
AGENDA 
Regular Meeting 

El Dorado County Board of Supervisors Chambers 
330 Fair Lane, Building A, Placerville, CA 95667 

Thursday, November 7, 2024, 2:00 PM 
(or immediately following the Transit meeting, if after 2:00) 

Agendas, Supplemental Materials, and Minutes of the Commission are available on the internet at: 
https://www.edctc.org. Public records, related to an agenda item that is distributed less than 72 hours before this 
meeting, are available for public inspection during normal business hours at the EDCTC office and will be made 
available to the public on the EDCTC website. 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCEDURES:  

The EDCTC Meeting will be conducted as an in-person meeting at the location noted above. In addition, 
a remote teleconference address is listed for the public’s convenience and in the event a Commissioner 
requests remote participation due to just cause or emergency circumstances pursuant to Government 
Code section 54953(f).  

Public comment will be open for each agenda item, and citizens may comment virtually through Zoom 
utilizing the “raise hand” function. If you are participating by phone, please dial *9 to “raise hand”. The 
Secretary to the Commission will call you by the last three digits of your phone number when it is your 
turn to speak. Your comments must pertain to the subject at hand and are limited to no more than three 
minutes. By participating in this meeting, you acknowledge that you are being recorded. Please be 
advised that if a Commissioner is not participating in the meeting remotely, remote participation for 
members of the public is provided for convenience only and in the event that the Zoom connection 
malfunctions for any reason, the Commission reserves the right to conduct the meeting without remote 
access. 

If you choose not to observe or listen to the meeting but wish to make a comment on a specific agenda 
item, please submit your comment via email by 4:00 PM, Monday, November 4, to the Secretary to the 
Commission dkeffer@edctc.org. Your comment will be placed into the record and forwarded to the 
Commissioners. They may or may not be read at the meeting on your behalf. 

The El Dorado County Transportation Commission is committed to ensuring that persons with disabilities 
are provided with the resources to participate in its public meetings. Please contact the Secretary to the 
Commission if you require accommodation at 530.642.5260 or email edctc@edctc.org.

Webinar Access Link

Webinar ID:  826 8994 9991
   Phone:  1-669-219-2599 

This Commission meeting will be held at
330 Fair Lane, Bldg. A Supervisors’ 

Chambers, Placerville, California 

COMMISSIONERS 

Council Members Representing the City of Placerville 
John Clerici, Jackie Neau, David Yarbrough

Supervisors Representing the County of El Dorado 
John Hidahl, Lori Parlin, Wendy Thomas, George Turnboo 

Contact the EDCTC: 2828 Easy Street, Placerville, CA, 530.642.5260 www.edctc.org 

https://edcgov-us.zoom.us/j/82689949991
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CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

ADOPTION OF AGENDA AND CONSENT CALENDAR 

Commissioners or staff may request that an item be removed from the Consent Calendar for discussion. 
Items requested to be removed from the Consent Calendar shall be removed if approved by the 
Commission. The Commission will make any necessary additions, deletions, or corrections to the 
agenda, and determine matters to be added to, or removed from, the Consent Calendar. 

CONSENT CALENDAR

1. MINUTES FOR THE OCTOBER 3, 2024, COMMISSION MEETING (KEFFER)   
REQUESTED ACTION: The Secretary to the Commission requests correction to, or approval  
of, the Draft Action Minutes for the October 3, 2024, Commission meeting. 

2. SEPTEMBER 2024 CHECK REGISTER (KEFFER)
REQUESTED ACTION: Receive and file the September 2024 Check Register. 

3. OVERALL WORK PROGRAM BUDGET VS. ACTUAL COMPARISON FISCAL YEAR 2023/24 REPORT 

(THOMPSON)
REQUESTED ACTION: Receive and file the Overall Work Program Budget vs. Actual Comparison 
Fiscal Year 2023/24 July-June Report. 

4. MASTER FUND TRANSFER AGREEMENT BETWEEN EL DORADO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

AND CALTRANS (KEFFER)
REQUESTED ACTION: By motion, adopt Resolution 24/25.10, authorizing the Executive Director to 
sign a new Master Fund Transfer Agreement, No. 74A1631, between El Dorado County 
Transportation Commission and Caltrans. 

OPEN FORUM 

At this time, any person may comment on any item that is not on the agenda that is within the jurisdiction 
of the Commission. Please voluntarily state your name for the record. Action will not be taken on any 
item that is not on the agenda. Items requiring action will be referred to staff and/or placed on the next 
meeting agenda. Your comments will be limited to no more than three minutes. 

INFORMATION ITEMS

5. 2025-2045 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND NEXT GENERATION TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENTS 

STRATEGY UPDATE (BARTON)
REQUESTED ACTION: None. This item is for information only. 

6. DRAFT US 50 CAMINO SIGNAGE AND WAYFINDING – ACCESS MITIGATION PLAN (DELORIA)
REQUESTED ACTION: None. This item is for information only. 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 

SOUTH LAKE TAHOE - CALTRANS - COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 

ADJOURNMENT 

The next regular meeting is scheduled for 2:00 PM on December 5, 2024 at 330 Fair Lane Placerville, 
California. 
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CONSENT CALENDAR 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: NOVEMBER 7, 2024 

TO: EL DORADO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION   

FROM: DANA KEFFER, ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYST/SECRETARY TO THE 
COMMISSION 

SUBJECT: OCTOBER 3, 2024 COMMISSION MEETING 

REQUESTED ACTION: The Secretary to the Commission requests correction to, or approval of, 
the Draft Action Minutes (Attachment A) for the October 3, 2024 Commission meeting. 

