, and nine segments of class |i bike lanes. Various
bicycle-related signs exist on roads around the county as well,
and they are also included in the table. Since there are a limited
number of existing bicycle facilities in El Dorado County, the
Project Manager and Bicycle Advisory Committee {BAC) -
members conducted exhaustive inventories of the roadway Bike path along the historic Weber

L . Creek Trestie Bridge on the FI
shoulder conditions (see section 4.3). Dorade Trail

In order to fulfill the Caltrans requirement for past expenditures on bicycle facilities the table also
includes a column with information on cost and funding source. Many bikeway projects were
funded as a component of a larger roadway project. For instance, the class 1| bike lanes on
Missouri Flat Road were part of a project to widen the road and a component of the county’s
Capitol Improvement Program (CIP). The bike lanes were included as a component of the
project and paid for from a combination of sources. Other projects, such as the bike path along
El Dorado Hills Boulevard, have similar cost breakdowns and were constructed many years
ago, which makes funding information difficult to obtain.

Existing El Dorado County Bicycle Facilities

Location Facility Type CostiFunding Source

Ef Dorado Hilis Map 1) Clazss i Bike Lares on Sophia Parkway Funded by a deveioper advance.

Ciass H Bike Lanes on White Rock Road-Joerger Cut-

Et Dorado Hills {Map 1) OF Road to Latrobe Road

Class # Blke Lanes on White Rock Road — Latrobe

&l Dorado Hills (Map 1) Road to Carson Crossing Road

Class [l Bike Lanes on Latrobe Road — Golden Foothil

El Dorado Hills (Map 1) Parkway to Town Center Drive

Class 1l Bike Lanes on Green Valley Road ~ 400 feet

£l Dorado Hills (Map 1) west of Ei Dorade Hills Boutevard to Counfy fine

Bike Path developed In conjunction
Class | Bike Path - Near Serranc Parkway to Wosdee | with ariginaf BI Dorado Hils Bhvd,
[rive widening in the early 1880's,
furding information unavaiiable,

El Dorado Hills (Map 1)

Class | Bike Path - Along Bass Lake Road fom Silver

&l Dorado Hilis (Map 1) [ove Way to Serrang Parkway

Trree Bike Roule Signs, one al Harvard Way, two at

Bl Dosado Hifls (Map 1; Governor's Drive Intersection

Class U Bike Laney on Cameron Park Drive -

Gameron Park (Map2} Windarhaven Drive 1o Aharmbns Diive

Clasg 4 Bike Lanes on Green Velley Rosd — Camersn | 200852008 BTA Furgls; SAG000

Lameron Park (Map 2) Pari Drive [o Pleasant Grove Middle Schoot TDA: $30.000

gl Bﬁ{g‘fg{} County near Latrobe Bioyols Waming Sign on Latrobe B

Map % ? =

El Dorade County Bioyele Transportation Plan Chapter 4 - page 1
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Chapter 4

El Dorado County nesr Diamend
Springs (Map 2}

Existing El Dorado County Bicycle Facilities

Class 1] 8ke Lanes on Missouri Fial B from Highway
5 to Southern Pacific Transportstion Corridor (SPTC)
Right of Way

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Patd for by County TIM fees and
developer mitigation fees. Toal
breakdown unavailable,

Ef Dorade County near Dismond
Springs (Map 4)

Bioycle Warning Sign near Koki Lane on Highway 43

&f Darade County near Coloma

Two Bloyole Warning Signs/Share the Road Signs

El Dorado County near Folsom

Bivycle Warning Sign on Salmon Falls Rd

&3 Doradn Trad - nesr Placervilie
{Map 4}

Clags | Bikeway - Jacquier Rd o Parkway Urive

TEA Funds $388.000
TOA Funds 547,000

Bl Blorado Trafl - near Placervilla
{Map 4)

Class | Bikeway — Highway 50 Over Crossing

Over Crossing fotal cost
$1,689,325

TEA Funds $91.000

Exch. TEA Funds $306,238
RETP Exch, Funds $41.208
State Minor B $12.500

Parks & Rec. Funds: $177.602
Prop. 116: $1,040.686

El Dorado Trail - near Placerville
{(Map 4)

Class | Blkeway - Parkway Drive to Los Trampas Drive

1.5 mile segmeant total cost:
671,267

State Proposition 12: $564,000
State Parks RZH Grant: $152,000

Eil Dorade County near Coloma

Class 1 Bike Lanes on State Route 49 from Marshall
Read fo the bridge over the South Fork of the American
River

SHGPEF funds

Ei Dorado Trail - near Placerville
and [Hamond Springs (Map 4}

Class | Bikaway ~ Fornl Road o Missourt Fiat Road

2.75 mile segment total cost
(includes design and
environmental documentation};
$2.083.486

State Proposition 40 3315888
TE Funds: $1.089.000
2007/2008 BTA Funds: $400.000
Exchanged TE Funds: $50,000
Community Enhancement Funids;
$200,000

EDC Grant Match: $18.500

£l Deorado County Governmant
Center — near Placoryiile

Bike Racks — Bulldings A, B, G, and Sheriffs Building

TOA funds: $2,882

Ten Bike Lockers

$1.050 per locker;

Commeros Way

£1 Dorado Hilis Park and Ride TOA furds

Cambridge Park and Ride Two Bike Lockers ?;2%,?{? ; locker
- . . ot $1.050 per lncker

El Gorada Transi Fasiity Two Bike Lockers TEIA hardis

e 5 R Cerd . . ; 058 gy ook

Central Transit Cepter on Bix Bike Logkers, Two Bile Hacks %;25;5 {j; ooker

4.2 Bicycle Support Facilities

Bicycle support facilities include physical infrastructure designed to support, assist, or
accommodate the use of bicycles. Types of support facilities include bike racks, bike lockers
and shower facilities. Support facilities are important because potential bicycle commuters may

Et Dorado County Bicyole Transportation Plan
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Chapter 4 EXISTING CONDITIONS

be discouraged if they think their bicycle will be stolen or vandalized if they have to leave it
unlocked or out of sight once they reach their destination. The availability of parking is a
prerequisite for automobile use ~ the same holds true for bicycling.

in some cities and counties. installation of secure bicycle parking is required as part of the focal
transportation system management plans or zoning code. Goal 5 of this plan, — Muiti-Modal
Planning, Policy C includes a statement to increase the installation of bicycle parking as follows:
Encourage the instaflation of appropriately located bicycle parking and related facilities.

An inventory of bike racks and locker facilities was conducted in the
western siope of El Dorado County for the purpose of this plan and the
details of that inventory are listed below and displayed on the maps
included in this document.

4.2.1 Bike Racks

Bike Racks are present at several schools in El Dorado County. Other
locations include:

. Prospector's Plaza Shopping Center {Diamond Springs}
Central Transit Center (Diamond Springs)
El Dorado County Government Center {Placerville)
WalMart (Diamond Springs)
E| Dorado Hills Park and Ride lot (Ef Dorado Hills}

e . P

Bike Racks

*. & » &

Lo e e et
e e = B

4.2.2 Bike Lockers

Either El Dorado Transit or Caltrans, depending on the location,
maintains bike lockers in El Dorado County. Caltrans maintains bike
lockers at the park and ride lot at Cambridge Drive/Highway 50 in
Cameron Park. The Caltrans-maintained lockers can be used free of
charge, simply by calling Caltrans at 916.859.7965.

Caltrans Maintained Bike Lockers

Park and Ride Lot Location Number of Lockers Kumber in use May 2010

Capmeron Park — Cambridge DrivefHighway 50 & 4

El Dorado Transit maintains bike fockers at four locations in Ef Dorado County: El Dorado Hilis
Park and Ride Lot: the El Dorado Transit Facility, which is a regular bus stop; the park and ride
facility at Cambridge Drive/Highway 50 in Cameron Park: and at the Central Transit Center on
Commerce Way in Diamond Springs. El Dorado Transit also maintains bike lockers at two
locations within the City of Placervilie: at the El Dorado County Fairgrounds and af the
Placervilie Station on Mosquito Road. Ef Dorado Transit rents aut the bike lockers monthly for
$5.00 per month with a refundable $20.00 key deposit. The lockers are billed six months in
advance — the first bill includes the key deposit and is $60.00. After that, the cost is $30 every
six months. El Dorado Transit can be reached at 530.642 5383

Ef Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan Chapler 4 - page 3
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Chapter 4 EXISTING CONDITIONS

El Dorado Transit Maintained Bike Lockers

Park ami Ride Lot Location Humber of Lockors

Number in use May 2010

El Dorade County — Bl Dorade Hills Park & Ride 14

Ei Dorado County ~ Bl Dorade Transit Facility

Cameron Fark — Cambridge Drive/Highway 50

City of Placenvilie — Bl Dorsdo County Fairgrounds

2
2
Cenfral Transit Center — Commerce Way 5]
&
4

City of Plaserville — Placerville Station

1
H
2
&
G
a

4.2.3 Workpiace Shower and Locker Facilities

Some large employers provide showers and lockers for employees who wish to bicycle to work.
The absence of showers and changing facilities may serve as a barrier to potential bicycle

commuters.

DST Output is Ef Dorado County's largest employer with approximately 1,500 employees in Ef
Dorado Hills. DST is located off Latrobe Road south of Highway 50 and has a showering facility

and bike racks for bicycle commuters.

Blue Shield is another very large employer in El Dorado County.
Located on Town Center Drive in El Dorado Hills, Blue Shield has

approximately 1400 employees and provides bicycle lockers, racks, and

showering facilities.

4.3 Inventory of Shoulder Conditions and Areas of BH

Opportunity

Since there are a limited number of existing bicycle facilities in El Dorado

Parks and Recreation
sign for shower
facility

County, the Project Manager and Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) members conducted
exhaustive inventories of the roadway shoulder conditions. BAC members completed a form
{appendix d} that explained details of the roadway conditions and often provided photos fo
assist with the inventory. The inventories were conducted on a vast majority of £l Dorado
County's roads to determine if there are any areas with four feet or more of existing shoulder.

These "areas of opportunity” allow for low cost development of
Class | Bike Lanes.

The existing conditions inventory conducted for this plan resulted in
data which can be helpful in determining low cost areas for addition
of Class i Bike Lanes, including areas where street lanes can be
narrowed ingether o oreale more room for bike lanes. The tables
inciuded on the following pages show the axisting conditions on all
roads inventoried. The shaded roadway segments indicate areas
of opportunity, where the existing shoulder is either two 1o four feet

Typivel areq of opporiunity -
Gerenn Yelley R

wide or greater than four feet. The map set included in this document corresponds with the
tables i.e.; the map 1 table corresponds to the existing conditions displayed on map 1.

El Dorade County Bioyole Transportation Plan
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gféarﬁz El Dorado Hills

| STREET NAME

e

Green Valiey Rd

SEGMENT (FROM-TO)

El Borade Hills Bhwd -
Silva Valiey Plowy

SHOULDER CONDITION

ey v v

North and south side: varying 7 -
3"~ 4" wide shoulders, no
sidowatks. No signs. Nooff
stresf parking. Curb cuts at
cormer of EDH Blvg

Francisco Dirfve

Sheffisid - Green
Valiey Rd

-2 shoulder; narrow road

Minor Coliector, Maring Schoot and
shopping centar(s)

Francisco Drive

Green Valley Rd - EI
Dorado Hills Biud

No shoulder; narrow road

Separate ¥ path on west side

Frangisco Drive

E0H Bihd to Jackson
Elementary Schoot

Sidewalk on ons side, crosswalk,
2-4" shouider to schoo! with
restricted parking during school
hours

Access to school, park, NYC frailhead

West El Dorado Hills

Sophia Parkway

Green Valiey Rd «ron
Point Rd

12 bike fane with pavement
markings and signage

EDH Bivd 1o Sophia

No siriped shoulder - residential

Future major coilector; Wild Qaks Park,

Ridgeview

Brittany Way Parkwa neighborhood. Wide roads that naw schoot, community park, residential,
¥ could accommadate a bike lane altemate lo Green Valley
Oison Lane EDH Bivd to Gitlette to No striped shoulder - residentia Minor Coltector, no sidewalk, some

neighborhood

steep portions

Ridgeview Drive

Park Drive

Gitielte to Wilson

Park Dr. to EOH Bhvd

No striped shoulder - residential
neighborhood

No striped shouider - residentiat
naightrorhood

Minor Collector, no sidewalis, two parks
on Ridgeview

Minor Collector, no sidewalks feads io
Brooks School, Fire Station, park,
residential

Baratoga Way

El Dorade Hills Bld -
Courity Line

No shoulder

Fyture connection to ron Point Rd.

Areas of Upoottunity are shaded

£ Dorado County Bioya

Transporiation Plan
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Chapter 4

Table 4-1 Existing Conditions (see chapter 5, map 1)

EXISTING CONDITIONS

East El Dorado Hills

Parkway

STREET NAME SEGMENT [FROM - TO) SHOULDER CONDITION MISCELLANECUS COMMENTS
e S W e S S, S
o = - Parkdal mmv&wmmw
Bass Lake Rd th Vahey Fid y 24" shoulder Ammpammmwmmd
: s - Bass Lake o Lambeth Or.
24" shoulder near entrance of
Bass Lake Rd Parkdale Ln - Serrano MNey shoulder; narrow road Woodleigh Ln. Usvelopment, and on the

east shoulder near Magnoia Hills

Bass Lake Rd

Serrana Parkway - Old Bass
Lake Rd

No shoultder: narow road

Hinh car speeds

Bass Loke Rd

(e Bass Lake Rd fo Hwy 50
UG

2-4" shaulder

4-6' striped shouider af bass Lake
undererossing

Ole! Bass bLake Rd

Bass Lake Rd - Gale

Ng shoulder; narrow road.
Does nol appear to be
County Maintained.

Ciosed and gatad connection o
Cameron Park and Silva Valley
Parkway, along Hwy 50 corridor

Country Club Dr

Bass Lake Rd - Tierra de
Dios

No shoulder; narrow road

Proposed to be abandoned and
converted {o Class | bike path

Blvd,

Central El [}oradc Hills
El Dorado Hills . wmmw mue‘mmmmmm
Bivd Glﬂnvﬂagndaanm Mwmm_m ammﬂhym.w
Francisco - power line . )
El Dorado Hills sasement {except for small 2.4 shouid Sepfrattg ?C;?ath ?; we;;‘srde Gould {}i
Bivd. stretch from Francisco to ouier a pg{gn i Llass | Dy acaing pavemen
Brittany} markings
El Borado Hills Power iine eagermaent - .
Blvd. Govemor's Dr 24" shoulder
€l Dorado Hils R 46" shaulder - Bike Roule | Polential Class Il by adding pavement |
Bivd, ; Sy ﬂ' Harvard Wy | sign at Govemor's Or. markings - : '
HOaelN : i mwmmw-
3 Serrano Parkway - Hwy 50 4-5' shoulder markings. No shoulder at Hwy 50

Undercrossing

Timberiine Ridge
Hd

EDH Bivd - Siiva Valley Rd

Mo striped shoulder -
restdential neighborhond

Minor Collactor, no sidewalk. Alternate
connection belween 5V Prwy and EDH
Blwd through residential area

Kagwick Way

Charter Way o Bilva Yallay
Plovey

Mo shoulder, has
sidewalks

Eniry fo Faichild Village, Park

Tam YSharer
Wy

Harvard Way

5 Andrews to Francisco

El Dorado Hills Bhvd - Silva
Vallay Py

Clermaont; entire lengih

frequently cbstructad by
parking

5 snouioe,rarows 1

8inor Colector, no sidewaf, Steven
Harrig porks Jackson School, New York
Crask natge a8, siiomaie o EDH

Bivd

ﬂakﬂhdgnHE Ralhgmmmm i
CS5D. Future Class | on nonh side
batween EDH B and Clemont

I: Arens of Upporiunity are shadsg

El Dorade County Bioycls Transporiation Plan

Chapter 4 - page §

10-1022.C.38



Chapter 4

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Table 4-1 Existing Conditions (see chapter 5, map 1)

Central El Dorado Hills
STREET NAME SEGMENT (FROM-TCH SHOULDER CONDITION MISCELLANEOUS COMMENTS
: Eil Dorado Hills Blvd - current : Potential Class Il by adding pavement

w F:rlmw ormi : - 4-8" shoulder markings :
gi&;fg“‘;iiﬁay gjﬁﬂ Valiey Rd - Harvard -2 shoulder Maior Collector

S _ 45" shoulder frequently : :
Silva Valhay ; Fkic - | obstrucled by parking e :
Parkway ; .- Harvard Wy - Golden Eagie adjacent 1o high schoolin samw.mmaaﬁwﬂs
Silva Valley Golden Eagls Ln - Oak. i Oak Meadow School; Patential Class Il
Parkway i hluuduw&:hml = by adding pavement markings
South El Dorado Hills

Tong Rd

Silva Valley Plkwy - Gate

-2’ shouldar, narrow road,
no signs, sikdewaiks, or
curbs

Leads to larger collector (Sitva Valley
Parkway)

Minor Coliector, eniry to Town Center

Deer Creek

Town Center Drive | White Rock Rd - Post Strest No shaulder Shopping Center, Park N Ride, Post
Cifice
South Eil Dorado Hilis
STREET NAME SEGMENT (FROM - TO} SHOULDER CONDITION MISCELLANEOUS COMMENTS
ngf” Foothi# Latrobe Rd - Latrobe Rg No shouider Business park thoroughfare
2-4" shoulder, generally ! . .
Latrohe Rd Hwy 50 « Town Center Drive congasted area due to ?;?;dz;sgrzzf;igaﬁg\ig??ﬂ?;gg
Highway 50 or/olff ramps 9 e
Maostly 4-6' shouider;
Narrows to no shouider for
Latrobe Rd Gotden Foothil! Parloway - a portiont betwesn Wetsel Potentiat Ciass I By adding pavement

Oivialt and Deer Creek;
narrows 1o 2-4' shoulder at
Investrment Blvd.

markings

White Rock Rd

Cameron Park

Carson Crossing Road -

County Ling

No shoulder, narrow road

Table 4-2 Existing Conditions (see chapter 5, map 2)

STREET NAME

%EGMEHT (FROM - TO}

SHOULDER CONDITION

Country Club Dr.

Tiema de Dhos - Cambridge

MISCELLANEQUS COMMENTS

Shoulder is 4' in most areas

Coundry Glub O

Cambritge Fd - Cameron
Park Drive

-2 shouider

Couriry Clubs Dr - Greasn

Cambrides Hd RYST 4.7 shouider iajy residenial colfachy
b e R e e R R
Mermychase Dr m' oriigs Qub¥y 24 ﬂmspar thmmmmmh e
- : uf Wide shoulder, wide road, Mearby activity centers, shopping and
F i Gomeron Park Drve - End | parking penmitied Business _ -
Bl Alhambra Drive - Meder Rd | 24" shouider ;
ComeronPack | Mader Rd - Paimer Orive 24" shoulder !

Ef Dorado County Bioycke Transporiation Plan
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Chapter 4

EXISTING CONDITIONS

isting Conditions (see chpater 5, map 2}
Cameron Park {continued)

STREEY NAME

SEGMENT [FROM.TO]

SHOULDER CONDITION

MISCELLANEOUS COMBENTS

Cameron Park
Drive

Palmer Drive - Highway 50
Undercrossing

No shoulder, narrow fanes

and fots of twming
moverments in this area

evated watkway on the West side under
Highway 50, not very sccessitie for hikes

Needs striping undar Highway 50

IR N

Cameron Park Drive - South

(-2' shoulder, most areas.

Class 1l bike lanes included in S.LP P

Durock Rd ; 2-4' naar South Shingle and : ) :
Shingle Rd Cameron Park Drive project near Business Drive
Meder R Fonderosa Rd - Paloran Ct. No shouider
s o e s ;

ST S5

Cameron Park

Green Valley Rd - Sports
Field Drve
ooy e

STREET NAME

SEGMENT (FROM - TOj

SHOULBER CONDITION

South Shingle Rd

Mother Lode Drive

South Shingle Ct. - Brandon
Rd

Rd

South Shingle - SPTCR.OW.

(-2 shoulder

No shoulder schoot hours

CRps
4-6" near businesses on
south side, 2-4' on the north
side

Shoulder s obstructed by parking during

Mother Lode Diive

SPTC R.OW. - Greenstone

No shoulder

Mother Lode Drive

Greenstone Rd - Missour! Flat

No shoulder

Rd
Gresnsione Rd gaghzvay 50 - Motheriode 0-7° shoutder
rive
Rescue
Green Vailey Rd Cameron Park Dr - Lotus Bd ko shouldsr

Gresn Valley Rd

iatrobe Area

Table 4-3 Existing Conditions {see chapter

Lotug Rd - Gresnstons Rd

Mo shoulder

STREET MaRE

SECMENT RO . TOY

SHLDER CONDITION

RIGCELLANEDOUS COMMENTS

Latiohe R

Viaisel (st - Doar Creek

02 shoulder, Deer Cresk
bridge has 8 4 shoulder

Latenhe Rd

Denr Ureek - SPTC

-2 shoulder

Lateohe Rd

SPTC « Coundy Line

foaty 0.2 shouldar 2-4'
shouider in some areas

=

Arass of Opnortunily sre shaded

Ohapter 4 - page 8
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Chapter 4

Latrobe Area

Table 4-3 Existing Conditions {see chapter 8§, map 3)

STREET NAME SEGMENT (FROM - TO) SHOULDER CONDITION MISCELLANEQUS COMMENTS
Souith Shingle Rd Latrobe R - Brandon Rd -2 shoulder o
South Shingle Rd ?gaadsn Rd - Soulh Shingle | . shouldar
South Shingis Rd Latrobe Rd - County ling -2 shuouider

Brandon Rd.

South Shingle Rd - French
Craek

No shouider, fow traffic
yolumnas

Popular recraation mule

Franch Croek Rd

Brandon Rd - Mother Lode Dy

Table 4-4 Exisfing Conditions (see chapter 5, map 4}
Ef Rorado County, near Placerville

Ne shouider, ow traffic
volumes

Popular recreation route

Mg Fiot Ry

Court

Diamond Springs

Fomi Road - SPTC ROW,

STREET NAME ISEGMENT (FROM - 10} SHOULDER CONDITION MIECELLANEQUS COMMENTS

Green Valley Rd Lotus Rd - Greenstong Rd o shouider

Green Valley Rd g;eenstone R - Missouri Flat 0-4" shoulder Z2-4" from Campus Drive fo Missouri Flat
Missoun Flat Rd - Piacerville . Add ciimbing lanes between Ei Dorado

Green Valley Rd Drive (3-2" shoulder Road and Placerville Drive

Cold Springs Rd ;igcsg‘“"g City Limit - Goid No shoulder Sehool

Highway 49 ?lace{VI%Ie City Limit - Gold No shoulder
Hill Rd

Mosquito Rd Placerville City Limit - Union 0-2" shouider Add climbing iane on eastbound fane
Ridge Rd.

Smith Flat

Union Ridge Rd. Entire length No shouider

Carses Bd ;églcemue City #mit - Jacquier No shoulder

Carson Rd ;{s;c;qmer Rd - North Canyon No shouider Add climbing fane {o sastbound fane

Carson Rd North Canyon Rd - Carson No shoulder Highway 50 intersection needs improved

Class i Bike Lanes in front
of Wallart {do not mest
Cattrars design standords)

striping

Placervitle inn, Herbart Gresn School,
Medicat Centor, Wallart, Malor Assistad
Living facility

tssoun Fiel Bd

STPL ROW . - Ching Gardan
Rd

(-3 shosisider

Safely on secton from Halyard lo Ching
Garden Road coult be improved by
elfminatng the contirmous eft tum lang
and re-strining 1o chude bike anes,

Missour Flat g

Ching Gardan Rd - Plaasant
Walley Rd

24" ghemibder

Hewe shoshisr on the sast side nsar
schools, some pinch poilg

Fleasant Yakey Rd

Migsoun Flal - Mighway 49

2o’ ghonsider not wail
defiresd, phy, on strest in
sone aroag

MNeeds mproved shiping

Aress of Opporiunity am shadeg

Ef Dorado County Bicyele Transporistion Plan
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Chapter 4

Table 4-4 Existing Conditions {see chapter 5, map 4;
Ef Dorado County, near Placerville

EXISTING CONDITIONS

STREET NAME SEGMENT (FROM .- TOY SHOULDBER GONDITION RISCELLANEOUS COMMENTS
Pleasant Valley Ra | Big Cut Rd - Bucks Bar Rd (-2 shoulder
Pleasant Valley Rd | Missour Flal Rd - Forni Rd Mo shouider

Pleasant Valley Rd

Formi Rd - Mother Lode Dy

Ko shoulder, Shars the Rd
sign near Koki; narrow angd
fitties striping through B
Dorado

School at Koki Lane, Commercial Dy, at
Mather Lode Dy "Y"

ipasant Valiey - Mother Lode

Gommercial dev. A Hwy 50, Mother

Et Borado Rd Or No shaulder Lade Dr and Community of BT Dorado
Ei Dorado Rd Maother Lode - Green Valley No shoulder

Placerville Inn, Assisted Living Facility,
Mothar Lode Dr Missoun Flat - Greenstone No shouider Park and Ride Iot, Community of £l

Dorado

Industrial area, low fraffic volumes

49/Dlamond Rc@

Fiacerville City limit - Bradiey

Ef Dorado {Pleasant Valley

Enterprise D Entire tength
Commerce Way Entire length No shouider industrial area. Church, El Dorado Transi
Highway

(-2" shoulder

Highway 49 Re} - County fine No shoulder

Lindberg Fomni Rd and Motheriode Has potential for Class It Residentiai colfector

Btanchard Forni Rd and Motheriode No shoulder Residentiat Coliector, Crosses SPTC
Ching Garden t‘f;?'zzm Fiat fo Pleasant No shoulder Used ag short cut

Lime Kin China Garden to Highway 49 | No shoulder gg ?iy?;i;?;:fgg?ggﬁiﬁ éﬁﬁnézed
Fowler Drive South end to Pleasant Valley | No paved shoulders Residential Collector

Tullis Mine Rd

Entire length

No paved shoulders

Faved and dirt low standard road that
cormnects Fleasant Vailey Rd to Patterson
through the major part of subdivision
(sacret roule-wipatential)

Patierson Drive

Entira langth

Paved shoulders less than 2
foet

Residential Collactor

Balf Gak

Entire langih

Side walk o w. sids

Charles Brown Schonl

MNear Bel Osk

Dirt roadirall connecior o Union Mine
{Secrel route used by kids:

Hokiipne

Entire langth

Side walk onw side

Lol Mine High Schoal

Orianta

Enths lanath

Mg povad shomiders

Connacts Figesant Valey with 387C

Crystal Biwd

Erdirs langth

bo peved shiudiers

Cadar Having Rd

Placervilie Clty Limit -
Plessant Vailay Rd

Mo shouitdar

Big Cut Rd

Placarvilie City Lirsdt - Quarnry
R

No shoulder

Low traffic volumes

T e ehaded

B Dorade County Bioyole Transporiation Plan
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Chapter 4

Tabile 4-5 Existing Conditions {see chapter 5, map §)
Camino/Newtown

STREEY HAME

SEGMENT (FROM - TIh

EHCAILDER CONDITION

MISCELLANEDUS COMMENTS

Naar Sierra Pacific irxlustries lumber

Pleasant Valley Rd

Carson Rd Barklay Rd - Snows Rd No shouider yard., iogging trucks frequently i this area
N e Some shoukdar near Hwy 50

Carson Rd Snows Rd - Highway 58 3-2" shouldar undercrossing

Snows Rd Carson Rd — Newlown Rd No shoulder

Hewiown Rd Placenvifie City Limit - No shoulder

Pollock Pines

STREET NAME SEGMENT (FROM - TOY BHOULDER CONDITION MISCELLANESUS COMMENTS
Pony Express Trail | Carson Rd - Mace Rd (-2 shouldsr
Pony Express Trall | Mace Rd - Ridgeway 2" shoulder More shoulder in same areas

Pony Express

Ridgeway - Forebay Rd

4" near Ridgeway, 0-2' to

Rd

Tra# Forgbay Rd.
Highway 30 — Mormmon o Climbing fane from Lakewood Drive to
Sty Park Ra Emigrant Traif 82" shoulder Gold Ridge Trail
Mormon Emigrant Tra# — .
Sty Park Rd Pleasant Valley fd €-2" shoulder
i‘“f;:;jnon Emigrant Sty Park Rd — Highway 88 2-4" shouider Popular recreational route
Starkes Rd Sty Park Rd —~ Newiown G-2° shoulder
Pleasant Valley/Somerset
Pleasant Valiey Bucks Bar Rd ~ Newiown Rd &-2" shoulder Add Class 1 bike lanes between

Newiown Road and Mi Aukurn Road/E15

Mt Aukum Rd

Fairplay R - Grizziy Flat Ry

2-4" shouider on both
sides

The shoulder witdth varles across either

ML Aukum Rd Grizzly Flai Rd - Sly Park Rd 2-4 shouider side
Pleasant Valley Rd ~ Gelzzly . Needs climbing fane in both directions
Bucks Bar Rd Fat Rd 8-2" shoulder cait of Morth Fork Cosumnes River
Grizzly Flat
(Grizzly Flat Re 8 Aukum Rd — Leoni Rd (4-2° shoulder
Fairplay

Ome Ranch Rd

Mt Aukium R — Fairplay Rosd

-2 shelder

ing Ranch R

Fabrplay R - Slog Gulch B

-3 shouslder

Fairpisy Rd

O Ranck Road o M
Aukum Rg

-2 shoulder

Shug Gulch RBg

Entirs Langih

-3 shoulder

Pemry Cresk R

Entirs Langth

-3 shendder

Ej Dorads County Bioyols Transportation Plan

Areas of Opporiunily are shaded
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

Table 4.6 Existing Conditions {see chapter 5, map 6)

Lotus Rd

25

Valley Road

Colomallotus
STREEY NaME SEGMENT {[FROM . TO) SHOULDER CONDITION MISCELLANECUS COMMENTS
Cold Springs Rd | Placerviile - Gold Hil Rd Mo shoulder
Coid Springs Re | Gold Hill R - Highway 48 No shoulder
Gold Hi Rd Entire Length Mo shoulder
s -
;;(;(Jmpson Hil Ertire Langth Ho shoutder
Lotus Rd Highway 48 - Luneman Rd 2-4' shoulder, 4-8' on narth side
Lotus Bd Lureman Rd - Weber Creek Nes shoulder

No shoulder

Currently no shoulder, will be Class

Highway 49 tarshall Rd - American River I as part of Caltrans project

Highway 49 :i?ericaﬁ River - Cold Springs ;ég;hou?den share the road signs Through Historic State Park
Highway 49 Cold Bprings Rd - Placerville No shoulder

Bacchi Rd Entire Length No shoulder

Cool

STREET NAME SEGMENT [FROM - TO) SHOULDER CONDITION MISCELLANEQUS COMMENTS

Highway 49 - Green Vailey

Popular Recreation Ride, lies to

Salmon Falis Rd Road {-2' shoutder geotourism, Coloma recreation
g wineries
ggzﬁesnakg Bar Entire Length No shouider Recreation access
Highway 48 County Line - Cool No shoulder
Highway 48 Coot - Northside Schoot 0-2" shoulder Need improved schoot access
Highway 49 Northside School - Marshall Rd G-2' shouider Popular Recreation Ride
Highway 193 Highway 49 - Greenwood Rd No shoulder
Padro Hilt Rd Entire Length No shouider
Greenwood/Georgetown/Garden Valley
tarshall Rd Highway 49 - Prospector Rd Mg shouider
Marshail R 2?353’3‘3‘“ Rd - Garden Valley | o cheusider
Marshall Rd Cordon Valiey Rd - Highway 1 g snouider
Prospector Rd Entire Length No shoulder
Gresrmwood Rd Marshall Rd - Highway 193 Mo shouider
= Al
g;ay!}af Mine Entire Length Mo shoulder

Highway 183

Chilt Bar - Garden Vailey Bd

Mo shoulder

Mighway 183

Garden Valley Rd - Caorgaioven

Mo shoulder

Higivesay 183

Throuoh Georgstown

Fe shouldes

Hindwvay 183

Georgstown - Greenwond Rd

Mo shouiiar

Areas of Opportunity ars shaded

El Dorado County Bloyele Transportation Plan
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

The purpose of this chapter is to describe the proposed bicycle transportation facility
improvements for £l Dorado County. Included is a discussion of the process used to develop
the proposed improvements, as well as a discussion of how the bicycle faciiities interface with
other ransportation modes and activity centers. Chapter 6 includes information on
implementation and a discussion of funding opportunities and current design standards.

The information presented in this chapter is the result of planning efforts of the El Dorado
County Bicycle Advisory Committes, the Bl Dorado County Transportation Commission
Technical Advisory Committee, the Ef Dorado Hills Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Advisory
Committee, interested members of the public, and the El Dorado County Transportation
Commission staff.

Public comments were solicited during the months of June and July 2010. Each comment
submitted to EDCTC is included with a response in the Appendix F of this document,

5.1 Ultimate Bicycle Transportation System

Chapter three of this document describes the Goals, Objectives, and Policies that were applied
during the development of the proposed bikeway system. The Goals, Objectives, and Policies
were developed to address the following areas pertaining to bicycle transportation:

Bicycle Commuting

Safety and Education
implementation and Maintenance
Land Use Development
Muiti-Modal Integration

Funding

Connectivity

The El Dorado Trail

GO NGB WA

A specific goal in the development of the proposed bicycle transportation system is to fuffill the
concepts presented in the Goals, Objectives, and Policies section. The following criteriz were
used for the development of the proposad bicycle transportation system:

1. Bicycle Commuting — Develop a bikeway system that is conducive to bicycle
commuting, by providing connections to major activity centers and multi-modal
transportation facilities. Develop a bicycle transportation system that makes the bicycle
a convenient transportation mode by including the installation of bicycle parking facilities
and locker/shower facilities where feasible.

2. Safety — The system should provide the highest level of safety possible while eliminating
major safety concerns, such as narrow roadways without shoulders or bike lanes.

3. Land Use Development — Examine aress of polential growth and deveiopment in the
County. Consider possible impacts any new of redeveiopment prolects may have on the
bicycie transportation system.

4. Muiti-Modal Integration — The system should provide connections to multi-modal
canters 1o encourage Jse of combined transportation modes.

Bl Dorado County Biovels Transportation Plan Chapter & — pags 1

10-1022.C.45



Chapter 5 " PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

5. Connectivity — The system should be well connected and balanced throughout all
portions of the western Ei Dorado County population centers and neighboring regions.

6. The El Dorado Trail — The system should lay out a strategy for the development of the
Bt Dorado Trall. The emphasis for developing a Class | Bikeway on the El Dorado Trail
should be in areas that provide a transportation benefit.

7. On Street Bikeways — Class il Bike Lanes should be provided as the preferred on-
street bikeway facility. However, in some locations a bicycle boulevard may be the
preferred on-street bikeway facility. Class Il Bike Routes should only be used when
Class Il Bike Lanes are not feasible. Class Il Bike Routes should only be selected if
they have particular advantages when compared with other alternative alignments. Bike
routes should be selected with consideration given to traffic volumes, car speeds, and
the specific needs of bicyclists.

The tables in sections 5.9-5,13 of this chapter provide a list and description of the proposed
bicycle transportation system that resulted from the planning process. The map set
corresponds o the tables, i.e., Table 1 displays the projects shown on Map 1. Additionally, the
column for "bicycle facility” is color coded with the type of facility on the map(s). The projects
are broken down into tiers, tier 1 being the highest priority for improvement and so on. In many
cases, the tier 1 improvemenits are aiso “areas of opportunity” as described in Chapter 4.

5.1.1 Rural Roadways and Bicycle Facliities

Using the criteria listed in the section above, the Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) determined
that the proposed system presented in the map set best fulfills alt of the criteria. Ultimately, the
developed system will help to improve bicycling in El Dorado County. The group also
recognized that El Dorado County has a high number of two-lane arterlals that extend to the
more remote areas of the County. In order to address the present and future needs of bicyclists
traveling on the more rural roads of the County, the BAC would like to include the following
recommendation:

Recommendation: The County should recognize that the arterial road system is part
of the established regional transportation network, and as such
is a part of the Bicycle Transportation System. Any discretionary
improvement or development that impacts these roads should
include the addition of Class Il Bike Lanes — even for short
segments.

The County recognizes that existing development along these two-lane arterials as well as
ferrain constraints may limit the feasibilily of adding standard, 4-foot Class 1 Bike Lanes and
design exceptions or other creative solutions may be needed to address the need for improved
bloycling faciliies, These rural roads are predominantly used for recreational cycling. Howsver,
new development along these roads could resull in Increased numbers of commute bioyclists,
A st of some of the more commonly usaed roads s presentaed below:

s Deer Valley Road
» Green Vailey Road (from Cameron Park Drive to Missouri Flat Road)
+ Lotus Road
«  Salmon Falis Road
Ei Darado County Bloyels Transportation Pian Chapler 5 - page 2

10-1022.C.46



Chapter 5 PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

Marshall Road

Ponderosa Road

North Shingle Road

South Shingle Road

Pleasant Valley Road

Mother Lade Drive

Highway 49/Highway 193 (Calfrans jurisdiction)

* & & 5 & & W

The roads listed above often carry fakrly high traffic volumes (>5,000 vehicles per day) as well
as frequent high car speeds. The recommendation encourages the County to improve the
roads as new development occurs. If a segment of one of these rural arterials is developed with
Class Il Bike Lanes, the County can determine if there is a need to make a connection to the

overall bikeway system.

Motorist education on the rights of bicyclists is virtually non-existent. Many motorists mistakenly
believe that bicyclists do not have the right to ride in travei lanes and that they should be riding
on sidewalks. Many motorists do not understand the concept of “sharing the road’ with
bicyclists, or why a bicyclist may need to ride in the travel lane if there is no useable shouider or

hike lane.

in Eif Dorado County, there are a few locations where the bicycle
warning sign exists. in some cases the bicycle warning sign (W11-1)
is used in conjunction with the share the road message sign (W18-1)

to be placed on narrow roads where motorists and bicyclists must
share the traffic lane. It is proposed that the bicycle warning sign
(W11-1) be used in conjunction with the share the road message

sign (W16-1)and be placed at key bicycle safety locations on the ' -’"
,-c*

following roads: -~"
s+ French Creek Road ‘iﬁ
» Old Frenchtown Road _* i = ,?v,‘* v
» Prospectors Road Bicycle Waming / Share
e« Cedar Ravine gg;éead sign on Latrobe
+  Mormon Emigrant Trail

5.2 Major Activity Centers

The proposed bicycle transportation system will provide bicycle facilities to the major activity
centers in the population centers of El Dorado County and along some of the major arterials that
connect the communities of the County. Activity centers include residential neighborhoods,
schools, regional parks, shopping centers, empioyment centers, government centers, park and
ride lots, transit centers, and other recreational destinations. Maps 1-6 display the major activity
centers of El Dorado County. Some of the maijor activity centers shown on the maps includs;

Folsom Lake College - Bl Dorads Center
Ef Dorado Hills Town Center

Ef Dorado Hills Business Park

The City of Placerville

Coloma State Park

Prospeciors Plaza near Placerville
Diamond Springs / El Dorado

*® 8 ¥ B 8 W

£ Dorade County Bioycle Transportation Plan Chapter 5~ page 3
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5.3 Multi-Modal Centers

The bicycle transportation system will also provide
connections to some of the multi-modal centers and regionai
neighbors of the county. El Dorado Transit provides bicycle
racks on ali of their fixed route buses. The El Dorado
Commuter Bus connection to downtown Sacramento is an
extremely popular commute mode in El Dorado County, and
commuters frequently use the bicycle in combination with the
bus. The following table lists some of the existing multi-
modal centers in El Deorado County:

Existing Multi-Modal Centers

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

Placerville Statio
it Plarerviiie

T
5 Multi-Modal Center

Location

Amenities

El Dorado Hills Park and Ride Lot

White Rack Read and Latrobe Road

Bike Jockers, commuter bus
sarvice to Sacramento, park and
ride

Cameron Park-Cambridge Road Park
and Ride Lot

Cambridge Road in Camaron Park

Bike lockers, commuter bus
service to Sacramento, park and
ride

Placerville Station Mutti-Moda! Center

Mosguitc and Clay Streets in the Cily
of Placerville

Bike lockers, bike racks,
restrooms, El Dorado Transit bus
siop, park and ride

Central Park and Ride

Commerce Way between Enterprise
Drive and Pieasant Valley Road in
Biamond Springs

Bike lockers, commuter bus
sarvice to Sacramento, park and
ride

El Darado County Fairgrounds
Commuter Bus Stop, Placerville

Armory Way in the Cily of Placerville

Bike lockers, commuter bus stop
and park and ride

The El Dorado Hills Park and Ride Lot serves as the primary multi-modal center in £l Dorado
County. The El Dorado Hills Park and Ride provides bike lockers and a bike rack. and is served
by the El Dorado Transit Commuter Bus. The Placerville Station in the City of Placerville also

serves as a multi-modal center,

5.4 Regional Connections

The City of Folsom and Sacramento County border the western portion of Ef Dorade County,
with the City of Folsom lying north of Highway 50, and Sacramento County to the South. The
City of Folsom has a considerable number of large employers and a vast bikeway network. For
this reason, El Dorado County bicyclists are insisting on improved bicycle connections to
Folsom. At the present time, Highway 50 is the primary connection fo Folsom with only two
other alternatives available to bicyclists — White Rock Road and Green Valley Road. Both of the
available options require bicyciists to travel a considerable distance away from the Highway 50
corridor and therefore are less than ideal for commute purposes. The proposed bicycle
fransportation system includes both improvements to the existing connections to Folsom, as
well as additional, more direct connections.