Approved for Agenda: 

Woodrow Deloria, Executive Director 

Attachment A:   October 3, 2024 Minutes  



          Agenda Item 1A 

ACTION MINUTES
Regular Meeting, Thursday, October 3, 2024, 2:00 PM 

CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

Chair Thomas called the meeting to order at 2:01 PM and Vice Chair Neau led the Pledge of 
Allegiance. 

ATTENDANCE: Chair Thomas, Vice Chair Neau, Commissioners Clerici, Parlin, Turnboo, Yarbrough, 
and Caltrans Ex Officio Alex Fong. ABSENT: Commissioner Hidahl and South Lake Tahoe Ex Officio 
Cody Bass. 

ADOPTION OF AGENDA AND CONSENT CALENDAR 
There were no public comments received. 

ACTION: Commissioner Clerici made a motion to adopt the agenda and to approve or adopt 
items 1 through 5 on the Consent Calendar. The motion was seconded by Commissioner 
Yarbrough which carried as follows: 

 MOTION/SECOND:   Clerici/Yarbrough 
AYES: Clerici, Neau, Parlin, Thomas, Turnboo, Yarbrough 

ABSTAIN:  None 
NOES: None 

ABSENT: Hidahl 

1. MINUTES FOR THE SEPTEMBER 5, 2024, COMMISSION MEETING

REQUESTED ACTION: The Secretary to the Commission requests correction to, or approval  
of, the Draft Action Minutes for the September 5, 2024, Commission meeting. 

2. AUGUST 2024 CHECK REGISTER  

REQUESTED ACTION: Receive and file the August 2024 Check Register. 

3. TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT FISCAL YEAR 2023/24 STATE OF GOOD REPAIR FUNDS 

ACTUAL ALLOCATION AND CLAIM  

REQUESTED ACTION: Adopt Resolution 24/25.06 to approve the Transportation Development Act 
Fiscal Year 2023/24 State of Good Repair Funds Actual Allocation and Claim. 

4. TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT FISCAL YEAR 2023/24 ACTUAL APPORTIONMENT AND 

ALLOCATION FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS  

REQUESTED ACTION: Adopt Resolution 24/25.07 approving the Transportation Development Act   
Fiscal Year 2023/24 Actual Apportionment and Allocation for State Transit Assistance Funds. 

5. TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 

FUND CLAIM FROM EL DORADO COUNTY FOR THE EL DORADO TRAIL MISSOURI FLAT ROAD BICYCLE 

AND PEDESTRIAN OVERCROSSING PROJECT  

2828 Easy Street, Suite 1, Placerville, CA 95667  www.edctc.org  530.642.5260

Councilmembers Representing City of Placerville: John Clerici, Jackie Neau, David Yarbrough  

Supervisors Representing El Dorado County: John Hidahl, Lori Parlin, Wendy Thomas, George Turnboo 

Woodrow Deloria, Executive Director 
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REQUESTED ACTION: Adopt Resolution 24/25.08 approving a Transportation Development Act 
Local Transportation Fund Bicycle and Pedestrian Fund claim from El Dorado County 
Department of Transportation in the amount of $90,000.00 for the El Dorado Trail Missouri Flat 
Road Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing project. 

OPEN FORUM 

There was no public comments received. 

BUSINESS ITEMS 

6. FISCAL YEAR 2024/25 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM AND BUDGET, AMENDMENT 1
REQUESTED ACTION: Adopt Resolution 24/25.09, approving the Fiscal Year 2024/25 Overall 
Work Program and Budget, Amendment 1. 

         There were no public comments received. 

ACTION: Vice Chair Neau made a motion to authorize the requested action as stated. The 
motion was seconded by Commissioner Turnboo which carried as follows: 

 MOTION/SECOND:   Neau/Turnboo 
AYES: Clerici, Neau, Parlin, Thomas, Turnboo, Yarbrough 

ABSTAIN:  None 
NOES: None 

ABSENT: Hidahl 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT     

SOUTH LAKE TAHOE - CALTRANS – COMMISSIONER COMMENTS  

ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:18pm. 

The next regular meeting is scheduled for 2:00pm on November 7, 2024, at 330 Fair Lane Placerville, 
California.



Agenda Item 2

CONSENT CALENDAR 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: NOVEMBER 7, 2024 

TO: EL DORADO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION   

FROM: DANA KEFFER, ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYST 

SUBJECT: SEPTEMBER 2024 CHECK REGISTER 

REQUESTED ACTION 

Receive and file the September 2024 Check Register (Attachment A). 

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION 

The attached check listing includes payments that merit further explanation: 

Extreme Towing ................................................................................................................... $14,683.08 
 August 2024 professional services for the Freeway Service Patrol Program, Work Element 130. 

The contract with Extreme Towing was approved at the May 6, 2021, EDCTC meeting.