&i Dorado County is bordered to the north by Placer County, and the oniy existing connection to
Placer County is via Highway 49. Highway 49 is an extremely narrow, rural road that travels

£f Doradn Courdy Bioyele Transportation Plan
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through the North Fork of the American River Canyon between Cool and Auburn. Currently
there are a number of commuters who live in E] Dorado County and fravel Highway 48 to reach
Interstate 80. The topographic and geographic consiraints along the Highway 49 corridor
between Cool and Auburn prevent this plan from proposing any bikeway conngactions.
However, if a major change were 1o occur in the travel patterns between Cool and Auburmn (e
the construction of a canyon bridge) it would be important to consider the needs of bicyclists.

The southern border of Ef Dorado County and the connection with Amador County is met with
similar challenges to that of the north. Highway 49 near Amador County has many of the same
topographic constraints that it has near Placer County, but not quite as extreme. There is much
less frequent commuter travel between El Dorado and Amador Counties as well. Latrobe Road
is ancther connector to Amador County, and like Highway 49, commuter traffic is minimal. The
same principal applies to the connection into Amador County as in Placer County — if a major
change were 1o occur in the travel patterns between the two counties, the needs of bicyclists
should be considered.

5.5 Connections to the Lake Tahoe Basin

The emphasis of the Bicycie Transportation Plan is to make bicycle transportation connections
throughout the west slope of El Dorado County. There are some existing connections to the
Lake Tahoe Basin, but the use is primarlly recreational and, therefore, not included in this plan.
If El Dorado County should choose to further explore bikeway connections to the L.ake Tahoe
Basin, an alignment from the Cross State Bicycle Route Study — Bay Area to Lake Tahoe
should be adopled as a part of this Bicycie Transportation Plan.

in 2008 ki Dorado County completed the Ei Dorado Trail Extension Evaluation Project that
considered potential alignments for extending the El Dorado Trail from Halcon Road in Camino
Heights east to the site of the former Brockless Bridge over the South Fork of the American
River near Pacific House. From there, the proposed Ei Dorado Trail alignment would cross the
South Fork of the American River via a new Brockiess Bridge and follow the historic Pony
Express Trail and the Sayies Canyon Trail to Echo Summit and a connection to South Lake
Tahoe. An alternate transportation route wouid follow Mormon Immigrant Traill to Highway 88
and follow it to Mighway 89 over Luther Pass and into South Lake Tahose.

5.6 The US 50 Corridor Bike Route — Camino to Folsom

The US 50 Corridor Bike Route is a concept for system of predominantly Class | and Class If
bicycle facilities combined with Class Hi facilties that combine to form a continuous bicycle
transportation corridor paraliel to US 50 from Camino to El Dorado Hills. The route would utilize
the proposed and existing Class | bike path on the Ei Dorado Trail from Camino to Shingle
Springs. The route would leave the E| Dorado Trail and follow Mother Lode Drive to Ponderosa
Road and cross US 50 at the Ponderosa Road Interchange, and continue to Cameron Parl via
Wild Chaparral and the proposed Class | bike path connection to Palmer Drive. The proposad
route would then follow Country Club Drive o Old Bass Lake Road and the proposed Class |
hike path segments o B Dorado Hills, The ares belween Wild Chaparral and Palmer Drive iz
condroiled by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and is the site of rare plant preserve.
Frior to development of the proposed Class | bike path connecting Wild Chaparral and Palmer
Drive, discussions with BLM would need to occur regarding environmental issues and the
feasinility of the proposed project. A priortized list of usable segments of Class | and Class 1l
bike path are proposed in the table below and the route is depicted on Map 5.1 below the table:

£l Dorade County Bioycle Transaortation Pan Chapter 5 - page 5
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Prioritized list of Proposed Class | and Class Il Segments of the US 50 Corridor Bike Route

Priority | Segment Distance | Cost Estimate | Dizcussion
Fight-of-way purchase required fom
ezigting oif-sireet trall terminus near
Extend existing Class lat Los Highwway 53 to Snows Road. Would
1 Trampas Drive 1o Snows Road in 3 miles $1.2 Millien provide a connecton inte Caming and
Caming reduce the need for a grade separated
crossing of Highway 50 at the existing trail
ermins
Class I bike lanes -~ Extension of . . .
. . 0.5 Provides connection to Folsom. Could sise
&
2 ;iﬁ;%%;ﬁg {?} sonnection with mites $150.600 be accompiishad with a Clags | bike path.
~ x . Provides conmaction from Silva Valley
tass | bike path - Silva Valley , - :
2 L . & miles $3.2 Mithon Parkeay to Town Center via the proposed
Parkway to £f Dorado Hills Blvd, pedesirian overcrassing.
Ciass | bike path - Missourt Fiat 3
4 Road to Mother Lode Drive in E! Smiles | $1.2 Milien C"’““’"‘“fg the Class | Like path
Dorado (map 4} sonnecian
Ciass | bike path - Mother Lode Dy 475 Completes the cormection belween
5 in El Dorado to Mother Lode Drive rﬁéias $1.9 Milion Placerville, Diamond Springs. Bl Dorado,
int Shingle Springs (maps 44 5 arxd Shingle Springs.
Class li bike lanes — Country Club Provides a connection to I Dorado Hills
6 Drive from Cameron Park Drive to 3 mifes $1.2 Mition via Country Club Crive and Old Bass Lake
Tiersa de Dios. Road
7 Ctass [ bike path connection: Wild 2.5 51 Miffion Provides a connection from Shingle
Chaparmal Drive to Palmer Diive miles Springs to Cameron Park
. ’ Woudd ilize existing Country Club Drive
Ciass | bike path — Terra de Dios 0.8 :
8 $25,000 as a Ulass | bike path once Country Ciub
to Oid Sass Lake Road miles Drive is realigned
Class | bike path ~ Forni Road / . . . ;
g { awer Main St. to Ray Lawyer Br. 1 mile $400.000 Within the City of Placervilie
10 g;ﬁijdbgfe‘zm - Clay Street {o 2 $205.000 Within the City of Placervilie: fully funded
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Map 5.1: US 50 Corridor Bike Route
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5.7 The El Dorado Trail

The Ei Dorado Trail concept is for a trail that spans the entire
length of El Dorado County from the western county line to
the Lake Tahoe Basin. The current alignment of the El
Dorado Trail includes two railroad rights-of-way, the
Michigan-Cealifornia railroad right-of-way, and the
Sacramento-Placerville Transportation Corridor.

The Michigan-California railroad right-of-way extends from s i l ﬂ i
Camino to Placervilie. Currently, the right-of-way is :,‘.'f” = 48
developed with a segment of improved dirt trail and nearly Developed segment of the £ Dorado
four miles of Class | bike path from Camino Heights to e e

Placerville.

In 1996 the Sacramento-Placerville Transportation Corridor (SPTC) Joint Powers Authority,
including members from El Dorado County, the City of Folsom, Sacramento County, and
Sacramento Regional Transit purchased the SPTC from the Southern Pagcific Rattway
Corparatlon The purchase was made under the protection of the
“rails-to-trails” provision of the National Trails System Act, which
preserves the rail corridor from becoming abandoned. A master
plan was developed for the SPTC that covers the former Southern
Pacific railroad corridor from the western Ei Dorado County line
near Latrobe to the City of Placerville at Ray Lawyer Drive. The 28
mites of preserved corridor is planned for use as an aliernative - - T
transportation corridor with muttiple uses including bicycle, An undeveloped segment of the
pedestrian and equestrian trails, excursion trains, and utility SPTC with track stillin piace
easemenis. The combined Michigan- California and SPTC segments provide a trail corridor
that extends from the western El Dorado County line near Latrobe to Camino. An alignment for
the remaining trail connection from Camino to Lake Tahoe has not been formally determined.
However, E! Dorado County did complete an easement study in 2008 which identified potential
trail alignments between Halcon Road in Camino Heights and Pacific House.

The SPTC portion of the El Dorado Trail is included as a proposed Class | Bike Path in this
ptan. The vision for the SPTC Corridor as described in the SPTC Master Plan under the sub-
title "Guidelines for Corridor Uses,” includes three types of trails: 1) ‘natural’ or hiking/bike trails,
2) improved trails, and 3) paved trails. The SPTC plan alsc includes a provision for the
operation of an excursion train. It is anticipated that the SPTC will be opened and developed
with ‘natural’ or off street hiking/bike trails first, until funding is available for development of
paved Class | bike paths. A pricritized list of usable segments of Class | bike path are proposed
in the table below:

i Borado County Bioyele Transportation Plan Chapter 5 - page 7
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Prioritized list of Proposed Class | Segments of the El Dorado Trail

Priority | Segment Distance | Cost Estimate | Discussion
. . The segmert from Missourt Fiat to Odental
Missourd Flat Road to Mother Lode . e o .
4 Orive in E} Dorado {map 4) 3 mides 31.2 Mifton f;;é is an open natural traif for off sirget
P Provides an off strest connection to the
2 é?gi;i;: {Snffagfem County’Cly | 5 pites | $2.8 Mittion City of Folsom, and ultimately to the
P Ametican River Parkway
taother Lode Drin B Dorado to 475 Completes the conneclion hetween
3 Kaother Lode Drive in Shingle r§i§gs £1.9 Million Pracendiie, Diamond Springs. &1 Dorado,
Springs imaps 4 & 5 and Shingle Springs.
4 Kother Lode Drive in Shingle 2.5 1 Mitfion Providas a connaction from Shingle
Springs to Shingle Lime Mine Road miies Springs to Cameron Park
Right-ofway purchase requirsd from
existing off-stree! trail terminus near
Extend existing Class f al Los Highway 50 to Snows Road, Wouid
& Trampas Drive to Snows Road in 3 miles $1.2 Miliion provide a connection inte Camino and
Caming reduce the need for a grade separated
crossing of Highway 50 al the existing tratl
terminus
. . ; Comnpletes B Dorado Trall from Caming to
6 ;izz{??e Lime Mine Road to Latrobe & miles $3.2 Mittion El Dorado County 7 Sacramento County
ting
7 Over Crossing of Missouwri Flat 200 $1 Miflion Provides a safe and diredt crossing of
Road feol Missouri Flat Roead
ARDEN YALLEY

[EEEECY

0 LOHOK PR S

Mzp 5.2: B! Dorado Trail Existing Conditions

L RAIRTEAL

%

Existing Condi
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Map 5.3 El Dorado Trall Proposed improvements

5.8 Marketing Strategy

El Dorado County first participated in the Statewide Bike to Work Day promotion in 2003,

Events were held in 2003 and 2004 in both El Darado Hills and the City of Placerville and
annually in the City of Placerville since 2005. The events were designed to encourage new
bicyclists to ride to work and to support to those who regularly ride to work. The encouragement
is provided in the form of an “Energizer Station” located strategically aleng primary bicycie
commute routes. Bicyclists can stop by the Energizer Station for free coffee, bagels, bicycle
products and brochures and information on bicycle commuting. For the past two years, the
gvent was coordinated with the 50 Corridor Transporiation Management Associations and
included the City of Folsom.

Recommendation. Continue to promote the annual Bike to Work day event in both
El Dorado Hills and the City of Placerville. As the events become
more successful, begin fo add Energizer Stations in other
communities.

Bicycle maps have proven to be excellent fools for distributing information about cycling. A

bicycle map is a good way to disseminate information about preferred bicycle routes to

destinations fike schoois, libraries, parks, shopping centers, employment centers, multi-modal

centers, and park and ride lots. Additionally, the map couid display some of the character and

attractions of El Dorado County and provide information about bicycle safety and commute tips.
Recommendation. Develop a Countywide bicycle map.

£ Dorade County Bioycle Tfa;es;;gﬁaiizm Plan Chapler 5—page 9
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5.9 Education Improvements

Programs that teach existing and potential bigyclists, young and old, about the fundamentais of
bicycle riding are important to establishing good riding habits. Currently, Ef Dorado County
schools can request a bicycle-riding safely presertation from either the Sheriff's Office or the
California Highway Patrol. There are no regularly scheduled bicycle education activities in El

Dorado County.

Recommendation:

5.10

 » » @

511

Continue and expand the existing Police Department bicycle

education program for school children in El Dorado County.
Ensure the program receives adequate funding and develop
regularly scheduled activities so each school visited annually or

semi-annually.

Recommended Bicycle Support Facilities for El Dorado County

Bike racks in the k! Dorado Hills Town Center
Bike racks in the Village Center shopping center in El Dorado Hilis
Bike racks at alt schools and parks
Bike racks at all government centers, libraries, courthouses, and park and ride lots

Bike racks at all grocery stores and shopping cenlers

Proposed Improvements — Map 1 — El Dorado Hills Area

Table 5-1a: TIER 1 Proposed Improvements (see map 1)
SEGMENT
ROADWAY, ROUTE SEGMENT DISTANCE | BIKEWAY FACILITY

-EDH to Bass Lake
Connsction

Center at Bl Dorado Hills Boulevasg

of PROJECT NAME {miles}
g:go[?;:sﬁms BVA | prase 1 Saratoga Way to Governor Dr /8t Andrews 1.7 Class |l Bike Lanes

: Phase 1: Sign and stripe existing Class | Paths in two jocations: 1)
g:k{;fgz?ﬁ Hilts Bivd From Harvard Way to 8t. Andrews 23 From Governors Or. to 1.5 Class | Bike Path

Francisco Dr. - :

N Phase Z: Utlizing an existing golf cart undercrossing of Serrano x =

g;kzgézfg Hills Biud Parkway. extend the bike path from the curren? terminus at Serranc 5 Class | Bike Path
Parkway to £ Dorado Hills Village Center Shopping Certer : i
;;Z;;am Way Bike From Clermont Road to Bl Dorade Hitls Boulevard 5 Class | ﬂlm
Tong Hoad - EDH ) .
16 Old Bass Lake ;é{:g:;sﬁf?éﬁ to Gld Bags Lake Road Connection 5 Ciass NIl Bike Roule
Road Connaction g g
El Gorado Hills Within the SMUD power iine easement between Silva Valley e T
SMUD Trail Parikoway and Bl Dorado Hills Boulevard s ﬁmim Pt "
i Bass Lake
Road ~ EDH 1o Phage 1. EDH o Bass Lake Connection - -
Hass Lake Entire Length ! ki
Connacton ;
O Bass bake B - . ; ==
iy S2 Fhase 1) EDH to Bass Laks Connetioh = =
mEg | 5 E
;i}H = %"% Leke Betwsen gates, using exisling roadway 8 Clase | Paih - San I uka Paiy
ormection e e

?gfji;?ﬁfﬁ;f i;; Phage 7. EDH to Bass Lake Cormnestion X LrE e
R A From Silva Valley Road io Bl Doradeo Hifls Villsge Center Shopping 75 ﬂﬂ_l*m :

Saratoga Drive
Extension

Claszs i blke lanas on extension of Sarstoga Drive o ron Point
Road {(aiternatively consiruct g Class | bike path prier o
construction of extension of Saraloga Drive o lon Point Road)

£ Dorado County Bioyole Transportation Plan
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Chapter 5

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

Table 5-1a: TIER 1 Proposed Improvements (see map 1)

SEGMENT
ROADWAY, ROUTE
or PROJECT NAME SEGMENT i:}tST,ANCE BIKEWAY FAGILITY

imiles)

Green Valley Road £} Dorade Hills Bodlevard 1o Pleasant Grove Middle Schogl 7 Cilass fl Bike Lanes
Sike Lanes -
YWhite Rock Road Entire Lengih, to County Line 1 Class || Bike Langs
Silva Valley / 2R Foi
Parkway Entire Langth 4 Et-t Il Bike Lanes
Highway 50 ever or | Crosses Caltrans faciity (U3 501 North/South between the E1 25 wm'
undercrossing Diorade Hills Town Center and £1 Dorade Hills Village Center ’ M e

Saratoga Way

Class 1 bike lanes on the exiension of Saratoga Way

Table 5-1b: TIER

2 Proposed Improvements (see map 1)

ROADWAY, ROUTE

SEGMENT

SEGMENT
DISTANCE

BIKEWAY FACILITY

Saraloga Way

or PROJECT NAME (mites)
g;!;aiggfezslwhﬂs BMI | bhase 2: Governors Dr /St Andrews to Green Valley Road 15 Class || Bike Lanes
El Dorado Hills Within the SMUD power line easement between E Dorado Hills "n' lass || Hﬂh R
SMUD Trait Boulevard and Sophia Parkway 2 ; tm T v
Latrobe Road Highway 50 to Deer Creek 25 Ciass || Bike Lanes
g:i:g View Bike Along Valley View parkway to schoofs, parks and village center 1.5 Mlmm
Vallay View i = :
i ;

Parkway Entire Lengih 1.5 l‘.'.h:l Il Bike [.IHI
Harvard Way Entire Lengih 5 Class Il Bke Lanes
Francisco Drive Green Valley Read {o B Dorado Hills Boulevard 5 Class Il Bike Lanes
Ambiance Drive Sophia Parkway to Brittany Way 1 ﬂﬂ!ﬂh“
Brittany Way Ambiance Drive to B Dorado Hills Boulevard 5 Class Il Bike Lanes
Through Ef Dorado . ) S )
Hills Town Center Through entire commercial center 1 Class || Bike Lanes - _
Serrano Parkway Entire Length 3.5 Class || Bike Lanes

Enfire Length 1 Class |l Bike Lanes -

Table 5-1c: TIER

3 Proposed Improvements (see map 1)

ROADWAY, SEGMENT
ROUTE or SEGMENT DISTANCE ey
PROJECT NAME {mites}

Vittage Cenler Drive | Entire Length 5 mll L m
Windpiay Road Entire Lergth 25 m" Bike
Gokter: Foothil ot e Ciass /| Bike
Parkway Entire Length 2 Lanes
Sheffeid Drive Ertire Length 3 m‘" Bike
Francisco Drive Sheffield Dr. to Green Valley Road 1.5 mﬁ 1 il Bike
i akehilly Drive Sheffield Drive 1n £ Dorado Hils Boutevard 1 m"l Bike

£l Dorado County Bivycle Transportation Plan
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Chapter 5 PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

5.11.1 Challenges in the El Dorado Hills Area, Map 1

1. Class | Terminus at Serrano Parkway
The current southam terminus of the existing bike path on
the east side of Ef Dorado Hills Boulevard meets a sidewalk
near Serrano Parkway. Southbound bicyelists are forced to
ride on the sidewalk for a short distance until they reach the
intersection of Serrano Parkway and El Dorado Hills
Boulavard. At this point the tendency for moest southbound
cyclists would be to continue on the same sidewalk to the
likely destination point, El Dorado Hills Town Center. Wrong
way riding is an extremely common type of bicycling accident, and it should be prevented
whenever possible,

Ciass { terminus af Serrano
Patkway

Fotential Solutions:
a. Phase 1. Complete the segment of bike path to Serrano Parkway, directing
cyclists into the intersection 16 cross with the signal and utilize a Bike Lane
on El Dorado Hills Boulevard.
b. Utilizing the existing golf cart undercrossing of Serrano Parkway, extend
the bike path all the way to El Dorado Hills Village Center Shopping Center
on the east side of El Dorado Hills Boulevard.

2. Tong Road/Old Bass Lake Road Route
Tong Road and Gid Bass Lake Road
are currently dead end roads blocked
by gates. If there were a through
route, the gradual grade would provide
a direct connection between Cameron e '
Park and El Dorado Hills. The existing | Gate at Tong Road g’;‘éfgﬁ;ﬁ; Road - a proposed
road looks strikingly similar to a Class |
Bike Path. The old Clarkville Wagon Road alignment near the creek could aiso be used as
the location for a Class | bike path between Silva Valley Parkway and Bass Lake Road.

Potential Solution:
a. Open the existing roadway for use as a Class | Bike Path.

3. El Dorado Hills Grade Separated Crossing of Highway 50
The existing Ef Dorade Hills Boulevard interchange is a significant barrier to
bicycle/pedestrian travel between two major activity centers in El Dorado Hills: El Dorado
Hills Village Center Shopping Center and El Dorado Hills Town Center. The interchange is
currently being redesigned to carry higher traffic volumes. Due to the constraints of the
envirgnment surrounding the interchange, there wili be considerable challenges in
accommodating bicyele and pedestrian traffic.

Potential Solution:
a. Construct a Highway 50 overcrossing between the two activity centers. El
Dorado County Department of Transportation has completed
envirommental documentation for a bicycle and pedestrian overcrossing.

4. Parallel bike path north of Highway 50, Tong Road/Silva Valley Road to El Dorado
Hills Village Center Shopping Center

£l Dorade County Bicyole Transportation Plan Chapler & ~ pags 12
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Chapter 5 PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

The proposed bike path will make two connections, one

to the proposed overcrossing

and another to Tong Road/Silva Valley Road. A developer and Caltrans currently own the

right of way. If the existing culvert under Hi
the route would need to be in place to provide access to the undercrossing.

5. Re-striping the “Pork Chop” at Serrano Boulevard and Ei
Dorado Hills Boulevard
it Deorado Hills Boulevard has existing four-foot shoulders,
Adding bike lane striping and signage to the existing shoulder
wolld be & low cost improvement. If the bike lane striping were
to be added, the existing “pork chop” at the free right turn exit
to Serrano Parkway would have fo be re-striped.

5.12 Proposed Improvements Map 2 -~ Cameron
Park/Shingle Springs Area

Table 5-2a: TIER 1 Proposed Improvements (see map 2)

ghway 50 were developed as an undercrossing,

“Pork Chop’ free right tumn at £1
Borads Hills BivdiSerrans Py

SEGMENT

oLVt ROUTE SEGMENT m{smng?a BIKEWAY FACILITY
Bass L.ake Road Entire Langth 3.5 Class || Bike Lanes
Cameron Park Diive | Entire Length 3 Class |l Bike Lanes
Couniry Club Drive Phass 1 Cambridge Road to Cameron Park Drive 1.5 Class Il Bike Lanes
Cambiridge Drive Courtiry Club Drive to Merrychase Drive & Class Iﬂn Lanes
Meder Road Phase 1. Cameron Park Drive to Paloran Court 1 !.'.IH: Il Bike Lanes
Palmer Drive Entire Length 5 Class | Bike Lanes
Cosch Lane Entirs Length 75 Clazs || Bike Lanes
gii@%ﬁg;ﬁtgﬁ& From Wiki Chaparrat Drive to Patmer Drive 25 Class | Bk Path
Old Bass Lake Road | Entire Length 1 Ciass Il Bike Route
Durock Road Entire Length 2 Class || Bike Lanes
Ponderosa Road Highway 50 to Meder Road 75 Class Il Bike Lanes

Table 5-2b: TIER 2 Proposed Improvements (see map 2)
SEGMENT

S RO T eAnE SEGMENT aa{s‘;?&aige BIKEWAY FACILITY
Couniry Club Drive Phase 2: Bass Lake Road to Cambiidge Road 2 Class Il Bike Lanes
Green Valley Road | Cameron Park Drive to Lotus Roag 5 Ciass If Bike Lanes
Mader Road Phase 2 Paloran Court o Ponderosa Rosd 1 Class il Bike Lanes
Cambridge rive Merrychase to Crazy Horee Road 25 Class Il Bike Lanes
Cambridges Drive Green Valley Hoad to Country Chub [ 3 Class Ill Bike Route
Mother Load Drive | Highway 50 o French Creek & Class Il Bike Lanes
Castang Drive Entire Langh 5 Class 11 Bike Route
Covelln Cirele Castang Drive o engd on eastem side 25 Class 1l Bike Route
Cameron Park — = L4

Hass Lake Bike Covello Circie te Magnolia Hills Development af Summmer Driva H Class | Bike Path
Fath connection e S
m?:;;{: — &b Dorado z;iﬁzj Mother Lode Dr in El Dorado to Mother Lode D in Shingle 475 ; m' mm ;
Lotus Foad Greern Valiey Road to Highway 40 3 Class Il Bike Lanes

El Darado County Bloyele Trapspostation Plan
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Chapter 5 PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

Table 5-2¢: TIER

3 Proposed Improvements (see map 2)

SEGMENT

ROADWAY, ROUTE

or PROJECT NAME SEGMENT BiS?}ﬁNC& BIKEWAY FACHITY
{miles}

South Shingle Road | SPTC to Highway 50 75 ‘Class || Bike Lanas

VWhld Chaparral Dy Pardeross Reoad o end 75 ‘Class |l Bike Lanes

Norih Shingle Road | Ponderosa Road to Sports Fleid Dr Ciass |l Bike Lanes

Odord Road Entire Lepgth . Class Il Blke Route

Merrychase Drive Entire Length 75 Class il Bike Route

Shingle Lime Mine | prgek Road to SPTC 5 Ciass Il Bike Route

?ﬁ:} ~ ElCrado Rother Lode Drive in Shingle Springs 1o Shingle Lime Mine Road 228 Miﬂhm :

5.12.1 Challenges in the Cameron Park/Shingle Springs Area

1. US 50 Corridor Bike Route: Class | Bike Path connection from

Wild Chaparral Drive to Palmer Drive.

A Class | bike path connecting Wild Chaparral Drive to Palmer Drive
would be a key segment in the US 50 Corridor Bike Route between

Camino, Placerville, Cameron Park, and El Dorado Hills. The

proposed route would utilize the Class I bike path system on the EI
Dorado Trail between Camino and Shingle Springs, then cross US
50 at the Ponderosa Road Interchange, and continue to Cameron
Park via Wild Chaparral, the proposed Class | bike path connection,
and Palmer Drive. The proposed route would then follow Country

Dead end at Wil
Chaparraf Drive

Club Drive to Old Bass Lake Road and the proposed Class | bike path segments to El
Dorado Hills. The area between Wild Chaparral and Palmer Drive is controlled by the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and is the site of a rare ptant preserve. Prior to
development of the proposed Class | bike path discussions with BLM would need to occur
regarding environmental issues and the feasibility of the proposed project.

5.13 Proposed Improvements Map 3 — Latrobe Area

Table 5-3a: TIER 1 Proposed Improvements (see map 3)

SEGMENT
ROADWAY, ROUTE DISTANCE | BIKEWAY FACILITY

Teait

SEGMENT
of PROJECT NAME tmiles)
’Egigfe Road BKE | 1 vestment Boulevard to Deer Craek/SPTC 3 Ciass il Bike Lanes
SPTC/E! Dorado Fhase 3 Latrobe Road fo County Line 5 Class | Bike Path

Table 5-3b: TIER

2 Proposed Improvements (see map 3)

SEGMENT

ROADWAY, ROUTE .

ot PEOJECT NAME SEGMENT G?S?’}%&fi& BIKEWAY FALQILITY
{rilen}

rotiobe Road BKE | South Shingle to SPTC ; Class Il Bike Lanes

South Shingle Road | Latrobe Road to Sthoo! 1 Class || Bike Lanes

tatrohe Road SPTC to El Burado County / Ammader County Line K | Class Il Bike Lanes

£l Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan

Chapter § -~ page 14

10-1022.C.58



Chapter 5 PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

Table 5-3c: TIER

3 Proposed Improvements (see map

SEGMENT

ROADWAY, ROUTE

or PROJEET MAME SEGMENT DISTANCE | BIKEWAY FACILITY
imiles}

?Z?;Cf El Dorada Phase 7 Shingle Lime Mine Road to Latrobe Road 8 Ciass | Bike Path

5.14 Proposed Improvements Map 4 ~Diamond Springs/El Dorado

Area, Greater Placerville Area, Smith Fiat, Gold Hill

Tahle 5-4a: TIER

1 Proposed Improvements (see map 4)

Trait

SEGMENT

ROADWAY, ROUTE

or PROJECT NAME SEGMENT I)iST:AﬂCE BIKEWAY FACILITY
{miles)

Missourt Flat Road Phase 1. Campus Drive to exdsting Class H on the scuth side of Tl

Rike Lanes Highway 50 4 Closs il Bike Lanes

Hisour FIat 080 | priase 2 SPTC near Wal-Mart to Pleasant Vafiey Road 1 Class [l Bke Lanes

Wissourn Flal Road Class { bike path on the nosth side of Missouri Flat road from Perks Al e e R e

Bike Path Coutt to Forni Road 25 m‘“‘f"‘ “Tii

Jaquier Road Placervilie City #mit to Carson Road 1 Class || Bike Lanes

Fleasant Vailey e e S :

Road Bike Lares Fhase 1: Big Cut Road to Missow? Flat Road 2 Mil mi.q-

Pieasant Valiey - ) ‘ RS

Road Bike Lanes Phase 2: Missouri Flat Road to Mother Lode Drive 3 mlmm

Pleasant Valley - ) SRR

Road Bike Lanes Phase 3: Big Cut Road to Cowboy Trail 55 mlmm

Mother Lode Drive Phase 1 Missouri Flat Road to Lindberg Ave 1 G;ﬁtﬂ:.ﬁ-ﬂrl‘ anes

Bike Lanes Gt ] E

Enterprise Drive Entire Length 1

Gold Hilt Road Highway 49 to Lotus Roag 4

Commerce Way Entire Length

SPTC - El Dorado Phase 1. Missour Flat Rosd to Mother Lode Drive in Bl Dorado 3

Tahle 5-4b: TIER

2 Proposed Improvements (see map 4)

Traf

Springs

SEGMENT

ROADWAY, ROUTE

or PROJECT NAME SEGMENT DIST)ANCE BIKEWAY FACILITY
{miles}

Forni Road Missouri Flat Road to Enterprise Drive 1  Class Il Bike Lanes

g;ﬁﬁ;iﬁfﬁ Dive | pnase 2: Lindberg Ave to Pleasant Valiey Road 2 Gﬁllﬂhl.m

Carson Road Jaguisr Rd to Larsen Drive 4.5 _“"‘. "” -H-hu- 'L'i'l 4 ik

ggﬁgi;f%d Parkway Drive io Pleasan! Vallay Road 5 Class | Bike Lanes

Highway 46 Plarerdilie to Gol i Road 3 Class Il Bike Lanes

Big Cut Hoad Freasan Valley Road 1o the Clty of Placendlis 3 Class Il Bike Route

Fort bim Road Entire Lengih 2 Class Il Bike Route

Lindbwsrg Ave Wother Lode Drive to Fomi Road 1

BFTC B Dorado Phase 3 Mother Lode Dr in £ Dorado o Mother Lode Drin Shingie 475

El Diorado County B

cvele Transportation Plan
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Chapter 5

Table 5-4c: TIER 3 Proposed Improvements (see map 4)

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

SEGMENT

ROADWAY, ROUTE

or PROJECT NAME SEGMENT PHSTANCE | BIKEWAY FACILITY

tmiles)

;ig’?;gﬁ& Dt Phase & Pleagard Valiey Road 1o South Shingle Road 4 Class Il Bike Lanes

Highway 4G Plaasant Vattoy Road to Union Mine Road 5 Class || Bike Lanes

Lindberg Ave Mother Lode Drive fo Fornd Road 1 Clags 1l Bike Route

Patterson Drive Pleasant Valley Road o Crusader Rd 75 Class Ill Bike Roule

Crusader Rd/Cash

Boy Road/Crystal Patterson Orive o Pleasant Valley Road 1 Class Il Bike Route

D/ Tuilis Ming Road

Zandonnella Rd Entlre Length (Possible climbing lane in feu of Pleasant Vatley Rd 1 Class 1l Bike Roule

Linion Mine Road Entire Length 4 Class Nl Bike Route

SPTC — £t Dorado Phase 4. Mother Lode Dr in Shingle Springs fo Shingie Lime Mine :

Fai Road 25 Class | Bike Path
Fhase 5 Halcon Road to Snows Road In Caming {Part of

?{?;EC!EI Borado proposed alignment may be within Caltrans right of way south of 2.2 Class | Bike Path
US5Gy TEIES

5.14.1 Challenges in the Diamond Springs/El Dorado Area

1. Bike Path parallel to Pleasant Valley Road / State Route 49
Provide new bicycle access to Charles Brown Elementary School and Union Mine High School

by providing a combination of Class | and Class Il bicycle facilities parallel to Pleasant Valley
Road/State Route 49 from Fowler Lane in Diamond Springs to the town of Ef Dorado. The
proposed facilities will minimize the need for bicyclists to utilize this section of Pleasant Valley
Road / State Route 49 as they ride to and from school. Caltrans strongly supports the
development of parallel transportation facilities to State Route 49 that will alleviate congestion in
the Diamond Springs/El Dorado area.

5.15 Proposed Improvements Map 5 — Camino/Pollock Pines

Table 5-5a: TIER 1 Proposed Improvements {see map 5)

2|

SEGMENT
ROADWAY, ROUTE
or PROJECT NAME SEGMENT i}EST‘ANCE BIKEWAY FACILITY
tmiles)
haaant Valley Cowboy Trail 1o Sly Park Road 35 | Class il Bike Lanes
Carson Road Jagquier Rd to Larsen Drive {on climbing shoulden 4.5 MM
shoulder
5T S i
% TC/ES Dorado Loz Trampas Deive to Halcon Rosd i Caming Heights g Class | Bike Path

Table 5-5b: TIER 2 Proposed Improvements (see map 5)
SEGMENT

Hoad

ROADWAY, ROUTE

or PROJECT NAME SEGMENT Bign'i;zfgﬁﬁ BIKEWAY FACILITY
Snows Road Carson Road to Full Count 75 Class Il Bike Lanes
Pony Express Tiail | ¢ rean Road to Sty Park Road 5 Class Il Bike Lanes

Bl Dorade County Bieyels Transporiation Plan
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

¥ R - » ¥ 5 E

SEGMENT
ROADWAY, ROUTE
or PROJECT NAME SEGMENT E}iS“f“‘ANCE BIKEWAY FACILITY

{mileg}

Newtown Road ] . N = =S
Bike Lanes Parkway Drive to Pleasant Vallsy Road & . s -_5‘,
Sly Park Road Mormon Emigrant Trall to Highway 80 4.5 Ciass Il Bike Lanes
Carson Road Snows Road to Pory Express Tradl Road 5 Ciass 1l Bike Roule
Bt Aukurs Road Fairplay Road to Blackhawk Lang 55 ‘Class Il Bike Route
Mt Aukemn Roead Fairplay Road to Mountain Creek SchooliPionser Creek School Class Il Bike Route
Fairplay Road Mt Aukum Road to Unser Way/Ploneer Park 5 Class Il Bikke Roule
Mt Aukurn Road Blackhawk Lane to Fairplay Road 6.5 Chass il Bike Route
Table 5-5¢: TIER 3 Proposed Improvements (see map 5)

SEGMENT
ROADWAY, ROUTE
or PROJECT NAME SEGMENT DtST‘AﬁCE BIKEWAY FACILITY

tmiles}
Sly Park Road Mormon Ermigrant Trafl to Pleasant Valley Road B Class il Bike Route
Happy Vallay
Road/Cutoff Mt. Aukum to Happy Valley Culof o ML Aukum Road 15 Class i Bike Route
Grizzly Flat Rd Glen Drive to Sciaront Road 5 Ciass || Bike Lanes
Seiaront Roadi YLl | Grizzly Fiat Road to Grizzly Pines School 5 | Class I Bke Lanes
Fairptay Road Pioneer Park to Ome Ranch Road 4.2 Class lll Bika Route
Phase 8: Haicon Road to Snows Read in Camine (Part of oAy
1?23655; Dorado proposed alignment may be within Caltrang right of way south of 2.2 Class | Bike Path
S50

5.16 Proposed Improvements Map 6 — The Divide
Georgetown/Cool/Coloma

Table 5-6a: TIER 1 Proposed Improvements (see map 6)
ROADWAY, ROUTE SEGMENT

of PROJECT NAME SEGMENT DI(SEnTF ?gb;i:E BIKEWAY FACILITY
Highway 183 Highway 49 to Auburn Lake Trails In Callrans right of way 2 ~ Class || Bike Lanes
Lotus Road Bike Phase 1: Gold Hill Road fo Highway 49 fwith emphasis on Highway ) Eh 8 I. {
Lanes 48 to Bassi Road) 3 Snenly g Lames
gfszf'; Road (380 | |y 49 1o Lotus Read 4 Class il Bike Route
Northside Schoo! to . . ) . ) e >
Highway 193/49 ﬁ?iﬁﬁ?m o Highway 19349 intersection on west side of 5 Class | Bike Path
intersection ghway ; : i
Highway 193/40 AT intaraact b o LB 57 =0y 4
intersection o ;ﬁiﬁi ;ggfz ;;zf:;iii a7t gast sids of Highway 193 o 5  Class | Bike Path
Autram Laks Trads e ; R i T [
Frospector Road Erdirg lengih 25 Class Il Bike Route
?5} ;{22353 Road Bike Top of Prospecior Road o Black Osk Mine Road ks Clags |l Bike Lanes
Barshall Road Black Oak Mine Road {o Highway 193 4 Class Il Bike Raute

Ef Dorado County Bioycie Transportation Plan Chapter & — page 17
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS|

Table 5-6b: TIER 2 Proposed Improvements (see map 6)

SEGMENT
ROADWAY, ROUTE SEGMENT DISTANCE | BIKEWAY FACILITY
or PROJECT NAME
{miles)
Highweay 45 Cold Springs Road to Cool 11 Class |l Bike Lanes
Y 481 Pracerville to Gold Hil Road 3 | Class Ul Bike Lanes

Lotus — Colomas Bike
& Pedestrian Bridge

Beach Court in Coltima o Henningsen Lotus Park

Highweay 183

ir: Caltrans SR 193 right of way from Auburn Lake Trails to

Wentworth Springs Road

Class i Bike Lanes

|otus Road Bike
Lanes

Phase 2. Gresen Valley Road to Gold Hill Road

Through Georgetows

3 Class 1| Bike Lanes

Highway 183

Garden Valley Road | Near schools in Garden Yalley 1 Class || Bike Lanes
Marshall Road Highwary 49 to Prospector Road 5 Class |l Bike Lanes
Marshalt Road Near Schoots in Garden Valiey 1 Class Il Bike Lanes

Marshall Road Through Georgetows 1 Class Il Bike Lanes

£l Dorade County Bioyels Transportation Plan
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‘Chapter 6 BIKEWAY SYSTEM IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY|

6.1 Bikeway Cost Estimates

The table below provides conceptual cost estimates for the construction of bikeway facilities in
El Dorado County. These cost estimates are based on costs experienced in the development of
past projects in El Dorado County, as well as costs experienced in various California
communities. These cost estimates should only be used to develop generalized construction
cost estimates and project prioritization. More delailed estimates should be developed after
preliminary engineering.

El Dorado Coﬂnty Bikeway Cost Estimates

Facility Type Estimatad Cost Per
e
CLASS | BIKE PATH
«  Cost o grade and pave an 8-foot wide surface with 2-foot graded shoulders on sach 460,600

side. {Does not Include amenities such as landscaping, ighting, irigation, phones etc)
CLASS H BIKE LANES

+  Signing and striping only with minor shoulder improvement: 25,000
Cost o install pavement striping. markings, and signs on both sides of an existing 4-foot
roadside shoulder

+  Signing and striping plas maior shoulder improvemesnt: 300,006
Cost to install 4-foot strips of pavement, pavement siriping, markings and signs on both
sides of a2 roadway

CLASS |l BIKE ROUTE

»  Signing only $3.000

»  Signhing plus moderate shoulder improvement: 150,000
Cost to install 2-3 foot strips of pavement, a 6-inch fog line and signs on both sides of !
the roadway

6.2 Priority Project List

Priority routes were selected based on anticipated use, type of facility, connectivity, and
potential improvements for safety. Tier 1 of the proposed project list in Chapter 5 represents the
highest priority projects for implementation. The projects listed beiow were identified as the
highest priority of all the Tier 1 projects (not in prierity order).

» Silva Valley Road Bike Lanes: Class || Bike Lanes on Silva Valley Road from the newly
constructed conneclion with White Rock Road o Green Valley Road.

» El Dorado Hills Boulevard Bike Path ~ Phase 1: Sign and stripe existing Class | Paths
iy e locations: 1) From Harvard Way 1o St Andrews, 21 From Govermors Drive to
Francisco Drive

« Ei Dorado Hills to Bass Lake Connection —~ Phase 1: Class i Bike Roufe on Tong
Road, Class il Bike Route on Old Bass Lake Road, use existing roadway as Class |
Bixe Path between gates from Tong to Old Bass Lake Road

&1 Dorado County Bioycle Transporiation Plan Chapter 8 — page 1
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Chapter 6

« El Dorado Hills to Folsom Connection: Class § bike lanes on the extension of
Saratoga Drive to iron Point Road {alternatively, construct a Class 1 bike path prior to
construction of the extension of Saratoga Drive fo lron Point Road)

+ Green Valley Road Bike Lanes — Class 1l Bike Lanes from El Dorado Hills Boulevard to
Pleasant Grove Middie School

» Bass Lake Road Bike Lanes ~ Class |1 Bike Lanes from Green Valley Road to Highway
50

» Northside School Bike Path and Class Il Bike Lanes - Class | Bike Path from
Northside School in Cool to Highway 49/193 intersection and from Highway 49/193
intersection to Auburn Lake Trails. Class 1] Bike Lanes on Highway 193 from Highway
49 to the Community of Auburn Lake Trails.

« Highway 50 Grade Separated Crossing in £l Dorado Hills — Overcrossing from
Raley's Center to Ei Dorado Hills Town Center

e SPTC-El Dorado Trail - Class | Bike Path from Missouri Flat Road to Mother Lode
Drive in El Dorado

6.3 Bikeway System Funding Needs

The bikeway system funding needs are displayed below. The highest priority Tier 1
improvements are included as well as the entire proposed system. Due to variations in costs of
Class !l Bike Lanes, the cost estimates assumed Class Il at $175,000 per mile. The Class 1l
Bike Routes proposed In this plan are generally included for their existing potential as a bike
route. No additional improvement is required so bike route costs are assumed at $5000 per
mile.