Approved for Agenda:

Woodrow Deloria, Executive Director 

Attachment A:   September 2024 Check Register 



Date Name Payment Memo

09/03/2024 Airespring 662.18 September 2024 Fiber optic internet

09/03/2024 Ameritas Life Insurance Corp. 543.00 September 2024 Dental

09/03/2024 Ameritas Life Insurance Corp. 72.20 September 2024 Vision

09/03/2024 Benefit Coordinators Corporation 235.88 September 2024 Life/Disability Premiums

09/03/2024 CalPERS Health 7,939.17 September 2024 Health Premiums

09/03/2024 Century Building Maintenance 500.00 August 2024 Building Maintenance

09/03/2024 De Lage Landen Financial Services 203.78 September 2024 Copy Machine Lease Payment

09/03/2024 RTS IT, Inc. 1,123.50 September 2024 ITCare Silver Service Plan

09/03/2024 Sloan Sakai Yeung & Wong LLP 145.00 July 2024 Legal Services

09/04/2024 CalPERS Retirement System 4,405.86 September 2024 Contribution #1

09/04/2024 CalPERS Retirement System 563.87 September 2024 PEPRA Contribution #1

09/09/2024 Elan Financial Services - Visa DK 144.99  ADA Compliant Website & Office Expenses

09/09/2024 Elan Financial Services - Visa JB 460.00 August CTC Meeting

09/09/2024 Elan Financial Services - Visa KT 35.36 Zoom meetings and copy machine maintenance

09/09/2024 Elan Financial Services - Visa WD 24.00 Parking SACOG funding group

09/09/2024 Total Compensation Systems, Inc. 750.00 GASB 75 Roll Forward Valuation 2nd Installment

09/16/2024 Rimrock Water Company 59.70 September 2024 Water and Dispenser Rental

09/18/2024 CalPERS Retirement System 4,405.86 September 2024 Contribution #2

09/18/2024 CalPERS Retirement System 563.87 September 2024 PEPRA Contribution #2

09/20/2024 Umpqua Bank 78.31 August 2024 Analyzed Checking Fee

09/23/2024 De Lage Landen Financial Services 40.86 Sept 2024 Copy Machine Property Tax

09/23/2024 Extreme Towing 14,683.08 * August 2024 Freeway Service Patrol

09/23/2024 PG&E 682.80 08/12/24-09/10/24 Utilities

09/30/2024 Sharon Petersen 4,608.00 October 2024 Office Rent

42,931.27

 El Dorado County Transportation Commission

Check Register

September 2024

 Agenda Item 2A
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Agenda Item 3  

CONSENT CALENDAR 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE:  NOVEMBER 7, 2024 

TO: EL DORADO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

FROM: KAREN THOMPSON, FISCAL OFFICER 

SUBJECT: OVERALL WORK PROGRAM BUDGET VS. ACTUAL COMPARISON FISCAL YEAR 
2023/24 REPORT 

REQUESTED ACTION 

Receive and file the Overall Work Program Budget vs. Actual Comparison Fiscal Year (FY) 2023/24 
July-June Report (Attachment A). 

BACKGROUND 

This budget vs. actual comparison is for fiscal year 2023/24. The purpose of this report is to compare 
the budgeted revenues and expenditures to the actual for the fiscal year by work element and to 
provide information related to the financial position of the agency. 

DISCUSSION 

This attached summary report shows the budget vs. actual expenditures by work element.    

A summary of the Commission’s total funds on hand, disbursements, and receipts for July through 
June are provided in the table below. 

Fiscal Year Cash Balances 

Public Funds Money Market and Checking Account Balances at  
July 1, 2023 $1,572,234 

          Receipts $2,596,983 

          Disbursements   $2,652,884 

Public Funds Money Market and Checking Account Balances at 

June 30, 2024 $1,516,333 

Approved for Agenda: 

Woodrow Deloria, Executive Director 

Attachment A:   OWP Budget vs. Actual Comparison FY 2023/24 July-June 



EL DORADO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
OWP BUDGET VS. ACTUAL COMPARISON JULY-JUNE FY 2023/24 

Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual
50 50 100 100 110 110 120 120 122 122 125 125 130 130

Income

LTF Funds - 995 - 15,697 61,788 64,213 - - 15,841 11,242

LTF Funds-SACOG Payment

TIRCP and ZETCP Admin 29,986 28,216

Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) 71,580 71,580 128,493 128,493 - - - - - -

Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) Grants

STIP Planning, Programming, & Monitoring (PPM) - - - - - - - - - -

Surface Transp Block Grant Prog (Exchange) - - - - - - - - - -

Sustainable Communities-FTA 5304

State Highway Account (SHA) 2023/24

State Highway Account (SHA) 2022/23

Freeway Service Patrol 193,059 175,441

Misc Income/Interest 3,855 -

Total Income - 3,855 71,580 72,575 128,493 144,190 61,788 64,213 29,986 28,216 15,841 11,242 193,059 175,441

- - - - - -

Expense

Permanent Employees/Benefits 267,557 268,434 42,831 43,385 73,374 84,050 25,723 27,316 17,943 16,884 6,487 6,274 10,208 9,409

Building Lease & Utilities 68,296 67,962

Office Expense 57,073 49,653 - - 5,870 3,601 400 123 - - - - - 231

Professional Services 53,600 23,201 - - - - 18,400 18,400 - - 5,000 747 176,000 159,467

Indirect Cost Allocation (443,147) (422,896) 28,749 29,190 49,249 56,539 17,265 18,375 12,043 11,332 4,354 4,220 6,851 6,334

Indirect Costs Carryover from Prior Year (3,380)

Total Expense 0 (13,646) 71,580 72,575 128,493 144,190 61,788 64,213 29,986 28,216 15,841 11,242 193,059 175,441

Contract retention accrued not paid -

Prior year retention paid and billed to grant

OWP Budget vs. Actual Expenses 101.4% 112.2% 103.9% 71.0% 90.9%94.1%

Freeway

Service Patrol

Transportation

Development

Act & Transit

AdministrationIndirect Costs

Administration

& Implementation

of Overall

Work Program

Intergovernmental

Coordination

Airport Land

Use Commission

TIRCP & ZETCP

Administration
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EL DORADO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
OWP BUDGET VS. ACTUAL COMPARISON JULY-JUNE FY 2023/24 

 

Income

LTF Funds

LTF Funds-SACOG Payment

TIRCP and ZETCP Admin

Rural Planning Assistance (RPA)

Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) Grants

STIP Planning, Programming, & Monitoring (PPM)

Surface Transp Block Grant Prog (Exchange)

Sustainable Communities-FTA 5304

State Highway Account (SHA) 2023/24

State Highway Account (SHA) 2022/23

Freeway Service Patrol

Misc Income/Interest

Total Income

Expense

Permanent Employees/Benefits

Building Lease & Utilities

Office Expense

Professional Services

Indirect Cost Allocation

Indirect Costs Carryover from Prior Year

Total Expense

Contract retention accrued not paid

Prior year retention paid and billed to grant

OWP Budget vs. Actual Expenses

50 Corridor

System

User

Analysis

Hwy 49

Confluence

Budget Actual Budget Actual Actual Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual
200 200 221 221 253 259 263 263 265SHA 265SHA 265 265 282 282

75,111 80,731 31,478 29,004 (220) - - 7,829 7,426 - -

174,359 174,359

60,875 60,875 - - - - -

- - 85,000 26,513

- - - - - - - -

33,889 28,972 - - (723) 42,811 7,675 11,054 12,431 9,400 2,946

217,124 38,926

98,138 98,138 - -

50,545 50,520

- - - -

344,233 344,937 31,478 29,004 (723) (220) 259,935 46,601 50,545 50,520 117,021 117,996 94,400 29,459

- - -

101,648 101,824 18,836 17,336 (439) (134) 35,624 6,435 - 3,237 3,945 5,385 4,647

- 296 - - 400 55 250 39 400 57

174,359 174,359 - - 200,000 35,791 50,545 43,022 111,361 86,568 85,000 21,635

68,227 68,459 12,643 11,668 (284) (87) 23,911 4,319 2,173 2,656 3,615 3,119

344,233 344,937 31,478 29,004 (723) (220) 259,935 46,601 50,545 43,022 117,021 93,208 94,400 29,459

- 3,977 4,780 9,619 2,404

2,717 15,170

33.8%100.2% 92.1% 19.5% 87.9%94.6%

Regional

Transportation

Plan Transit Planning

Next Generation 

Transportation 

Investments Strategy

Greater Placerville

Wildfire Evacuation,

Community Safety,

Resiliency Plan

Greater Placerville

Wildfire Evacuation,

Community Safety,

Resiliency Plan

Public Outreach

US 50 Camino Signage 

and Wayfinding

Mitigation Plan
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EL DORADO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
OWP BUDGET VS. ACTUAL COMPARISON JULY-JUNE FY 2023/24 

 

Income

LTF Funds

LTF Funds-SACOG Payment

TIRCP and ZETCP Admin

Rural Planning Assistance (RPA)

Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) Grants

STIP Planning, Programming, & Monitoring (PPM)

Surface Transp Block Grant Prog (Exchange)

Sustainable Communities-FTA 5304

State Highway Account (SHA) 2023/24

State Highway Account (SHA) 2022/23

Freeway Service Patrol

Misc Income/Interest

Total Income

Expense

Permanent Employees/Benefits

Building Lease & Utilities

Office Expense

Professional Services

Indirect Cost Allocation

Indirect Costs Carryover from Prior Year

Total Expense

Contract retention accrued not paid

Prior year retention paid and billed to grant

OWP Budget vs. Actual Expenses

OWP

Total Total

Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual Budget Actual
300 300 310 310 330 330 400 400 410 410

142,104 136,032 103,084 101,108 69,749 69,749 - 2,326 71,516 60,555 1,500 1,140 580,000 580,000

174,359 174,359

29,986 28,216

- - - - - - 76,053 76,053 - - - - 337,000 337,000

85,000 26,513

39,000 39,000 39,000 39,000 - - - - - - - 78,000 78,000

- - - - 23,790 17,367 - - - - - - 120,944 68,669

217,124 38,926

98,138 98,138

50,545 50,520

193,059 175,441

1,500 1,559 - - - 1,500 5,414

181,104 175,032 142,084 140,108 95,039 88,675 76,053 78,379 71,516 60,555 1,500 1,140 1,965,654 1,661,195

- - - - - - -

- -

99,930 96,123 84,959 83,702 56,150 52,213 45,508 46,445 32,382 29,338 - - 927,781 897,188

68,296 67,962

9,100 9,292 100 121 1,200 1,347 - 680 17,400 11,475 1,500 1,140 93,693 78,110

5,000 4,960 - - - - - - - - 879,264 568,149

67,074 64,657 57,025 56,286 37,689 35,115 30,545 31,255 21,735 19,742 - (0) (0)

(3,380) -

181,104 175,032 142,084 140,108 95,039 88,675 76,053 78,379 71,516 60,555 1,500 1,140 1,965,655 1,611,408

- - 20,780

- 17,887

96.6% 98.6%

100% of FY Complete

76.0% 83.9%103.1% 84.7%93.3%

Caltrans Indirect

Cost Allocation Plan 

(ICAP) Excluded Costs

Transportation

Advocacy

Public

Education

& Outreach

State & Federal

 Programming

Transportation

Project Delivery & 

Oversight

Active & Alternative

Transportation

Programs
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 Agenda Item 4 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: NOVEMBER 7, 2024 

TO: EL DORADO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION   

FROM: DANA KEFFER, ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYST 

SUBJECT: MASTER FUND TRANSFER AGREEMENT BETWEEN EL DORADO COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AND CALTRANS 

REQUESTED ACTION 

By motion, adopt Resolution 24/25.10 (Attachment A), authorizing the Executive Director to sign a 
new Master Fund Transfer Agreement, No. 74A1631 (Attachment B), between El Dorado County 
Transportation Commission (EDCTC) and Caltrans. 