Tier 1 Proposed Bikeways Cost Estirnate Summary

Facility Type Miles Proposed Approxirate Funding Need
Class | Bike Path 16.85 $6.74 Million
Ciass |l Bike Lanss 812 $10.71 Million
Class # Bike Roule 18.5 $92,500

El Dorado County Overall Bikeway System Cost Estimate Summary

Facility Type Miles Proposed Approximate Funding MNeed
Ciags | Bike Path 48.2 $19.68 Million
Ciass i Bike Lanas 1877 ‘ $27 .56 Million
Ciass Hi Bikes Roule 7245 $3674,750

6.4 Funding Sources

implementation of the proposed bikeway system will require funding from focal, State and
Federal sources and coordination with other agencies and entities. |n some cases, portions of
the proposed system will be completed as part of fulure development, road widening and
construction projects. For those portions that will rely on other funding mechanisms, the
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Chapter 6

foliowing discussion provides descriptions of the most common funding sources for bikeway
projects,

6.4.1 Federal Sources

Federal transportation funds are distributed through the Federal Transportation Act for the 21
Century. The programs are distributed over a six-year period and are historically known as
ISTEA, TEA-21, TEA-3 or SAFETEA, and SAFETEA-LU. SAFETEA-LU was extended through
December 31, 2010, and reauthorization is expected to occur in 2011, For El Dorado County,
applicable federal programs include the following:

Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP)
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ)
Transportation Enhancement (TE or “STIP TE")
Sate Routes to School

Section 402 (Safety) Funds

Scenic Byways Funds

Public Lands Highway Funds

® ® 5 8 % K »

Federal funding is administered through the State and regional governments, in this case, the Ei
Dorado County Transportation Commission {(EDCTC). Most of the funding programs are
transportation oriented with an emphasis on reducing auto trips and providing a multi-modal
connection. Funding criteria includes completion and adoption of a bicycie transportation pian,
costs, and benefits of the implemented system (in some cases quantification of reduced vehicle
trips and reduction in air poliution), public support for the project, California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) compliance, and commitment of local resources. In most cases, federal
funding wili provide matching grants of 80 to 90 percent.

Of the above listed programs, RSTP, TE, and CMAQ are formuia-based and received with each
authorization of federal transportation funding. RSTP is distributed based on a road mileage
formula, and CMAQ is distributed as a ‘fair and equitable share’ via SACOG. In fiscal year
2008/09 EDCTC received $845,032 in RSTP funds and no TE funds. In fiscal year 2009/10
EDCTC received $926,887 in RSTP and no TE funds. The other sources listed above are
competitive, grant-type programs for which applicants are selected on the project’s ability to
meet the criteria of the program,

Other federal funding sources include the following:

» National Recreational Trails Fund

« Land and Water Conservation Fund Program {(administered iocally by the California
Department of Parks and Recreation, Local Assistance]

s Recreation and Public Purposes Act (Bureau of Land Management}

¢ Schools end Road Grants (o States (United States Forest Service)

6.4.2 Siate Bources

The following sources provide funding that is applicable to bikeway faciiifies. Such facifities also
henefit and ars used by other non-motorized user groups.

ad]
Gt
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Chapter6 = BIKEWAY SYSTEM IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY

Bicycle Transportation Account — The State Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA} is an
annual program for bicycle projects. Available as competitive-based grants fo jurisdictions, the
emphasis is on projects that benefit bicycling for commute purposes. The BTA provides State
funding for projects that improve safety and convenience for bicycle commuters. Streets and
Highways Code Section 893 describes the types of projects eligible for BTA funds. The Bicycle
Facilities Unit in the Office of Local Programs administers the BTA program in cooperation with
the office of Local Assistance in each Caltrans District. Citles and Counties are eligible to apply
for BTA funds and may apply on behalf of an agency that is not a city or county for construction
of a bicycle project that benefits commute bicycling.

To be eligitde for BTA funds, cities and counties must have the following:

1. The govemning body of a city or county must adopt the Bicycle Transportation Plan (BTP)
by resolution or certify that it is current and complies with Streets and Highways Code
Section 8491.2.

2. The city or county must submit the BTP to the appropriate Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO} or Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA} for review and
approvail for compliance with Streets and Highways Code Section 891.2 and the regional
transportation plan (RTP}.

3. Following regional approval, the city or county must submit the resolution adopting the
BTP and the ietter of approval from the MPG/RTPA to the Caltrans Bicycle Facilities Unit
(BFU).

4. BTP adoption establishes eligibility for five consecutive BTA funding cycles. Example:
BTPs adapted in 2008 and submitted December 1, 2008; with an application for
2009/2010 BTA funding would establish eligibility for state fiscal years 2009/2010,
2010/2011, 2011/2012, 2012/2013, and 2013/2014. The state fiscal year begins on July
1 and ends on June 30 of the following year.

BTA projects must be in compliance with the applicable provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act by the BTA application submittal date. The lead agency is
responsible for preparing the required environmental documentation and submitting it with the
application.

Section 8383.6 of the Streets and Highways Code specifies that no agency may receive more
than 25 percent of the fotal funds fransferred info the BTA in a single fiscal year. Section
891.4(b) requires local agencies to fund at least ten percent of the tolal project cost.
Applications should be submitted only for projects where the right-of-way will be clear prior to
award of contract and where cooperative agreements with other groups such as railroads, utility
districts, flond control districts, coastal commissions stc., will be completed prior to award of
contract,

Applications must include 2 description of the project and an estimate of project costs including
preiminary and construction sngineering, right-ofway, and construction. The estimste shoud
mclude only these items for which the locad agency intends to claim relmbursement. A detslied
estimate is not necessary, but the Bioydls Faciiiies Unit needs enough nformation to ensurs
that the proposed project is consistent with the program guidelines., Under state law, BTA
projects must conferm to the minimum design standards for bikeways in Chapler 1000 of the
Highway Design Manual.

E1 Dorado County Bioycle Transportaton Plan Chapter 6 - oage 4
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Chapter 6 BIKEWAY SYSTEM IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY)|

Local Transportation Fund (LTF) - Under Article 3 of the Transportation Development Act
{(YDA), up to two percent of the LTF allocation to cities and counties can be used for bicycle and
pedestrian projects. Revenues to the LTF program are derived from a guarter cent of the
statewide sales tax. These funds are distributed through the Ef Dorado County Transportation
Commission to the local jurisdictions. Between 2004 and 2011 EDCTC has apportioned
between $51,000 and §75.000 annually in TDA LTF Article 3 funds.

In September of 2007, EDCTC adopied guidslines for the use of TDA LTF Article 3 set aside
funding. EDCTC refers to the funding as TDA Arficke 3 Pedestian and Bicycle Funding and the
adopted Rules and Regulations for use of the funds are listed below, in priority order.

1. Projects shall be:

+ Included in an adopted Bicycle Transportation Plan, Non-Motorized Transportation
Plan, Transit Plan, or Pedestrian Plan, as applicable
¢« Endorsed by a Council or Board, as applicable

2. The primary use of this fund source shall be as matching funds for projects that are
either grant funded or have a significant contribution by a local agency, L.e. Bicycle
Transportation Accouni Funding, or other fund source.

3. The funding may be used to augment ongoing construction projects, {.e. a road
rehabilitation or construction project that requires additional funding for bicycle,
pedestrian facilities, or sighage.

4. The funding may be used to for minor bicycle and pedestrian projects as follows:
¢ Forinsialiation of bicycle racks or lockers
» Forinstallation of bicycle and pedestrian signage for bicycle routes, school zones

and park and ride lots
« For crosswalk striping, pedestrian refuges, minor bicycle lane striping
+ For maintenance of existing bicycle or pedestrian facilities

5. The funding may be used to supplement moneys from other sources to fund bicycle

safety education programs.

AB 2766 - Motor vehicle registration surcharge fees are available for bicycle and pedestrian
projects that can improve air quality. The Ei Dorado County Air Pollution Control District
allocates these funds for El Dorado County.

Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Program (EEM) - Bicycle projects can qualify
for EEM funds if they meet the program's requirements. Any non-profit organization can
sponsor projects, which are submitied to the State Resources Agency for evaluation in
June/luly of each vear.

Flexible Congestion Relief Program {FCR]} - Bicycle projects are aligible to compete for FCR
funds. Projects must provide congestion relief and they must be included in an approved
Regional Transportation improvement Program. Local agencies must submit projects for FCR
funding o EDCTYC,

6.4.3 Local Sources

A variety of local sources are avallable for funding bikeway facilities, however, their use is offen
dapendent on political support.

&l Dorado County Bioycle Transporiation Plan Chapter 8 - page 5
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BIKEWAY SYSTEM IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY

New Construction — Future road widening and construction projects are one means of
developing on-street and separated bikeways. To ensure that roadway construction projects
provide these faciiities when needed, roadway design standards need to include minimum
cross-sections that have sufficient pavement for on-street bikeways and the review process for
new development should include input pertaining to consistency with the proposed bikeway
system. Future development in El Dorado County will contribute to the implementation of new
bikeway facilities if discretionary development projects are conditioned and roadway project
designs are specifically required to include bikeway facilities.

Traffic Impact Mitigation Fees — Another potentiai local source of funding is developer impact
fees, which are typically tied to trip generation rates and traffic impacts produced by the
proposed development. Road right-of-way amenities that are bicycie friendly can be
constructed incidental to other road improverments done to accommodate increased vehicle
traffic. Additionally, a developer may reduce the number of trips (and hence impacts and cost)
by paying for on and off-street bikeway improvements which will encourage residents to bicycle
rather than drive.

Assessment Districts - Different types of assessment districts can be used fo fund the
construction and maintenance of bikeway facilities. Examples include Melio-Roos Community
Facility Districts, Infrastructure Financing Districts (SB 308). Open Space Districts, or Lighting
and Landscaping Districts. These types of districts have specific requirements relating to their
establishment and use of funds,

Other Sources — Local sales taxes, developer or public agency land dedications, private
donations, and fund-raising events are other local options to generate funding for bikeway
projects. Creation of these potential sources usually requires substantial local support.

6.5 Maintenance of Bikeways

Maintenance of bikeways is an important element of an effective
bicycle transportation system. Roadway debris, including gravel
and glass, is typically 'swept’ by passing cars onto the roadway
shoulder or bike lane making them almost unusable by bicyclists.
Without routine sweeping and maintenance, bicyclists are often
forced to ride closer fo the travel lane to avoid accidents and flat
tires. i
Class | at £ Dorado Hills Boulevard -
Under Article 3 of the Transportation Development Act (TDA), up | i need of maintenance

to two percent of the LTF aflocation to cities and couniies can be
used for bicycle and pedestrian projects, and this funding source can be used to maintain
bikeways. Unfortunately, there are few other regional, state. and federal grants available for
maintenance. bBven if a grant could be used to buy capital equipment like 3 sweeper, many
cifies and counties lack the furds to perform the service.

Class | segments of trail should be maintained using standard pick-up trucks on the pathway
itself. Class i bike path maintenance includes cleaning, resurfacing and re-striping the asphait
path, repairs to crossings, cleaning drainage systems, trash removal and landscaping.
Underbrush and weed abatement should be performed once in the late spring and again in mid-
summer,

El Dorado County Bicysle Transporiation Plan Chapler § ~ page 6
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Recommendation: Develop a bikeway maintenance reporting system, including a
telephone number and/or email address listed on available maps
and other documents that assures that reported maintenance
problems are responded to within 48 hours.

Recommendation: Street sweeper operators should ensure that bike lanes and
shoulder areas of roadways are swept as part of routine street

sweeping operations.

Maintenance of bike lanes and roadway shoulders during construction periods has been
identified as a particular concern of El Dorado County bicyciists. Roadway shoulders are often
cluttered with dirt and gravel, and right of way on the shoulder is frequently obstructed by pylons
and vehicular warning signage associated with construction projects. Shoulders and bike lanes
need to be both maintained as a through right-of-way and kept clean from debris. The following
recommendation is provided for maintaining roadway shoulders and bike lanes during
construction periods:

Recommendation: Ensure that all construction projects adjacent fo a roadway
maintain both a clean swept shoulder and a through right-of-way

for bicycles.

Recommendation: Require all new construction projects to pay for street sweeping
in the immediate vicinity as needed to keep streets and
shoulders free of debris.

6.6 Bikeway Design Standards

The most commonly used bikeway design standards are contained in the Caltrans Highway
Design Manual, Chapter 1000 - Bikeway Planning and Design, dated September 1, 2006. The
Caltrans standards are based largely on standards deveioped by the American Association of
State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO). The Manual of Uniform Traffic Control
Devices, Federal Highway Administration, 2009, contains standards for bikeway signing.
Detailed descriptions of the four types of bikeways identified in the Caltrans design standards
are listed below, followed by a typical cross section of the three primary bikeways.

Recommendation: All bicycle facilities should conform to Caltrans Highway Design
Manual Chapter 1000, and the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control
Devices for Streets and Highways published by the Federal
Highway Administration.

All Class | Bike Lanes should generally conform to the design recommendations in Chapler
1000 of the Caltrans Highway Dasign Manual. Caltrans provides recommended infersaection
treatments in Chapter 1000 including bike lane turn ‘pockets’ and signal loop detectors. The B
Darado County Department of Transportation should develop a protocol for application of these
recommendations, so that improvements can be funded and made as part of regular
improvernent projects (see figures in appendix a}.
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Chapter 6

Recommendation: Signal loop detectors should he considered for all
arterial/arterial/collectors, and collector/coillector intersections.
The location of the detectors should be identified by a stencil of
a bicycle and the words ‘Bicycle Detector’.

Reconunendation: Bike lane pockets (min. 4’ wide) between right-turn lanes and
throuagh lanes should be provided wherever available width
altows, and right turn volumes exceed 150 motor vehiclesthour,

The following is the description of the four classifications of bikeways as included in the Caltrans
Highway Design Manual:

Shared Roadway (No Bikeway Designation)

Most bicycle travel in the State now occurs on streets and highways without bikeway
designations. This probably will be true in the future as well. In some instances, entire street
systems may be fully adequate for safe and efficient bicycle travel and signing and striping for
bicycle use may be unnecessary. in other cases, routes may be unsuitable for hicycle travel,
and it would be inappropriate to encourage additional bicycie travel by designating the routes as
bikeways. Finally, routes may not be along high bicycie demand corridors, and it would be
inappropriate to designate bikeways regardless of roadway condifions {e.g.. on minor residential
streets).

Many rural highways are used by touring bicyclists for intercity and recreational travel, In most
cases, it would be inappropriate to designate the highways as bikeways because of the limited
use and the lack of continuity with other bike routes. However, the development and
maintenance of four-foot paved roadway shoulders with a standard four-inch edge stripe can
significantly improve the safety and convenience for bicyclists and motorists along such routes.

Class | Bikeway (Bike Path)

Generally, bike paths should be used to serve corridors not served by streets and highways or
where wide right of way exists, permitting such facilities to be constructed away from the
influence of parallel streets. Bike paths shouid offer opportunities not provided by the road
system. They can either provide a recreational opportunity or, in some instances, serve as
direct high-speed commute routes if cross flow by motor vehicles and pedestrian conflicts can
be minimized. The most common applications are afong rivers, ocean fronfs, canals, utility right
of way, abandoned rafiroad right of way, within college campuses, or within and between parks.
There may also be situations where such facilities can be provided as part of planned
developments. Another common application of Class | faciliies is to close gaps 1o bicycle travel
caused by construction of freeways or because of the existence of natural barriers {rivers,
mountaing, elc.).

Class i Bikeway {Bike Lano)

Bike lanes are estoblished along skeets in corridors whare there is significant bicyde demand
and where there gre distingt needs that can be served by them. The purpose shouid be (o
improve conditions for bioyclists in the corridors. Bike lanes are intendsd to delineste the right
of way assigned to bicyclists and motorists and to provide for mors predictable movements by
each. An even more imporfant reason for constructing bike lanes is to betlier accommodate
bicyclists through corridors where insufficient room exists for safe bicycling on existing streets.
This can be accomplished by widening the pavemesnt 1o provide the minimum 4-foot shoulders

Bl Dorade County Bioycls Transporiztion Plan Chapter 6§ ~page §
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or by reducing the number of roadway ianes where possible or prohibiting parking on given
streets where feasible in order to delineate bike lanes. In addition, other things can be done on
bike lane streets {o improve the situation for bicyclists that might not be possible on all streets
{e.g., improvements to the surface, augmented sweeping programs. special signal facilities,
etc. ). Generally, striping alone will not measurably enhance bicycling.

Class HI Bikeway (Bike Route)

Bike routes are shared facilities which serve sither {o:

(&} Provide continuity to other bicycle facilities (usually Class I} bikeways); or
(b} Designate preferred routes through high demand corridors.

As with bike lanes, designation of bike rottes should indicate o bicyclists that there are
particular advantages to using these routes as compared with alternative route alignments. This
means that responsible agencies have taken actions to assure that these routes are suitable as
shared routes and will be maintained in a manner consisient with the needs of bicyclists.
Normally, bike routes are shared with motor vehicles. The use of sidewatks as Class li
hikeways is strongly discouraged.

Selection of Bicycle Facilities

i is emphasized that the designation of bikeways as Class |, I, and Il should not be construed
as a hierarchy of bikeways or that one is better than the other. Each class of bikeway has its
appropriate application. In selecting the proper faciiity, an overriding concern Is to assure that
the proposed facility will not encourage or require blcyclists or motorists to operate in a manner
that is inconsistent with the rules of the road.

An imporiant consideration in selecting the type of facility is continuity. Alternating segments of
Class | and Class I (or Class #) bikeways along a route are generally incompatible, as street
crossings by bicyclists are required when the route changes characier. Also, wrong-way bicycle
travel will occur on the street beyond the ends of bike paths because of the inconvenience of
having to cross the street,

Appendix A includes design diagrams from the Calfrans Highway Design Manual, Chapter
1000, Bikeway Flanning and Design and the Manual of Uniform Traffic Conirol Devices
{MUTCD), Part 8 Traffic Controfs for Bicycle Facilities. Both of these documents are available
online, the Highway Design Manual at hftp/iwww dot.ca gov/hg/oppd/hdm/hdmioc htm and the
MUTCD at http//muted.fhwa.dot.gov/.
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California MUTCD Page 98-8
(FHWA’s MUTCD 2003 including Revisions 1 and 2, as amended for use in California)

Figure 9B-2. Regulatory Signs for Bicycle Facilities
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California MUTCD

(FHWA s MUTCD 2003 including Revigions | and 2, as amended for use in California)

Page 9B-9

Figure 9B-2 (CA). California Regulatory Signs for Bicycle Faciiities
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California MUTCD
(FHWA’s MUTCD 2003 including Revisions 1 and 2, as amended for use in Califernia)

Figure 9B-3. Warning Signs for Bicycle Facilities (Sheet 2 of 2)
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California MUTCD
{(FHWA s MUTCD 20032 including Revisions 1 and 2. as amended for use in California)

Figure 9B-4. Guide Signs for Bicycle Facilities
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Page 9B-113

California MUTCD
(FHWA's MUTCD 2003 including Revisions | and 2, as smended for use in California)

Figure 9B-5. Example of Signing for the Beginning and End
of a Designated Bicycle Route on a Shared-Use Path
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Califoraia MUTCD Page 98-14
(FHWA s MUTCD 2003 including Revisions | and 2, as amended for use in California)

Figure 98B-6. Example of Signing for an On-Roadway Bicycle Route
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California MUTCD

Page 9B-13
(FHWA's MUTCE 2003 including Revisions | and 2, as amended for use in California)

Figure 9B-7. Examples of Signing and Markings for Shared-Use Paths
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California MUTCD Page 9C-7
FHWA < MUTCD 2003 including Revisions | and 2. a3 amended for use in Californi)
Figure 9C-1. Exampie of intersection Pavement Markings—Designated
Bicycle Lane with Left-Turn Area, Heavy Turm Volumes, Parking,
One-Way Traffic, or Divided Highway
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California MUTCD Page 9C-9
{FHWA s MUTCD 2003 including Revisions 1 and 2, as amended for use in California)

Figure 9C-3. Example of Bicycle Lane Treatment at a Right Turn Only Lane

RIGHT LANE
- | MUST
TURN RIGHT|

H3-7R

-~ Dotiad lines
are opltionat

BEGH |
RIGHT TURH LANE

{ o 10 mss |

H4-4 i beginndng of
righd turn ondy lone

Chzgrer 90O - Markings Fanyamey 21, FG19
Par: 9 - Traffie Controls fr Bloyele Factlives

10-1022.C.90



California MUTCD Page 9C-10
(FHWA’s MUTCD 2003 including Revisions | and 2, as amended for use in California}

Figure 9C.3 (CA). Examples of Bicycle Lane Treatments at Right Turn Only Lanes

Minimum
IOm (100 H)

a - Optional Through-Right b - Right Lane Becomes
and Right-Turn-Only Lanes Right-Turn-Only Lane

* 1.2 m {4 1) miniimum wiilith

LEGEND
wip  Dirpction of Travel NOTTO SCALE

Chaper 90 - Muarkings Innunry 21, 2310
Part 9 - Traffic Controls for Bioycle Fucilitios

10-1022.C.91



California MUTCD Page 9C-11
(FHWA's MUTCD 2003 including Revisions | and 2, as amended for use in California)

Figure 9C-4. Example of Bicycle Lane Treatment at Parking Lane
into a Right Turn Only Lane

RIGHT LANE |
. MUsST |
TURN RIGHT
R3-7R
Dotted linas

are optional

TEEGN )
RIGHT TR LANE

1 YIELD T8 BIRES

844 at beginning of
right furn only lane

Chapter 90 - Markings lapuary 21, 2010
Part § - Traffie Controls for Biovek Facilities
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California MUTCD Page 9€.12
(FHWA™s MUTCI 2003 including Revisions 1 and 2. as amended for use in California)

Figure 9C-5. Example of Pavement Markings for Bicycle Lanes
on a Two-Way Street

Uge REHCA)

il Sicas
H7 seres sign
A% appropriais)

Fis-3a

1

- 15-80 m (50-200 #

% dutied ine i bus stop
{

it
tiss REHCA} oF Bgavy
right-turn volume

Morrmal solid
white line

Cptions normad
sodic whitte line

Mormnad solid white ling
Use RECA}
i
7 senies sign
{as approprinta)

Exampie of application where parking Is prohibited
Example of application where parking is permitted

H8-4n

Use REHCA} [ SEG m {B0-200 1)
Dotted line for bus siops % dotted ing -
mnadistely beyond the P D8 mi2 i ine,
isdorsecton b optional i LEm B spare
atherwise use nommgl E
shd white line
Chapter 30 - Markings Famugry 21, 20108

Part % - Traffic Uontrols for Bioyele Faoslitios

10-1022.C.93



California MUTCD Page 9C-13
{(FHWA”s MUTCD 2003 including Revisions 1 and 2, as amended for use in California)

Figure 9C-6. Example of Optional Word and Symbol Pavement Markings
for Bicycie Lanes

- Mormak
white ling

L1 = 100 mun x 100 mm
(i x4 in

s Directional arrow

{optional) See Figure 9C-6(CA)

|

18migf

Word Legends

{optionall
Thix space feft mensiornaily Blank}
Chapter 9C - Markings Fapuary 21, 2810

Part 9 - Traftic Comrols for Bioycde Pacifines

10-1022.C.94




California MUTCD

Page 9C-14
(FHWA’s MUTCD 2003 including Revisions | and 2, as amended for use in California)
Figure 9C-6 (CA). Exampie of Optional Word and Symbol Pavement Markings
for Bicycle Lanes
0.53m
21 14»
1 i8mEH
) i1 ! |
—+| k150 mm (6 in)
150 mm{6in) Grid
100 mm BIKE LANE ARROW
" (4in)
{Zin)
Y |
A
) T 195m(B5H
MR T 00 mm
_/ L £ {4 in)
50 mm
{2}
i 4
108 mm{4in) Grd
NOT TO SCALE BIKE LANE SYMBOL.