BACKGROUND 

The Master Fund Transfer Agreement (MTFA) provides the underlying contractual agreement that 
allows Caltrans to allocate state and federal funds to regional transportation planning agencies. The 
MFTA outlines the roles and responsibilities of regional agencies and Caltrans regarding allocation 
and use of the funds. The fund sources in the agreement include all or some of the following as 
identified in each El Dorado County Transportation Commission (EDCTC) Overall Work Program 
Work Element: 

 State Rural Planning Assistance (RPA)_ 
 State Highway Account (SHA) 
 Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account (RMRA) 
 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 
 Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) State Planning and Research (SPR) – Partnership 

Planning 
 Federal Transit Administration (FTA) State Planning and Research – Section 5304 
 Other federal or state funds administered through the Caltrans, Office of Regional and 

Interagency Planning

DISCUSSION 

To enable receipt of state and federal funds for EDCTC’s programs and for implementing agencies, 
EDCTC and Caltrans have an MFTA for all programmatic funds, and Supplemental Agreements for 
specific projects.  

The current MFTA was approved by EDCTC in October 2014. Should the EDCTC board approve the 
requested action, the attached MFTA will be effective January 1, 2025 through December 31, 2034. 

The attached Resolution authorizes the Executive Director to execute the MFTA for EDCTC. 
Following adoption, all existing agreements with contractors and agencies using these state or federal 
funds will be reviewed by staff to ensure compliance with the MFTA. 

Approved for Agenda:

Woodrow Deloria, Executive Director 

Attachments:  A:   Master Fund Transfer Agreement Resolution 24/25.10 
B:   Master Fund Transfer Agreement, No. 74A1631 
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2828 Easy Street, Suite 1, Placerville, CA 95667  www.edctc.org  530.642.5260

Councilmembers Representing City of Placerville: John Clerici, Jackie Neau, David Yarbrough 

Supervisors Representing El Dorado County: John Hidahl, Lori Parlin, Wendy Thomas, George Turnboo 

RESOLUTION 24/25.10 

RESOLUTION OF THE EL DORADO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO SIGN THE MASTER FUND TRANSFER 

AGREEMENT WITH CALTRANS FOR RECEIPT OF STATE AND FEDERAL FUNDS FOR THE 
PERIOD OF JANUARY 1, 2025, TO DECEMBER 31, 2034 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.95, Section 67950, the El Dorado 
County Transportation Commission (EDCTC) was created as a local planning agency to provide 
regional transportation planning for the area of El Dorado County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; 
and 

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 29532.1(g) identifies EDCTC as the designated 
Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for El Dorado County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin; and is responsible for the planning, allocating and/or programming of funds and administration 
of the Transportation Development Act of 1971 (TDA), as amended thereafter; and 

WHEREAS, EDCTC receives federal and state funding administered by the California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans), Office of Regional and Community Planning; and 

WHEREAS, the Caltrans, Office of Regional and Community Planning, which administers the funds 
detailed in the Master Fund Transfer Agreement (MFTA), requires the execution of an MFTA 
authorized by a resolution from the governing board of a local or regional agency; and 

WHEREAS, EDCTC is an eligible recipient of federal, state, and local funding; and 

WHEREAS, the Executive Director is authorized to enter into contracts for grants awarded from 
federal, state, and local funding; and

WHEREAS, EDCTC intends to delegate the authority to execute any agreements and amendments to 
the Executive Director. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of the El Dorado County Transportation 
Commission hereby: 

1. Authorizes the Executive Director or their designee to execute the Master Fund Transfer 
Agreement (MFTA) with the Caltrans; 

2. Agrees to comply with all conditions and requirements outlined in the MFTA, as well as 
applicable statutes, regulations, and guidelines for all state and federal funds administered by 
the Caltrans, Office of Regional and Community Planning; 

3. Authorizes the Executive Director or their designee to undertake any further actions necessary 
to implement the MFTA, including executing amendments and other documents requiring the 
signature of an official representative of EDCTC. 



EDCTC Resolution 24/25.10 Page 2 of 2 

PASSED AND ADOPTED, by the El Dorado County Transportation Commission at their regular 
meeting on November 7, 2024, by the following vote: 

Vote pending 
Attest: 

_____________________________________   _________________________________ 
Wendy Thomas, Chairperson  Dana Keffer, Secretary to the Commission 



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
MFTA No. 74A1631  

Page 1 of 19  
 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

DIVISION OF TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
MASTER FUND TRANSFER AGREEMENT 

 
Recipient:  El Dorado County Transportation Commission 

a Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA)    
 

Effective Date of this Agreement:  January 1, 2025  
 

Termination Date of this Agreement:  December 31, 2034  
 
 

FUND SOURCES COVERED BY THIS AGREEMENT MAY INCLUDE ALL OR SOME OF THE 
FOLLOWING FUND SOURCES AS IDENTIFIED IN EACH ANNUAL OVERALL WORK PROGRAM 
AGREEMENT 

◆ State Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) 
◆ State Highway Account (SHA) 
◆ Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account (RMRA) 
◆ Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) State Planning and Research (SPR) -

Partnership Planning  
◆ Federal Transit Administration (FTA)- State Planning and Research - Section 5304 
◆ Any other Federal or State funds administered by and through the California 

Department of Transportation, Office of Regional and Community Planning 

 
 

This Master Fund Transfer Agreement (MFTA), effective as of the date set forth above, is by 
and between the signatory public entity identified above, hereinafter referred to as RTPA, 
established under Government Code Section 29532.1 or 29535 and Title 2 Code of Federal 
Regulations Part 200 (2 CFR Part 200) and the State of California, acting by and through its 
Department of Transportation, hereinafter referred to as STATE. This MFTA supersedes all 
previous Master Fund Transfer Agreements issued to RTPA by STATE for all these types of 
funds. 

 
RECITALS 

 
A. These funds may include, without limitation, State RPA, the discretionary grant 

components of the Federal Consolidated Planning Grant, and any other Federal or 
State funds administered by and through the Department of Transportation, Office of 
Regional and Community Planning. 
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Consolidated Planning Grants consist of four federal funding types and sources: (i) FHWA 
Metropolitan Planning (PL); (ii) FTA Metropolitan Planning (Section 5303), both of which 
are annually allocated to MPOs; (iii) FHWA State Planning and Research-Partnership 
Planning (SPR); and (iv) FTA State Planning and Research (Section 5304), the last two of 
which are discretionary grants awarded through a grant application solicitation process. 
 
The State funds administered by the Office of Regional and Community Planning include 
but are not limited to: (i) State RPA, (ii) State Highway Account (SHA); and (iii) Road 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account (RMRA) funds.

 
B. Upon appropriation of funds and pursuant to Public Utilities Code (PUC) sections 99311 

and 99311.1, STATE is required to pass-through Federal and State funds made available 
for transportation planning purposes to entities qualified to act as recipients of these 
funds in accordance with the intent of law and policy. 

 
C. STATE is also required to encumber Federal and State funds made available for planning 

purposes to entities qualified to act as recipients of these Federal and State funds in 
accordance with the intent of law and policy. 

 
D. STATE agrees to notify RTPA annually in writing of the anticipated level of State and 

Federal Planning funds that may be available to RTPA for each subsequent year's 
approved Overall Work Program, hereinafter referred to as OWP. 

 
E. STATE has prepared this MFTA, which hereby, together with the annual OWP and annual 

Overall Work Program Agreement, hereinafter referred to as the annual OWPA, found in 
APPENDIX A, set forth the entire terms and conditions under which these funds are to be 
expended by RTPA for the fiscal year period of that annual OWP and annual OWPA. 

 
F. The provisions set forth in this MFTA shall only apply to funds administered in whole or in 

part through this agreement. No provisions of the MFTA shall extend to or govern the use 
of funds that are not allocated or transferred under this agreement.  

 
ARTICLE 1-PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION 

 
Section 1. Overall Work Program and Overall Work Program Agreement 

 
A. RTPA agrees to develop and submit an annual draft OWP, in compliance with 23 CFR 

420, 23 CFR 450, and FTA Circular 8100.1D, for approval by STATE. This submittal, due no 
later than each March 1, shall describe RTPA's next fiscal year transportation planning 
program (fiscal year refers to the State fiscal year of July 1 to June 30). 

 
B. Each annual OWP and OWPA will expressly adopt and incorporate the terms and 

conditions of this MFTA by reference. 
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C. RTPA shall be responsible for the complete performance of the work contained in each 
OWP.  All work shall be accomplished in accordance with applicable provisions of State 
and Federal law. 

 
D. RTPA will annually include a signed “Transportation Planning Process Self-Certification" 

form, and a signed “California Department of Transportation Debarment and 
Suspension” in each annual OWP as provided in APPENDIX E. If RTPA is awarded FHWA 
or FTA planning funds, RTPA will also provide a signed FTA "Certifications and Assurances 
for FTA Assistance" form (refer to Article IV, Section 1), and a signed “Disclosure of 
Lobbying Activities” form, provided in APPENDIX E. 

 
E. The annual OWPA is the approved OWP encumbrance document. Disbursement of 

funds by STATE will occur only after the execution of this MFTA; approval of the annual 
OWP by STATE; and execution of the annual OWPA. Funds will not be encumbered or 
reimbursed by STATE to RTPA until the annual OWPA has been executed and the State 
Budget for that fiscal year has been passed. 

 
F. No funds of any nature are allocated or encumbered in this MFTA unless included in an 

adopted and approved OWP by means of an approved and fully executed annual 
OWPA or OWPA amendment. Costs incurred prior to OWP approval or conditional 
approval are incurred at RTPA’s risk and will not be reimbursed until State approval. 

 
G. RTPA shall request and obtain from the STATE the final annual allocation amount for RPA 

funds. RTPA is encouraged to program the full annual allocation amount by means of 
an approved and fully executed OWP/A amendment, no later than May 1 of each fiscal 
year. Funds not programmed by RTPA for that fiscal year may lose Obligation Authority 
(OA) and be subject to State recission. RTPA will not be able to use the unprogrammed 
OA prior to submitting a justification to STATE and obtaining approval from STATE. 

 
H. RTPA agrees to satisfactorily complete all work element tasks, projects, and products as 

described in each approved annual OWP financed with State or Federal funds and 
encumbered by STATE via the annual OWPA. 