NOTE: The design details for varicus srrows and symbols are also shown
in the Standard Plans published by the Department of Transportation.

Chapior 37 - Markings
Part & - Traeffic Control for Biovel Facilities

Fanuary 21, 200

10-1022.C.95



Calitorniz MUTCD Page 9C-16
(FHWAs MUTCD 2003 including Revisions | and 2, as amended for use in California)

Figure 9C-7 {CA). Example of Bicycle Detector Pavement Marking

250 mm
& “gin) P
50 mm (2 in}
s oL
A
500 mm {20 in}
75mm (3 in)
X
’L 500mm 165m
{20 in} {66in)
§: 4
: i
k' 4 !
75mm (3in)
500 mm {20 in)
Y
25mm {1in) Grid
BICYCLE
DETECTOR SYMBOL
NOT TGO SCALE

NOTE: The design details for various arrows and symbols are also shown
in the Standard Plans published by the Department of Transportation.

Chapter 9C - Markings

January 21, 2018
Part 9 - Traillic Controls for Biovole Facilities

10-1022.C.96



California MUTCD Page 9C-17
(FHWA’s MUTCE 2003 including Revisions 1 and 2, as amended for use in California)

Figure 9C-8. Example of Obstruction Pavement Marking

fa Pler, abutment, grate, or other obstruction

/ Wide solid white line (see Section 3A.08)

¥ [ ; L >

e Pivesetion of bicycle traved

For metric units:
L=0.8WS, where S bicycle approach speed in kilometers per howr

For English units:
L= WS, where S is bicycle approach speed in miles per hour

Figure 9C-101 (CA). Marking Details for Bicycle Lanes

DETAIL 39 - Bike Lane Line |

[ |
150 mm {6 in) White Line

DETAIL 39A - Bike Lane Intersection Line

30 m {100 ft) to 60 m {200 ) n—g«—mrsectisa
<] N l‘.‘:f‘::! - I I

150 mm (6 in) White Line

24m(@EhH
12Zm@

NOTTO SCALE

Chupter 90 - Marhings Fanuary 21, 2518
Pare 9 - Traffic Controls for Bigyel Facilities
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California MUTCD Page 9C-18
{FHWA s MUTCD 20603 including Revisions | and 2, a5 amended for use in California}

Figure 9C-102 (CA). Exampies of Bicycle Lane Treatment
Where Vehicle Parking is ProhibitediPermitted

WHERE VEHICLE PARKING IS PROHIBITED

Centerline or Lane Line~, Wm{iifitobimiiny

\—— See Figure 9C-101 (CA)

! |
1.2 m {4 1) Mindowm
i ;ﬁ 5H gzgg‘m
Sm rimum
S %éiﬁa utter
"L OR2BICA}
) o4
WHERE VEHICLE PARKING IS PERMITTED
? %mﬂ%ﬁﬁ}wﬁﬁm&%fz} Centerling or Lane Line-,
See Figure 3C-181 {CA}—
/ ! bre1ca) |
{ ~ Gurbs or Edye of Pavement
100 mm (4 in) White Markings (Optional) S mun 100 mm {4in) White Markings
WITHOUT PARKING STALLS WITH PARKING STALLS
NOT 10 SCALE

NOTE 4: 13m g‘i’i ﬁg Kindmum for Rolled Curb
3.8m {12 # Minimum for Vertical Curb

Chepter 90 - Markings Fmvmary 21, 2
Part § - Tealfie Contrels for Biovele Paoilitics

10-1022.C.98



California MUTCD

Page 9C-19
(FHWA™s MUTCD 2003 including Revisions 1 and 2, as amended for use in California)

Figure 9C-103 (CA). Example of Bicycle Lane Treatment Through an Interchange

180 mum {6 in}
Solid White Line ’I

T e o

— 190 mm {4 in}

I Solid White Ling
i
!! 100 mm (4 i)
[E T Solid Yellow Line
¥
150 mm (6 in} ||
Solid White Line

FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY
Wit
Wemmidind |
Solid Yellow Lina |
R81{CA}

200mm {8} |
Solid White Line |

W mmidin} |
Solid White Line |

4—? B.C. or Angle Pt
i

35;1;

, {100 ft)
150 mm {$ m;
Sotid Wh T &
. 5 Wit
- i
LEGEND
-~ Direction of Travel HOTTO SCALE ]

Chapter 90 - Markings

Jarmuary 2120148
Part 9« Fraffic Controls for Blovele Faoilities

10-1022.C.99



California MUTCD Page 9C-20
(FHWA s MIUITCD 2003 including Revisions | and 2, as amended for use in Caltfornial

Figure 3C-104 (CA). Shared Roadway Bieycle Marking

U g2k o LG

6T mam (42 i)
fu g
G Gy

!

{1t g}
il 754

wﬁzmm Eﬁamm :
::gsxz';g @a

-

{4

ful g
ik g | THRE Puy

2818 rom (11 i)

Gt ppiun g1

THED (88 m

R e

0 mm zgfsmm
O 2 s Lk s NS N 1 X SO o RPN S
Wh i) : T 2B mm

8.5 i S pen 224 I} B.5w;

Al rounded corners . bk i 152 mim x 152 mm grid
B inx6in}

25 mm {1 in} radius
MO SCALE

ey e

Chapaer 90 - Markings Fangary 21, 2014
Part 9 - Traftie Controls for Bioyele Facilities

10-1022.C.100



HIGHWAY DESIGN MANUAL 1806-5

Soprember 1, 2006
Figure 1003.1A

Two-Way Bike Path on Separate
Right of Way

""—ﬁn

N

oY

wﬁww o
]
&
3K
k&‘r"f .

“Graded W»&Eﬁéﬁih Paved

Note: For sign clearances, see MUTCD, Figure 98-1.

10-1022.C.101



1608-6 HIGHWAY BESIGN MANUAL

Sepemnher L 2005

Figure 1003.1B

Typical Cross Section of Bike
Path Along Highway

a 2 Graded Area Min.] —\
i

E Hoor 8 (Ming
L e y—— Y LA |
Edge of Pavement .
5 (Ming Bike Fath
i
NOTE: See Index 1003.1(5) *One -~ Way: 5 Minimum Width

Two - Way: 8 Minimum Width

10-1022.C.102



HIGHWAY DESIGN MANUAL 1060-17

Jubs B4 JEm

Figure 1003.2A
Typical Bike Lane Cross Sections
(On 2-lane or Multilane Highways)

Motor Vehicle Lanes o e
4 | o7 B
Barking Bk ﬁ%ﬁ Basking
Lamg Lane

{1} MARKED PARKING

/,_.. Vertizal Curh folod Curh __\
rotor Vehicle Lanes

§ 12 Min, ; !ﬁ e xf

* 13 s recommended where there s substantial parking or
wrrover of parked cars & high leq, commerinal areast,

{2) PARKING PERMITTED WITHOUT
MARKED PARKING OR STALL

3 AR
- iw-
MotorVehile L e s
i Motor Vehice Lanes i
I 5w OF Ve Lones Pome |
> ek | 1 b i‘“
Lang Lane

o {3) PARKING PROHIBITED  ‘#ihous

Etiat il

hestry Yol Lanes % & Biss,

Lane {43 TYPICAL ROADWAY
IN QUTLYING AREAS
PARKING RESTRICTED

Note: For pavement marking guidance, see the California MUTCE. Section 90 .04

10-1022.C.103



HIGHWAY DESIGN MANUAL 1000-19

sepmbor 1, 2%

Figure 1003.2B

Typical Bicycle/Auto Movements at
Intersections of Multilane Streets

Aok 1 AN
Y R

«T- Ped. Crossing
- et S w?mm

EE

| I i - I
!

—,
FHHI
Abewy

|
|
|
Pe. Crossing 1) 7
|

wn e B Travel

\ e WACRGE Viohicle Travet

10-1022.C.104



1000-20 HIGHWAY DESIGN MANUAL

Fuiy 24 209

Figure 1003.2C
Bike Lanes Approaching Motorist

Right-turn-only Lane
Pad. Crnssing Fed Orossing
£ ANE L akE
BIRE BRE
ot | g i 5 Tyesieaf path
— Bt PP R P of through
- msk / phcyclist
h
ht
; ;r
Tttt t . b .

(1 RIGHT-TURN-ONLY LANE {2} PARKING AREA BECOMES
RIGHT-TURN-ONLY LANE

7 o

;

Ped. Crussing Ped. Crossing
v I L ANE

X [543

Typical path of
3
Typical path of / through bloyelist,
Y MM threugh Blogohist.
s 4 ol

R

i
|/ \
| '+

A
: I
; t H f %Z; § t f BAME

P
{3 OPTHONAL DOUBLE {43 BUGHT LANE BECOMES
RIGHT TURMN-ONLY LANE REGHT-TURN-ONLY LANE

E Note: For bicyele lane markings. see the California MUTCI. Section 9C.04.

'

10-1022.C.105



HIGHWAY BESIGN MANUAL 1000-21

September 1, 2005

Figure 1003.2D

Bike Lanes Through
interchanges

LOGAL RAGL

AN

i

Y EREEWAY | EXPRESSWAY

LOCAL RADD

o~
A

</

Notes:

13 See index 1602.2{4)
for additional information,

2.} The shoulder width shall
not be reduced through the
interchangs area.  Tthe
minimun shoulder width
shall match the approach
roatiway shoulder width, but
not less thanm 4 fest or 3 feet
i a gutter exists, if the
shoulder width s not
availabde, the designated
hike lane shall end at the
previous local raod inter-
gecton.

33 Bee Index 1003.3{4) for

information on Bike Routes
Through Interchanges.
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1000-26 HIGHWAY DESIGN MANUAL

Sanuary 4, 2007

Figure 1003.6A
Railroad Crossings

CLASS | BIKEWAY

10-1022.C.107
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B. Streets and Highways Code, Bicycle Transportation Act
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finance compisie
ro Section 883,

subDseguants

89%.5. The department zhail make 5 reasonable sffort to disburse
funds in general proportion to population. However, noe applicant
shall receive more than 25 percent of the total amounte transferred
fo the Bicvrole Transportaticon Account in a2 single fiscal yesr.

824 The department may enter into an agreoment with any <ity oY
county concerning the handling and accounting of the wmoney disbursed
pursuant to this article, incivding, but not limited to, procedures
to permit prompt payment for the work accomplished.

894 .2. The department, in cooperation wiis

aovernments, ghall adopt the necessary guli

rhis article.
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C. Caltrans Deputy Directive 64 (DD-64), Accommodating Non-
Motorized Travel

United States Department of Transportation Policy Statement on
Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodation Regulations and
Recommendations

Ei Dorado County Bioydle Transportation Plan Appendix

10-1022.C.117



Calfforsia Deparmen of Tronsporiation Flex yowr power!
Fe erergy efficient!

B gp i g}; D 3 rec g Z ve Number: DD-64-R1

Refer to

ivector’s Policy. P22
Context Sensitive
Sotutions
DP-03
Multimodal Alternatives
DP-06
Caltrans Parinerships
DP-23-R1
Energy Efficieny,
Conservation and Chmate
Change

Effective Date: E3ctober 2008

Supersedes: DD-64 (03-26-01)

TiTLE Complete Streets - Integrating the Transportation System

POLICY o

The California Department of Transportation (Department) provides for the
needs of wavelers of all ages and abilities in all planning, programming,
design, construction, operations, and maintenance activities and products on
the State highway system. The Department views all transporiation
improvements as opportunities 1o HRprove safety, access, and mobility for all
travelers in California and recognizes bicycle, pedestrian, and {ransit modes as
integral elements of the transportation systern.

The Department develops integrated multimodal projects in balance with
community goals, plans, and values. Addressing the safety and mobility
needs of bicyelists. pedestrians, and transit users in all projects, regardless of
funding. is implicit in these objectives. Bicycle, pedestrian, and transit tavel
is facilitated by creating “complete streets” heginning early in system
planning and continuing through project delivery and maintenance amd
operations. Developing a network of “complete streets” requires collaboration
ameng all Department functional units and stakehoiders to establish effective
parinerships.

DEFINITIONS BACKGREOUND
Complete Swest - A iransportation facility that is planned, designed, operated,
and mainiained o provide safe mebility for ali users, including bicychsis,

podastrians, tansit riders, and moloriss appropriste o the function and

comext of 1he facHity.

“Coltrans improves mability aoross California”

10-1022.C.118



Deputy Directive
Number DD-64-R1
Page 2

The imtent of (his directive is 10 ensure 1hat travelers of all ages and abilities
cun move safely and efficiently slong and across & network of “complete
streets.”

Siate and federal laws require the Department and local ageneies 0 promote
and facilitate increased bieycling and walking. California Vehicle Code
(CVC) (Sections 21200-21212}, and Streets and Highways Code (Sections
290 - §94.2) identify the rights of bicychists and pedestrians, and establish
legisiative intent that people of all ages nsing all types of mobility devices are
able o ravel on roads. Bicvclists, pedestrians, and nonmotorized wraffic are
permitted on all Siate facilities, unless prohibited (CVC, secton 219601
Therefore, the Department and local agencies have the duty 10 provide for the
safety and mobility needs of all who have legal access to the transportation
syslenm.

Department manizls and guidance cutline statutory requirements, planning
policy, and project delivery procedures 10 faciiitate multimodal travel, which
includes connectivity to public transit for bicyclists and pedestrians. In many
instances, roads designed to Departrment standards provide basic access for
bicyeling and walking, This directive does not supersede existing laws. To
ensure successful implementation of “complete streets,” manuals, guidance,
and training will be updated and developed.

RESPONSIBILITIES
Chief Deputy Direcior:
s Establishes policy consistent with the Department’s objectives to develop
4 safe and efficient multimodal transportation system for all users.
e Ensures management staff is trained 10 provide for the needs of bicyelhists,
pedestrians, and transit users.

Deputy Directors. Planning and Modal Programs and Project Delivery:

s TInclude bicvele, pedesirian, and ansit modes in statewide strategies for
safety and mobility, end in system performance measures.

s Provide tools and establish processes to identify and address the needs of
bicyelists, pedestians, and transil users early and continueusly throughout
planning and project development activities.

¢ Ensure districts document decisions regarding bicycle, pedestrian, and
transit modes in project initiation and scoping avtivities.

» Ensure Department manuais, guidance, standards, and procedures reflect
his directive, and identify and explain the Diepartment’s objectives for
mukimodal traval.

& Ensure an lmplementation Plan for this direciive 1s deveioped,

"l Improves mebilisy aeross Califorein”
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Depaty Director, Maintenance and Operations:

e Provides tools and establishes processes thal ensure regular maintenance
and operations activities meet the safety and mobility needs of bicyclists,
pedestrians, and transit users in consfruction and maintenance work zones.
encroachmen: permit work, and system operations,

e Ensures Department manuals, guidance, standards, and procedures reflect
this directive and identifies and explains the Department’s objectives for
multimodal travel,

District Directors:

e Promote partncrships with local, regional, and State agencies to plan and
fund facilities for integrated multimodal travel and to meet the needs of all
travelers.

o Idemtify bicycle and pedestrian coordinator(s) o serve as advisor(s) and
external Haison{s) on issues that involve the district, Jocal agencies, and
stakcholders.

e FEnsure bicycle, pedesirian, and transit needs are identified in distriet
system planning products; addressed during project initiation; and that
projcets are designed, constructed, operated, and maintained using current
standards.

o Ensure bhicycle, pedestrian, und tramsit Interests ave appropriately
represented  on  interdisciplinary  planning  and  project  delivery
development teams,

e Provide documentation to support decisions regarding bicyele, pedestniasn,
and transit modes in project indtiation and scoping activities.

Deputy District Directors, Planming, Design, Construction, Maintenance, and

QOperations:

e Ensure bicycle, pedestrian, and transit user needs are addressed and
deficiencics identified during system and corridor planning, project
initistion, scoping, and programming.

s Collahorate with local and regional partners 1o plan. develop, and mamntain
effective bicyele, pedestrian, and transit networks,

e Consult locally adopted bicycle, pedestrian, and transit plans to ensure that
State highway system plans are compatible.

e Fnsure projects are planned. designed, constructed, operated, and
waintained consistent with project type and funding program (o provide
for the safety and mobility needs of all users with legal aecess o 2
rransporiation facility.

o lmplement current design standards that meet the needs of bicyclists,
pedestrians, and fransit users in design, construction and mainlenance
work zones, encroachment permit work, and in systern operations.

s Drovide information o staff, local sgencies, and stakeholders on available
funding programs addressing bicyele, pedestrian, and transit travel needs.

“Calrans improves mobiling goross Cakifpraa”
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Chiefs. Divisions of Aeronautics, Local Assistance, Mass Transportation,
Rail. Transportation Planning, Transportation System Information. Research
and lnnovation, and Transportation Programming:

s FEnsurc incorporation of bicycle, pedestrian, and transit travel clements mn
all Department ransportation plans and studies.

s Suppert interdisciplinary participation within and between districts inn the
sroject development process to provide for the needs of all users.

s Fncourage local agencies to include bicyele, pedestrian, and transit
clements m regional and local planning documents, cluding general
plans, transportation plans, and ciroulaion clements,

e Promote land uses that encourage bicycle, pedestrian, and iransit travel.

s Advocate, partner, and collaborate with stakeholders to address the needs
of bieyele, pedestrian, and transit travelers in all program areas.

s Support the development of new technology to Improve safety, mobility,
and access for bicychsts, pedestrians, and transit users of all ages and
ahilities.

Research, develop, and implement multimodal performance measures.
Provide information 1o staff, local agencies, and stakeholders on availabie
funding programs to address the needs of bicycle, pedestrian, and transit
travelers.

Chiefs. Divisions of Traffic  Overations, Maintenance, Environmental

Analysis, Design, Construction, and Project Management:

s Provide guidance on project design, operation, and maintenance of work
zomes to safely accommodate bicychists, pedestrians, aned transit users.