 
I. RTPA will identify in sufficient detail to indicate who (e.g., State, RTPA, public transit 

operator, local government, or consultant) who will complete the activities and 
products in the OWP work elements, including all work that is to be completed through 
a third-party contract and funded, in whole or in part, under the terms and conditions 
of this Agreement. 

 
J. STATE agrees to pass-through available funds and to reimburse allowable costs incurred 

in executing the tasks, projects, and products specified in the annually approved OWP 
funded from State and Federal sources and will be encumbered by STATE. 

 
K. Only work performed during the term of, and consistent with, the work elements in the 
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OWP may be reimbursed. Reimbursements are based upon the fiscal year, July 1 to June 
30. All work performed after the end of each fiscal year (June 30) is subject to the 
approved OWP and annual OWPA for that corresponding fiscal year and reimbursed 
from the corresponding fiscal year budgeted funds. 

 
L. RTPA may incur costs against its approved annual OWP and may submit Requests for 

Reimbursement with the understanding that STATE is unable to approve any payments 
for reimbursement until such time as funds are included in that fiscal year's annual State 
Budget which is passed by the Legislature and signed by the Governor. 

 
M. RTPA shall use non-federal funds to finance the local share of eligible costs to ensure 

compliance with all applicable matching requirements for federal funds described in 
this MFTA and encumbered against the annual OWPA. Credit for local match will be 
allowed only for work performed during the approved term of each annual OWPA. Third-
party "in-kind" contributions are allowed as local match, in accordance with the 
provisions of 23 CFR 420.119 and 2 CFR 200.306.  

 
N. RTPA further agrees to ensure that amendments to a previously approved OWP and 

annual OWPA are adopted by the RTPA Board of Directors and subsequently approved 
by STATE, prior to initiating any work identified in those amendments; however RTPA is 
not required to pause work that was previously authorized.  Changes requiring 
amendments generally include adding, deleting, or revising a work element; adding 
funds to or deleting funds from a work element; incorporating carryover funds; or altering 
the scope of work. Administrative amendments are not required to be adopted by the 
RTPA Board of Directors. If a work element or project cannot be completed as originally 
approved, RTPA will report this in its Quarterly Progress and Expenditure Report and must 
amend the OWP/annual OWPA accordingly. Amendments to the OWP and annual 
OWPA must be submitted to STATE and be fully executed no later than May 1 each year. 
Through administrative amendment, RTPA will notify STATE via mail or electronic mail of 
administrative OWP changes that do not affect overall funding, scope of work, or 
project schedule. 

 
O. RTPA acknowledges and agrees that RTPA is the sole controller and manager of the 

work proposed in the OWP and is solely responsible for complying with the funding and 
use restrictions established by State and Federal law and this MFTA. 

 
P. RTPA shall be free to copyright the material developed under work items identified in 

the OWP provided that STATE and FHWA/FTA, as applicable, reserve a royalty-free, 
nonexclusive and irrevocable license to reproduce, publish or otherwise use, and 
authorize others to use, that work for government purposes. 
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Section 2. Quarterly Progress and Expenditure Reports 

 
A. RTPA agrees to submit to STATE, no later than thirty (30) calendar days after the close of 

each of the first three quarters, Quarterly Progress and Expenditure Reports that include 
all work elements for transportation planning tasks, projects, and products funded wholly 
or in part by any of the fund sources listed in the "Recitals" section of this MFTA. RTPA 
agrees to submit to STATE the Quarterly Progress and Expenditure Report for each fourth 
quarter no later than sixty (60) calendar days after the close of the quarter. STATE may 
withhold payment of the final Request for Reimbursement submitted pending the 
submission of the fourth quarter Quarterly Progress and Expenditure Report. 

 
In accordance with the latest adopted Regional Planning Handbook, Quarterly Progress 
and Expenditure Reports submitted to STATE will identify all projects by work element 
number and title and shall contain, at a minimum the following: 

• A brief narrative describing work progress, progress in adhering to schedules, and 
schedule changes; 

• A list of tasks and products completed during the quarter; 
• Percent comparison of actual performance with work element-level goals and 

deliverables; 
• Status of expenditures by work element, funding source, and type, in a format 

compatible with the work program, including a comparison of budgeted 
(approved) amounts and actual costs incurred; 

• Other pertinent supporting information, such as major products, challenges, etc. 
 

B. STATE reserves the right to deem incomplete any Quarterly Progress and Expenditure 
Report that does not sufficiently document the above-required information and may 
withhold payment of Requests for Reimbursement submitted pending the submission of 
required documentation. 

 
ARTICLE II - ALLOWABLE COSTS AND REIMBURSEMENT 

 
Section 1. Requests for Reimbursement 

 
A. Requests for Reimbursement must conform to either subpart 1 or subpart 2 hereinbelow 

for the entire State fiscal year: 
 

1. RTPA shall prepare and electronically submit to STATE, not more frequently than 
once a month, but at least quarterly, one signed Request for Reimbursement of 
actual allowable costs incurred and paid (expended) by RTPA consistent with 
work elements described in the OWP (conforming to the format provided in 
APPENDIX B) and including the information required in part B of this section. The 
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amount billed per each work element is not to exceed the total amount 
authorized for that work element in the OWP. Each expenditure by work element 
must meet the minimum required or contracted local match, if applicable, on 
every Request for Reimbursement. Reimbursements under this MFTA will be 
allowed if based upon actual costs expended and supported by RTPA's 
accounting system. RTPA must not only have incurred the allowable project cost 
on or after the effective date of the annual OWPA and on or before its termination 
date but must also have paid those expenses. 