» Ensure the transportation system and facilities are planned, constructed,
operated, and maintained consistent with project type and funding
srogram to maximize safety and mobility for all users with legal access.

s Promote and incorporate, on an ongoing basis, guidance, procedures, arrd
product reviews that maximize bicycle, pedestrian, and transit safety and
mobility.

o Support multidisciplinary district participation in the nroject developmernt
process to provide for the needs of all users.

Empioyees:

e Foliow and recommend improvements fo manuals, guidance, and
procedures that maximize safety and mobility for all wsers in all
sransporiation products and activitics.

s Promote awareness of hicyele, pedestrian, and transit needs lo develop an
iregrated, multimodal ransporiation system.

e Maximize bicvele, pedesirian, and ansit sefety and mohility through sach
project’s life cvele.

“Cudrrans Japroves mobility arrosy Califorsia”
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APPLICABILITY

All departmentsl employees.

4.

2, 2eof

RANDELL H. IWASAKI
Chief Deputy Director

Date Signed

“Caltrans improves mobility aevoss Cnlifornin®
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

United States Department of Transportation
Policy Statement on Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodation
Regulations and Recommendations

Signed on March 11, 2010 and announced March 15, 2010

Purpose

'The United States Department of Transportation (DOTY is providing this Policy Statement to reflect the Department’s support for the
development of fully integrated active transportation networks. The establishment of well-connected walking and bicycling networks is
an important component for livable communities, and their design should be & part of Federal-aid project developments. Walking and
bicyciing foster safer, more fivable, family-friendly comwnunities; promote physical activity and heatth; and reduce vehitle emissions
and fuel use. Legistation and regulations exist that require inclusion of bicycle and pedestrian policies and projects into transportation
plans and project development. Accordingly, transportation agencies should plan, fund, and implement improvements to their walking
and bicycling networks, inciuding linkages to transit. In addition, DOT encourages transportation agencies to go beyond the minimum
requirements, and proactively provide convenlent, safe, and context-sensitive facilities that foster increased use by bicyclists and
nedestrians of all ages and abilities, and utilize universal design characteristics when appropriate. Transportation programs and
facitiries should accommodate people of afl ages and abilities, including people too young to drive, peopie who cannot drive, and
neople who choose not to drive.

Policy Statement

The DOT policy is to incorporate safe and convenient watking and bicydiing facilities into transportation projects. Every transportation
agency, including DOT, has the responsibility to improve conditions and oppoertunities for walking and bicycling and to integrate
walking and bicycling into their transportation systems. Because of the numerous Individual and community benefits that walking and
hicycting provide — including health, safety, environmental, transportation, and quality of life — transportation agencies are
encouraged te go beyond minimurn standards to provide safe and convenient facilities for these modes.

Authority

This policy is based on varicus sections in the United States Code {U.5.C.) and the Code of Federal Regudations (CFR} in Title 23—
Highways, Title 49--Transportation, and Title 42--The Public Health and Welfare. These sections, provided in the Appendix, describe
how bicydists and pedestrians of all abllities should be involved throughout the planning process, should not be adversely affected by
other transportation projects, and should be able fo track annual obligations and expenditures on nonmotorized transportation

facilities,

iRecommended Actions

The DOT encourages States, focal governments, professional associations, community organizations, public transportation agencies,
land other government agencies, to adopt similar policy statements on bicydle and pedestrian accommuodation as an indication of their
commitment to accommodating bicyclists angd pedestrians as an integral element of the transportation system. In support of this
ommirment, fransportation agencies and loes commusmities should go beyvond minimum design standards and reguirements o creats
safe, sitrective, susiginable, sceessible, and convenient Dowdiing and walkking natworks, Such actiens should include:

« Considering walldng and bicydling as eguals with other transporiation modes: The primary goal of 3 transporiation system is o
safely and effidently move people and goods. Walking and bloyding are officlent transoostation modes for most short trips and,
where convenient intermoedal sysbams exist, these nonmotorized trips can easily be linked with transit to significantly increase
wip distance, Becauss of the benefits they provide, transportation agencies should give the same prionly to walking and
bicydiing as is given 1o other transportation modes. Wallking and bicycling should not be an afterthought in readway design.

« Ensuring that there are transportation cholces for people of ail ages and abilitles, especially children: Pedestrian and bicycle
faciiities should meet accessibiiity reguirements and provide safe, convenient, and interconnected transportation networks, For
sxampie, children should have safe ard convenlent options for waiking or bloydiing to school and parks, People who cannot or
prefer not to drive shouid have safe end efficlent rensportation cholces,

« {oing beyond minimum desion standards: Transporiation sgencles are encouraged, when possible, 1o aveid designing walking
and bioyoling facilities to the minimurn standards. Por example, shared-use paths that have been designed fo minimum widih
renuirements will need retrofits a3 more people use them, T is more effective to plan for increased usags than to refrofit an

hittp:/fwwew. Cot.gov/affairs/ 2010/ bicycle-ped. htmlf 671 1/2010 1:41:50 PN 10-1022.C.123
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slder facility. Planning projects for the long-term shoutd anticipate hkely future demand for bicycling and walking facilities and
not preciude the provision of future improvements,

s Integrating bicycie and pedestrian accommodation on pew, rehabilltated, and Hrmited-access bridges: DOT encourages Bloyols
and pedestrian accommaodation on bridge projects including facilities on lmited-access bridges with connections to streets or
paths,

« Collecting data on walking and biking trips: The best way to improve transportation networks for any mode is to collect and
analyze trip data to optimize investments, Walking and bicyciing trip data for many communities are facking. This data gap can
be overcome by establishing routine collection of nonmotorized trip information. Communities that routinety collect walking and
micyoling data are able to track trerds and prioritize investments to ensure the success of new facilities, These data are also
valuabie in lnking walking and bicycling with transit.

« Setting mode share targets for walking and bicyding and tracking them over time: A byproduct of improved data collection is
rhat communities can astablish targets for increasing the percentage of trips made by walking and bicydling,

. Removing snow from sidewslks and sharad-use paths: Current maintenance provisions require pedestrian faciliies built with
Federal funds to be maintained in the same manner as other roadway assets. State Agendies have generally established lavels
of sarvice on various routes especially as refated to snow and ice events,

. Improving nonmotorized facilities during maintenance projects: Many transportation agencies spend most of their transportation
funding on maintenance rather than on censtructing new facilities. Transportation agencies should find ways to make faciity
inprovernents for pedestrians and bicyclists during resurfacing and other maintenance projects.

Conclusion

Incraased commitment to and nvestment in bicyde facliities and walking networks can help meat goals for cleaner, healthier air; less
congested roadways, and more livable, safe, cost-efficient sommunities. Walking and bicycling provide iow-cost mobility options that
clace fewer demands on local roads and highways, DOT recogrizes that safe and convenient walking and bicycling facilities may look
different depending on the context — appropriate facilities i a rural community may be different from a dense, urban area. However,
regardiess of regional, climate, and population density differances, it is important that pedestrian and bicycle facilities be integrated
into transportation systems. While DAY leads the effort to provide safe and convenient accommodations for pedestrians and bicyclists,
success witl ultimately depend on transportation agencies across the country embracing and implemeanting this policy.

Ray LaMood, United States Secretary of Transportation

APPENDIX
Key Statutes and Regulations Regarding Walking and Bicycling

Planining Requirements

The State and Metropalitan Planning Organization {MPO) planning regulations describe how walking and bicycling are to be

L ccommodated throughout the planning process (e.g., see 23 CFR 450.200, 23 CFR 450,300, 23 U.5.C. 134(h), and 135{d}}.
onmotorists must be allowed to participate in the planning process and transportation agencies are required to integrate walking
and bicycling faciiities and programs In their transportation plans to ensure the operability of an intermodal transportation system.
Key sections from the U.S.C. and CFR include, with italics added for emphasis:

. The scope of the metropelitan planning process "will address the following factors..(2) Increase the safety for motorized and
non-motorized users: {3} Increase the security of the transportation system for matorized and non-motorized users; (4)
Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the gquality of i#fe,..” 23 CFR 450.306{a). See 23
CFR 450,206 for similar State requirements.

« Metropolitan transportation plans ".shall, at & minimum, inciude. existing and proposed transportation fadiiities (including MG
roadways, transit, multimodal and intermodat facilities, pedestrian walkways and bicycle facilities, and intermodal conneciors
that should function as an integrated metropolitan transportation system.." 23 CFR 450.322{(f1. See 23 CFR 450.216{g} for
shmiilar State requiremerts.

« The plans and transportation mprovement programs ITIPs) of aif metropolitan areas “shall provide for the development and
integrated management and operation of transportation systems and facilities (including accessible pedestrian walkways and
Bicycle transportation facifities).” 23 U.S.C 134{c)(2) and 4% U.S.0. S303(cH2Y. 23 CFR 450,324(c) stetes that the TIF “shali
inciude | fvails projects, pedestrian walkways; and bicyde Tadiiities..”

. 37 CFR 450.316{a) stetes that "The MPOs shall develop and use 2 doCumenied participation plan that defines & process for
providing. representatives of users of pedestran wallkways and bioydle fransportation fagiities, and reprasentstives of the
disabled, and other intsrested parties with reasonable opportanities o te involver! s the metroncliten planning process.” 23
CER ASD.710/8) contains similar anguags for States. See also 23 EC

13403}5), 135£3}, 49 U.5.C. 5303(13(5), and
5304532 for additional information about participation by interasted parties,

Profibition of Roulte Severancs

The Secretary has the authority to withhold approval for projedts that would negatively impact pedestrians and bicychists under
cartain circumstances, Koy refersnces i the OFR and U.S.C inciude

act o7 take any regulstory acton under this title that will resuit in the severande of Bn
erse wnpast on the safety for nonmetorized transportation traffic and light

tory actinn provides for 3 reasonable alitemste rouls o such & route exists.” 23

» "The Secretary shall not approve any oo
existing el route or have signifitant
mootoroyoies, unless such projecy of regu
U5 108G
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*In any case where a highway bridge deck being replaced or rehabiitated with Federat financtal participation is located on a
highway on which bicycles are permitted to operate at each end of such bridgs, and the Secretary determings that the safe
accommaodation of bicycles can be provided at reasonable cost as part of such replacement or rehabiitation, then such bridge
shall be so repiaced or rehabilitated as to provide such safe accommodations.” 23 U.5.C. 217(e). Although this statutory
requirement only mentions bicycles, DOT encourages States and locat governments to apply this same policy to pedestrian
facilities as well,

« 23 CFR 652 provides "procedurss rejating to the provision of pedestrian and bicycle accommuodations on Federsi-aid projects,
and Federal participation in the cost of these accomimodations and projects.”

Profect Documentalion

« “ln metropotitan planning areas, on an annual basis, no iater than 990 calendar days following the end of the program year, the
State, public transportation operator(s), and the MPG shall cooperatively develop a Hsting of projects {including Investiments in
pedestrian walkways and bicycle transportation facilities) for which funds under 23 U.S.C. or 49 L.5.C. Chapter 53 were
chligated in the preceding program year.” 23 CFR 332(a}.

Accessibility for All Pedestrians

« Public rights-of-way and facilities are required to be accessible to persons with disabilities through the following statutes:
Section 504 of the Rehabititation Act of 1973 (Section 504) (29 U.5.C. §794) and Title H of the Americans with Disabilities Act
of 1990 (ADA) {42 U.5.C. §§ 12131-12164),

« The DOT Section 504 reguiation requires the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to monitor the compliance of the seif-
evaluation and fransition plans of Federab-aid recipients (49 CFR §27.11). The FHWA Division offices review pedestrian access
comphance with the ADA and Section 504 as part of their routine oversight activities as defined in thelr stewardship plans.

« FHWA posted its Glarificat] g ¢ 38 o i AccessiBility to explain how to accommodate accessibility in

policy, planning, and projects.

http:/ fvewre dot.gov/affairs/ 20140/bicycle-ped htmi[6/1172010 £:41:50 Pl 10-1022.C.125
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D. Existing Conditions Checklist
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THRANSPORTATION

COBMMISSION

550 Bain Street Suite € | Placerlie CA 95867 | 1eb 530542 5260 S S50 647 5250 braeedicioom

Existing Conditions Checklist

Date of Survey: By:

Area Surveyed (Street; from - to):

Type of Street: [ IMajor collector {IMinor Cottector [Mside
Type of Bikeway: [_IClass | (Bike Path) [_IClass lf (Bike Lane)
[ ICtass 11t (Bike Route) [_]Class IV {Shared Access)
If Shared Access, how much shoulder width exists?
[730-2 Foot [12-4 Foof

["14 Feet or greater

Signage: [ IBike Path [ IBike Lane [ |Bike Route [‘None

Sidewalks present: [ |Yes, both sides {_IYes, one side only (if so which side, N/SIE/W?)
{"INo Sidewalk

Curb cuts at corners: | |Yes [[No

On-Street Parking: [ Jdaytime [ Jovernight [ Jboth [Mdor't know

Leads to activity center: Mves MiNa [_HLarger cotlector street

Which onels): 8chool [MPark [ JShopping Center

- Employment Center

Bicycle Facliities at activity centers:

Terminus Points:

Secret Connections:

Crosswalks: | lves [Thn Whers:
Traffic Controls af crosswalksicomers? Yes o

Special Opportunities or Challenges:
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DEFINITIONS:

Class | bikeway — “Bike Path” - Eight-foot {8") wide minimum with two foot (27}

graded shoulder and striped down the middie, provide a completely separated right-ofway
designated for the exclusive use of bicycies and pedestrians with cross flows by

motorists minimized. NOTE: {does not always have the 2 1t graded shoulder)

Class Il bikeways - “Bike Lane”- Four (4) to five (5) feet wide shoulder on the
roadway with "Bike Lane” signage and striping that provides a restricted right-of-way
designated for the exclusive or semi-exclusive use of bicycles with through travel by
motor vehicles or pedestrians prohibited, but with vehicle parking and cross flows by
pedestrians and motorist permitted.

Class Hl bikeways — “Bike Route” - Roadway shoulder, signed as "Bike Routg”

and can be on-street or off-street, which provides a right-of-way designated by signs or
permanent marking and shared with pedestrians or motorists.

Class IV bikeways — "Shared Use Roadway” — no signs, no additional right-ofway.
Sidewalk - paved surface, no siriping or signage, no minimum width,

Trail - not a paved surface, couid be a multi-use frail, single track or fire road.

Curb cuts ~ reduction of curb height to match the roadway 1o accommodate
wheeled access

Rolled curbs — sidewaiks that are at road height with a rolled drainage gutter
that is between the edge of road and edge of sidewalk.

Crosswalks - striped markings across roadways, usually at intersections, to
accommodate pedestrian/bicycle cross-traffic.

Activity Center — End of trip destination such as schools, shopping centers,
public bulidings, parks, employment centers

Connection Points — Bicycle transport and parking facilities that connect with
and use other transporiation modes including, but not fimited to, park & ride lots, bus
stops, rail and transit terminals.

Bicycle Facilities — for changing and storing clothes and equipment that can

include, but are not limited to, locker. restroom, shower facilities, racks. air pumps,
drinking fountains.
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F. Agency and Public Comments and Responses

 Dorado County Blevds Transporiation Plan
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COMMENT:

Aaron Cabaccang

Caltrans

Associate Transportation Planner
District 3 Marysvifle

1. Executive Summary: First paragraph and throughout the document there are references to
the “Caltrans” Streets and Highways Code. It shouid read “California” Streets and Highways
Code

2. Chapter 3 — Page 5: Land Use Development: Within these poficies mention of complying and
encouraging complete streets, and implementation of Senate Bill 375 (SB 375) should be added
where appropriate

3. Chapter 5 —~ Maps: Designate and fist ali proposed projects within Caitrans right of way, or on
state highway system in both maps and corresponding tables

4. Chapter 6 — Page 8§: BIKEWAY IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY: Under
“Recommendations” and the following paragraph, shoulder widths are expressed in both
English and Metric units. Units should be consistent

5. Chapter 6 — Page 9: BIKEWAY IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY: Under “Class |l Bikeway
{Bike lane) Reducing the number of lanes.” SR 49 in moist locations does not have standard
shoulders. Class Il bike lanes on SR 49 will require widening of the pavement to provide the
minimum 4-foot shoulders

RESPONSE:

1. Based on your comment all references to “Caltrans” Streets and Highways Code wers
changed fo “California” Streets and Highways Code.

2.Based on your comment, Policy 7H was added to Chapter 3 to encourage “complete streets”
(Chapter 3, page 5). Senate Bill 375 (SB 375} requires metropolitan planning organizations
(MPOQOs) to implement SB 375. EDCTC, as a Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA),
is not required to implement SB 375.

3. All projects within Caltrans right of way or on the stafte highway system are listed and
designated in both maps and corresponding tables.

4. Based on your comment the unit of measurement throughout the BTP is expressed in English
units.

5. Comment noted.

COMMENT:
Bob Smart

1. Bike fo work month data could be used mors 1o show trends, sic

2. Bike lockers at new transi facilities should be shown in Section 4.2

3. In Table 4-6, under comments on Salmon Falls Road, add that i is a popular recreation rouie
with Hes o gectourism and wineries

4. Pleasant Valley Road from Big Cut Road to the Y has become a cormuter route and will ba
seeing more — ties to new bridge across Waber Cresk

5. In Section 5.2 describe the area as Diamond Springs-E! Dorado. The Diamond Springs-El
Dorado Community Region extends fo the College

8. Section 5.7, think the priority needs to be from Mother Lode o Shingle Springs

7.Put in Highway 50 bike ped facility on Weber Cr. Bridge
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8. Chapter © cost estimates may be low

9. Designate a Class | route north of Missouri Flat Road from US 50 to Fomni Road / Herbert
Green

10. Enterprise and Commerce Class |

11. Clean up thinking on Wild Chaparral

12. Table 5-4a - Zandoneila could be featured as a climbing lane for Pleasant Valiey Road

RESPONSE:

1. El Dorado Countly participation in the annual “May is Bike Month” campaign was broken down
o show trends in number of participating residents, total commute miles logged, and total miles
logged belween 2006 and 2010 (Chapter 2, page 7).

2.Bike lockers at new transit facilities were included in Section 4.2.2, Chapter 4, page 4.

3. The connection of Saimon Fafis Road to geotourism and wineries was noted in
"Miscellaneous” comments section in Table 4-6, Chapter 4, page12.

4. Comment noted.

5. Based on your comment the “Major Activity Centers” list in Chapter 5, page3, Section 5,2,
was revised to read "Diamond Springs / El Dorado.

6. Based on your comment, the “Mother Lode Drive in £l Dorado to Mother Lode Drive in
Shingle Springs” segment was made the second highest priority segment of the &I Dorado Trail
as shown in Chapter 5, page 8.

7. Based on your comment the bicycle and pedestrian facility on the eastbound US 50 Weber
Creek Bridge with connecting bike path between Missouri Flat Road and Placerville Drive was
added to the completed projects fist in the Executive Summary.

8. The “Bikeway Cost Estimates” in Chapter 8, page 1, are planning-level estimates and are
based on the most recently completed Ei Dorado County Department of Transportation Projects
and consultation with Calirans.

§. Based on your comment a Class | bike path parallel to the north side of Missouri Fiat Road
from Perks Court and Forni Road was added to the proposed projects list (Chapter 5, page 15).
10. Based on your comment, Cormmmerce Drive and Enterprise Way were changed to Class i
from Class lil (Chapter 5, page 15).

11. The area between Wild Chaparral and Palmer Drive is controfled by BLM. The language for
5.12.1(Chapter 5, page 14) was drafted with input from BLM and EI Dorado County.

12. Based on your comment Zandonella Road was suggested as a potential climbing lane in
fieu of cyclists using Pleasant Valley Road in Table 5-4c.

COMMENT:
Mike Bean

Dan,
Not sure If | gave you my suggestions after the last maeting but here they are:

1. Designate Prospector road as Class [ biks route

2. Add 5 mile Class 1 bike lanes on Marshall Rd from Highway 49 to Prospector Rd

3. Add Class | bike lanes on Lotus Road from Highway 48 t© Mountain View or Bassi Road

4. Add Class 1l bike Ianes on Lotus Road from Mountain View or Bassi Road 1o bottom of Lotus
Grade where shouider become defacto biks lanes

5. Work with MGD State park on Class 1, ll, and 11l solution to get riders through park along
Highway 48 from intersection of Cold Springs Road and intersection of Lotus Road
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RESPONSE:

1. Based on your comment Prospector Road was proposed as a Class Hll bike route {Chapfer 5,
page 17]

2.Based on your comment Class Il bike lanes on Marshall Road between SR 49 and Prospector
Road was proposed as a Tier 2 improvement (Chapter 5, page 18],

3.Phase 1 of the Lotus Road Bike Lanes includes Class Il bike lanes on Lotus Road from Gold
Hilf Road to SR 48 (with emphasis on SR 49 fo Bassi Road]}.

4. Phase 1 of the Lotus Road Bike Lanes includes Class Il bike lanes on Lotus Road from Gold
Hilf Road fo SR 49, which includes Lotus Road from Bassi Road to the bottom of Lotus Grade.
5 EDCTC continues to work in partnership with Marshail Gold Discovery Historic State Park
and El Dorado County to identify opportunities to increase bicycle and pedestrian opportuntlies
in the SR 48 corridor through the park.

COMMENT:
Dave Cassel

Thanks for the information Dan, you are bringing me up to speed on many bicycle related
projects in the county over the last few years and | appreciate it...

At the working meeting with Jerry and Bob Smart, | thought Jerry mentioned the POC at
Bedford Ave was first constructed in 2002? Then | just read a document mentioning it was torn
down and rebuilt in 20082 This may be significant to making the class 1 connection to Folsom
from Saratoga Bivd, as it is an example of spending additional funds to tear out and reconstruct
a bicycle facility already in place. For instance, due to the economy i we anticipate the
developer not developing the property for 10 — 15 years that would connect to Saratoga, then it
might be feasible for the County to fund and build the class I even though we know it may be
updated in the future. Not the most ideal situation 1 admit, yet it would be a disaster to wait 10-
15 years for the developer to install the class 1.

Can you show me on a map tomorrow night the bike/ped facilities for the Missouri Flat Phase
1B project? | think a picture will show me what is happening with that project... | also wonder if
additional resources from the County were spent on the El Dorado Hilf Blvd POC over the last
few years would have made a difference for the project to be "shovel ready” and able to take
advantage of the ARRA funds as other bicycle related projects have recently. ..

Thanks and | will ses you tomorrow,
Dave

RESPONSE:

1, The Bedford Avenue pedestrian overcrossing was planned [n 1954 and was constructed in
15955 as part of the expressway through the City of Placerville. The fify-three year old faclity
was torn down and rebuflt in 2008-2008 as part of the US 50 Operational Improvements Project.
Class I bike lanes are proposed as a Tier 2 project as part of the extensfon of Saratoga Drive fo
fron Point Road. A temporary Class | facility would need to be considered in future bicycie
transportation planning or as a recreational trail project through E1 Dorado County Departrnernt
of Transporfation.
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2. The El Dorado Hills Pedestrian Overcrossing (POC) project is an integral component of the
larger El Dorado Hills Boulevard Interchange project. The POC project development scheduie is
tied to the El Dorado Hills Boulevard Interchange project schedule, which itsslf is dependent
upon completion of the$47.9 million US 80 HOV Lanes Phase 1 Project, which is scheduled to
be completed in June 2011, Delivery of the US 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1 Project was made
possible by the award of a 320 million grant in 2007. Unless Ef Dorade County was able fo fully
fund the US 50 HOV Lanes Phase 1 Project several years prior to 2007. the POC couid not
have been “shovel ready” according to American Reinvestment and Recovery Act (ARRA)
timelines. As it does with roadway projects, EDCTC continues lo aggressively pursue funding
for bikeway facitity projects, including the EI Dorado Hills POC.

COMMENT:
Dave Cassel

Dan, thanks for your updated estimate of $650K if the County were to try and build the Saratoga
Way Class [l without waiting for developers to develop the site. The priority for the project
makes a lot more sense now. You bring up an interesting challenge--how to make apples-to-
apples comparisons for bike projects and priorities throughout the County. | am wondering if all
of the bike projects in the County-—{priority projects, priority projects—EIl Dorado Trail, US 50
Corridor—slides 14-23 and in the updated County Bicycle Transportation Plan) could be put into
one simple spreadsheet in priority order. | believe another member mentioned this at the
meeting at the June 30th meeting at the Cameron Park Library. | am also hoping a couple of
new columns could be added to the spreadsheet for clarity. For instance using the Saratoga
Way connection as an example:

Cost if
Years project
Priority Segment Distance | Cost to“ started Discussion
begin now

project without
restrictions

Project connects Bl Dorado
Hills to Folsom along Saratoga

Class il bike Way and lron Pt Road.
lanes-- “*Project costs provide Class |l
extension of striping after deveioper mstalls
5 Sairamga 5 miles | 5150k 10+ SEECK r:&acéwag Estimated 10+ years
Wy befors developer ready o
cormariion implement profect. T Proect
with fron PL cosis increase to 3650k with
Road right-of-way purchases and
street paving plus Class §i
siriping.
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Having all of the projects listed on one spreadsheet in priority order with the additional
information adds clarity and transparency for all of the projects. It would have been helpful to me
ity understanding the challenges to installing the Saratoga Way bike lanes, and might be helpful
to the County Supervisors when prioritizing projects, ete. | understand it may be too late to
update the County Bicycle Transportation Plan, yet it might be an important toot as a
supplemental document or a working document for the Supervisors to help prioritize the projects
in the coming years... Just a thought, and feel free to add additional information. or provide
added comments. it just makes a better end product. ..

Thanks everyone, and | am looking forward to working with everyone in hopes of having the
Hwy 50 Overcrossing built in the next few years... Talk {o you soon,

Dave

rar——

RESPONSE:
Projects are currently prioritized as Tier 1, 2 or 3 projects in each general area of the County.

The Bicycle Transportation Plan (BTP) does not atfempt to prioritize the total number of bikeway
facifity projects on an overall County-wide basis. However, Chapter 6 of the BTP provides a list
of 8 priority projects within the County that represent the highest priority Tier 1 projects for
implementation. The cost estimates in the Bicycle Transportation Plan (BTF) are planning level,
conceptual cost estimates for the construction of bikeway facilities in Ef Dorado County. The
cost estimates are intended fo be used to develop generaljzed construction cost estimates and
project prioritization. More detailed cost estimates are developed after preliminary engineering.
Until preliminary engineering and environmental documentation have been completed it is not
possible to know whether or not a project can move forward with or without "restrictions”.

COMMENT:
Lindell Price

General comments--

e Bicycle commute facilities should be planned and designed for pre-dawn, after-dark, all-
weather use. Bicycle commuting is not be limited to fair weather and day-time hours. We
need more Class il routes.

« [Designate lower speed, lower volume roads as Class Il bicycling routes. Begin
implementing bicycle boulevards. Evaluate sight lines at intersections to insure that
bicyciists can see, and be seen.

» Provide bicycle racks in addition to lockers at more transit stops.

Comments referring to specific pages. Please note. my comments are in fafics; suggesied
changes in reguiar print, hold or red; suggested deletions in strike through,

1. p. 2-7 Suggested deletion: Many motorists do not understand the concept of ‘sharing the
road’ with bicyclists, or why a bicyclist may need to ride in the trave! lane if there is no shoulder.
Delete "if there is no shoulder”. There are many other circamstances when a bicyciist may need
to ride In the travel lane, for example when pedesfrians are walking on the shoulder because

there is no sidewalk,
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2. p. 3-2 Suggest addifion-- Policy 14 Apply principles of CPTED (Crime Prevention Through
Environmental Design} to select bicyciing routes and build bicycling facilities that invite

routine use for transportation including pre-dawn and after-dark commuting. Consuit with law
enforcement regarding security, patrot and response for Class | bicycie facilities comparable to
other transportation routes.

3. p. 3-2 Suggested addition--

Policy 2C: Develop a countywide bike map, bicycling safety publications, and campaigns to
encourage safe cycling, prevent wrong way riding. and educate local law enforcement about
enforcing proper cycling and driving on roads shared with cyclists.

4. Policy BA: Work with the El Dorado County Transit Authority to install bike lockers and bike
racks where appropriate and to maintain and install bike racks on buses.

5. p. 3-5 Suggest adding--

Policy 71: Make bicycling an inviting transportation mode with complete streets that complete
bicycle friendly connections between origins and destinations, using complete street designs,
traffic catming, bicycle boulevards and low-speed, low-volume local service roads.

8. Park and Ride Lot Location Number of Lockers, Number in use May 2010

Cameron Park — Cambridge Drive/Highway 50 2 hike lockers, 2 in use. El Dorado Transit
maintains bike lockers at four locations in E| Dorado County

7. p. 4-4 Suggested addition to 4.3

Narrower motor-vehicle travel lanes can help reduce motorist's speeds, while providing
additional room for bicyclists. Without sidewalks, pedestrians often use the same part of the
road as cyclists; so adding sidewalks can improve bicycling conditions.

8. p. 4-7 Comment Table 4-1

Shiva Valley -- Needs bicycle lanes and sidewalks where it crosses Highway 50 extending at
teast between Oak Meadow School and continuing on White Rock Road to Valley View
Parkway.

9. p. 4-8 Table 4-2 Please add

Cameron Park Drive at Highway 50. Difficult to see cyclists in shade under overcrossing.
Cyclists need to position themselves in the middle of the lane, where they can be seen.
Northbound cyclists are in danger from motorists entering the freeway on-ramp, so
cyclists may need to use no. 1 lane. Also northbound cycfists are likely to want to want
to turn left onto Country Club, in which case cyclists will need to use the no. 1 lane.
Sharrows and “BIKES USE FULL LANE” sign are needed for both northbound and
southbound Cameron Park Drive at Highway 50. See: http://home.swbell.net/mpion/
bikesusefulilane.html

10. p. 5-1 Correction

while eliminating major safety concerns, such as narrow roadways. Narrowing roadways is used
as a technique to improve safely by slowing traffic. Narrow roadways is not a good example,
since narrow roadways sometimes provide good bicycling conditions.

11. p. 5-2 Suggestion. .

Consider bicycle boulevards as the preferred on-street bikeway faciiity for some locations.

12 p. 5-3 Suggested addition

These rural roads are predominantly used for recreational cycling. Just es oriving to s ski area
is transportation, riding to or from a recrestional cycling trip is transporiation, and
bicysle connections to amenities such a8 food and lodging should be Included as nayl of
aur transporiation system.

13. p. 5-3 Please delete; explanation above for p. 5-1 Motorist education on the rights of
bicyclists is virtually non-existent. Many motorists mistakenly believe that bicyclists do not have
the right to ride in travel lanes and that they should be riding on sidewalks. Many motorists do
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not understand the concept of “sharing the road” with bicyclists, or why a bicyclist may need to

ride in the travel lane if there i3 no shoulder.

14. p. 5-3 Suggesiad addition

Folsom Lake College Ei Dorads Centar

16. p. 5-4 Correction

Update Existing Multi-modal Centers Coach Lane is no longer a Commuter Bus Stop. Updafe
with cotrect current information for Ponderosa and Cambridge stops.

18. p. 5-5 Section 5.6 Intersections and barrier crossings need to be more fully addressed, and
will require improvements in order to provide good bicycle routes. The US 50 Corridor Bike
Route ~ Camino to Folsom crossing of Highway 50 and crossing of Bass Lake Road are
examples of crossings that need fo be addressed

17.p. 5-6

Re-consider the order of the priorities to provide needed local connections in the phasing of the
The US 50 Corridor Bike Route.

18. 5.8 Include bicycling directions, and bicycle parking information in directions to public
facilities including. schools, libraries, city and county offices. courts (include in Jury surmmons).
19. Beginning on p. 5-10 add Bike racks at government facilities and courts regularly
visited by the public for the various regions.

20. p. 5-10 Please clarify- Table 5.1a: Tier 1 Tong Road —~ EDH to Gid Bass Lake Connection
21.p. 512 Update

We road from El Dorado Hills to Cameron Park on Tong Road and Old Bass Lake Road
recently, and encountered no gates. Should this be moved to completed projects?

22. p. 5-12 Please clarify

Over-crossing or under-crossing? Which?

23.

5-13 For Country Club Drive consider reversing or revising Phase 1 and Phase 2. There is more
immediate need for bicycle access to shopping and business areas near Cameron Park

Drive and Country Club than for bicycle access west of Merrychase. Extending Class If bicycle
lanes far enough west to provide access to the schools, library and community center would be
good. but fewer people will use the segment west of Merrychase immediately. Can we wait for
Country Club to be realfigned, or do Class If lanes need to be marked in the interim? The plan to
provide Class Il bike lanes on Country Club to a Class | bike path to Old Bass Lake Road fo
Tong Road is wonderful, but will get less immediate use than other parts of Country Club.
Cambridge Drive Country Club Drive to Merrychase Drive .5 Class I Bike Lanes — Class Il bike
fanes need to continue across Highway 50 to Crazy Horse Road. Sidewalks are also needed in
this segment. This should be a Tier | project

RESPONSE:

1. Based on your comment Chapter 2, page 7 was revised fo read: * ... such as the absence of
a shoulder or when pedestrians or vehicles occupy a bike lane.”

2. There are specific quidelines in the Highway Design Manual, Chapter 1000, Bikeway Planning
and Design, which discuss safely and design. Policy 3.1.2 includes the objective of HNprOVINgG
“bicycle education and enforcement and promote bicycle safety and awarensss Drograms”

3 Based on your commaents Policy 2C was changed o read: *._educate local law enforcement
about enforcing proper cycling and educate motorists about sharing roads with cyclists.

4. Based on your comments Policy 54 was amended to include “and hike racks.”

5. Policy 7H, Chapter 3, page 5, addresses complete streets and complying with Caftrans
Deputy Directive 64-R1, Complete Streets - Integrating the Transportation System.
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6. Park and Ride Lot information, including the number of lockers at each location and the
number rented was confirmed with Ef Dorado Transit Authority staff.

7. Comment noted.

8. Class I bike lanes are proposed on the entire length of Silva Valley Parkway and Class il
bike lanes are exfsting on White Rock Road from Joerger Cut-Off Road to Carson Crossing
Road.

8. Comment noted.

10. Comment noted.

11. Comment noted.

12. Comment noted.

13. Commenied noted.

14. Based on your comment “El Dorado Cenfer” was added after "Folsom Lake College” in
Chapter &, page 3.

15. Based on your comment the information on existing multi-modal centers was updated.

16. Comment noted. The crossing of US 50 at the Ponderosa Road Interchange will be
addressed during the Ponderosa Road Interchange Improvements project and the crossing of
Bass Lake Road will be addressed in the Country Club Drive Extension project.

17. Comment noted.

18. Comment noted.

19. Comment noted.

20. Based on your comment Table 5-1a, Chapter 5, page 10, was changed to read “Old” Bass
Lake Road.

21. While the gates are currently down, it is not yet known If this is a permanent situation. The
project will remain in the BTP as there are improvements to Old Bass Lake Road that can be
made to improve its condition as a bikeway facility.

22. The final design of the El Dorado Hills Pedestrian Overcrossing has not yet been completed
so the option remains for it fo be either an overcrossing or an undercrossing.

23.Based on your comnment the Class Il bike lanes on Country Ciub Drive from Cambridge Road
to Cameron Park Drive is now Phase 1 and is a Tier 1 Proposed Improvemeni. The Class Il bike
lanes project on Country Club Drive from Bass Lake Road to Cambridge Road is now a Class |
facility due to the proposed realignment of Country Club Drive. The project is Phase 2and is a
Tier 2 Proposed improvement,

COMMENT:
Manny De Aguino

Hello Dan,

Hope you are enjoving the cool summer weather--wow. | just wanted to get back to you on

the draft Bike Plan. Just a few brief comments. First of all, the product looks good. On the
County Plan, Ch. 5, p. 2 the recommendation is right on target. | provides a firm position on the
nead to inchude bike lanes with road improvements. Ch. 8, o 6: the tabis sals out grest
privrities. Thay are well chosen,

Martha and | recently road bikes in Toronto, Canada. The city has a bike magp which

includes Type 1, 2, and 3 routes. The routes are numbered on the bike map and signed on the
roadway, .., "Bike Route 35", It made it relatively sasy for us to get around a city with

which we are not familiar. Both a system bike map and road signage that corresponds with
the map would be an asset o the plan.
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Regards and see you around,
Manny

RESPONSE:

5.8, Marketing Strategy, Chapter 5, page 9 recommends developing a Countywide bicycle map.
When developed, the map could Incorporate your comments based on the bicycle map from
Toronto, Canada, and the corresponding roadway sigriage.

COMMENT:
Stanley Price

1. Use sharrows where the shoulder or lanes narrows requiring motorists and bicyclists to share
a lane, for example on northbound Cambridge approaching Green Valley Road, where the curb
reduces the width of the shoulder with no prior notice {fo preserve a very large oak tree). Place
sharrows in the middle of vehicle lanes, never in bike lanes.
2. Change road standards; Caltrans does not build local roads; using Caltrans state highway
standards results in over-sized local roads. Mark narrower vehicle fane widths to slow traffic.
Educate road painters to mark narrower lanes. Provide input on all restriping projects for the
succeeding projects (three years for example).
3. Add libraries and churches to the destinations. Bicycle and pedestrian access to destinations
should appear to be like the spokes of a wheel, coming from every direction to the destinations.
4. Mark more Class il lanes on the map; existing Class Il routes need to be identified. Mark as
Class it

Ponderosa Road

Hastings, Green Valley to Starbuck

Knollwood, Cambridge Road to Cambridge Road

Castana or Placitas to Country Club

Malcomb Dixon Road
5. Cambridge should be Class I from Crazy Horse Road to Green Valley
6. Bicycle friendly signal timing and detection is needed. Examples include:

Cambridge and Green Valley

Merry Chase and Cambridge
7. Recreation must ot be ruled out of “transportation”. Bicycie tourism is a viable atiraction of
El Dorado County to visitors. I've said, "There is no easy riding in El Dorado County”. The
chaltenging topography is atfractive fo recreational bicyclists looking for challenging, scenic
rides. Help make El Dorado County a cyclists destination. Mark Class il routes. Provide route
information for visiting cyclists; mark and map more Class Il routes. Bring recreational cyclists
the last mile to local restaurants, lodging, and local atfractions.

RESPONSE:

1, Comment noted,

2. Ei Dorado County roads are designed according o standards contained in the Bl Dorado
County Highway Design Manual, The American Association of Stale Highway and
Transportation Officials (AASHTO: and the Siate of California Deparfrnent of Transporiafion
{Caftrans) have published policies, procedures, and standards on highway design that are used
in conjunction with the County’s manual.
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3. Cornment noted.

4. Ponderosa Road is already propossd as a Class Il route. Malcom Dixon Road runs parallel
fo Green Valley Road, which is proposed to have Class Il bike lanes as a Tier 1 Proposed
improvement. Therefore, designating Malcom Dixon as a Class 3 bike route would provide a
duplicative, paralel facility.

5 Comment nofed.

8. Policy 1E, Chapter 3, page 1, addresses the need {o retrofit substandard bikeways o
conform to the most recent standards.

7. While the focus on the BTF is on fransportation, if does recognize the value of recreational
cycling and the connection of improved bikeway facilities to improved recreational cycling
opportunities. The Executive Summuary states: “Improvements to the bicycle transportation
system will also provide benefits to recreational cyclists and help £ Dorado County promote
geotourism and agritourism by making areas such as Ef Dorado’s wineries, Apple Hill, and the
South Fork of the American River in Coloma more accessible to tourists who chose fo visit
these areas by bicycle.”

COMMENT:
Dan,

t was reviewing the draft plan online with regard to projects I am planning and had a couple of
questions. It appears from the maps and proposed improvements list that the proposed bike
trails will follow existing Bass Lake Road in the area that the road is being relocated. As |
understand it, the new alignment of Bass L.ake Road will connect to Green Vatley at the middle
school. I'm confused as to why the bike trail would not follow that alignment instead of the soon
to be "old road”. My second question has to do with the Bass L.ake Specific Plan area. The
approved specific plan identifies a class 1 bike trail running East/West in the plan area, following
a previously approved alignment which includes meandering along the creek atop the old
Clarksville Toll Road. The alignment is identified in the specific plan docs, and | believe it was
completely analyzed in the EIR (have to double check that, but I'm pretty sure). According to the
proposed master plan, that trail is shown as class i, following along the existing alignment of
the old Lincoln Highway. Shouldn't the master plan be including the already approved alignment
of a class 1 trait in that area”? Those were a couple of things | noticed at first glance.

I haven't been tracking this plan's progress, so I'm not really in the loop per se. is this a currently
open public comment period, or has the doc already gone through that process?

Any info would be appreciated, sorry | haven't been more on top of it early on if I'm chiming in
late in the process.

Brian M. Allen, P.E.

RESPONSE:

The new Silver Springs Parkway that will extend from Bass Lake Road near the proposed Bass
{ zke Park o Green Valley Road af Fleasani Grove Middle School is expectad Io include Class
i bike lanes. On page 12, Chapter 5, the BTP discusses the Tong Road 7 Old Bass Lake Road
Houte, As part of that discussion the BTP references utiizing the proposed alignment along or
near the creek by siating: "The old Clarkville Wagon Road alignment near the creek could also

be used as the location for & Class | bike path between Silva Valley Parkway and Bass Lake

Road.”
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G. El Dorado County Board of Supervisors Resolution Number XXX-
2010

£t Dorado County Bioyde Trg Appendix
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INSERT BOARD OF SUPERVISORS RESOLUTION
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APPENDIX } |

H. El Dorado County Transportation Commission Resolution Number
10/11.XX

Ef Dovado County Bioycle Transporiation Plan Appendix
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