2. RTPA shall prepare and electronically submit to STATE, not more frequently than 
once a month, but at least quarterly, one signed Request for Reimbursement of 
actual allowable costs incurred by RTPA. This submission must be consistent with 
work elements described in the OWP (conforming to the format provided in 
APPENDIX B) and include the information required in part B of this section. The 
amount billed per each work element is not to exceed the total amount 
authorized for that work element in the OWP. Each expenditure by work element 
must meet the minimum required or contracted local match, if applicable, on 
every Request for Reimbursement. Reimbursements under this MFTA will be 
allowed if based upon actual costs incurred and supported by the RTPA 
accounting system.  The RTPA accounting system must adhere to Generally 
Accepted Accounting Principles. This adherence enables the determination of 
allowable incurred costs by accruing due to the costs billed to the RTPA and 
recognized by the RTPA as valid, undisputed, due, and payable. 

3. By submitting accrued but unpaid costs for reimbursement, RTPA agrees that within 
ten (10) working days of receipt of STATE's reimbursement, the full amount of all 
cost items submitted as reimbursable accrued costs shall be paid to each billing 
entity. Any reimbursed accrued cost not paid within this ten (10) working day 
grace period shall accrue interest payable to STATE at the then present interest 
rate established by the State Treasurer's Pooled Money Investment Account. 
Interest incurred must be timely remitted to STATE. Reimbursed incurred costs not 
paid to the billing entities by RTPA within forty-five (45) days of RTPA's receipt of 
STATE's reimbursement will thereafter be deemed unallowable. All unallowable 
costs must be immediately remitted to STATE. RTPA agrees to submit a revised 
Disadvantage Business Enterprises Utilization Report (ADM 3069) as soon as 
reimbursement occurs. 

 
If RTPA is found, through audit or other means, not to have paid a billing entity its 
invoiced sums then owed within the ten (10) working day grace period, RTPA must 
immediately revert to the reimbursement process described in subpart 1 above. 
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B. In order to receive reimbursements, RTPA agrees to furnish with each billing, at a 

minimum, the information provided for in APPENDIX B3, a detailed financial 
management system report from the RTPA accounting system which denotes those 
reimbursable costs, as well as those used for local match, were either expended or 
incurred, as applicable. 

C. STATE agrees to make reimbursements to RTPA, in conformance with State and Federal 
regulations, as promptly as STATE fiscal procedures will permit upon the receipt of a 
signed and electronically submitted Request for Reimbursement (conforming to the 
format provided in APPENDIX B) that includes all required information, as applicable, 
(conforming to the format in section B) of actual allowable costs incurred for the period 
of time covered by that Request for Reimbursement. Incomplete or inaccurate requests 
for reimbursement shall be returned to RTPA unapproved for correction as soon as errors 
are discovered. 

 
D. No State and/or Federal funds administered under this MFTA will be dispersed on the 

advance basis defined in 2 CFR 200.305. 

Section 2. Travel and Per Diem Reimbursement 
 

A. Payments to RTPA for travel and subsistence (per diem) expenses of RTPA staff and its 
contractors and subcontractors claimed for reimbursement using funds administered 
through this Agreement or as local match credit shall not exceed rates authorized to be 
paid non-state employees under current State Department of Human Resources 
(CalHR) rules unless written verification is supplied that government hotel rates are not 
commercially available to RTPA, or its contractors, its subcontractors, and/or its 
subrecipients, at the time and location required as specified in the California 
Department of Transportation's Travel Guide Exception Process. The requirements of this 
section shall only apply to direct project costs and do not extend to indirect costs 
allocated through a federally approved Indirect Cost Rate Proposal. 

 
Section 3. Final Request for Reimbursement and OWP Closeout Documentation 

 
A. RTPA shall electronically submit an OWP/annual OWPA closeout documentation 

package and OWP final products to STATE no later than August 31st of each fiscal year. 
The closeout package shall conform to the format provided in APPENDIX C. 

 
B. The closeout package must be attached to a transmittal letter, typed on RTPA 

letterhead. Failure to submit these documents by August 31st of each fiscal year may 
result in STATE withholding future apportionments and/or allocations to RTPA. STATE 
election not to withhold future apportionments and/or allocations immediately after the 
end of one fiscal year shall not limit STATE ability to initiate subsequent withholdings. 
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C. Upon receipt of the required closeout documentation and OWP final products, STATE 
will issue a reconciliation letter to RTPA stating the amount of funds available to be 
carried over to the subsequent year’s OWP. RTPA may carry over an amount no greater 
than 25% of the prior year’s RPA allocation. RTPA may amend some or all of these funds 
into the OWPA only upon signature of the reconciliation letter by the RTPA executive 
director or his or her appointee, and submittal of the signed letter to STATE. Any funds 
that are identified in the reconciliation letter, but not programmed by May 1 each year 
in which the letter is issued, will be forfeited.  

 
Section 4. Funding Contingencies 

 
A. All obligations of STATE under the terms of the MFTA and each annual OWPA are subject 

to the availability of Federal and State funds, appropriation of resources by the 
Legislature, and the annual passage of the State Budget. The authorization and 
obligation of these funds by outside entities may be terminated, limited or otherwise 
adversely affected by factors which may include, but are not limited to, changes in 
State or Federal law regarding the encumbrance and reimbursement of the funds 
provided by each annual OWPA and this MFTA. 

 
ARTICLE III - AUDITS AND REPORTS 

 
Section 1. Cost Principles 

 
A. RTPA agrees to comply with Title 2 CFR Part 200 Uniform Administrative Requirements, 

Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards (2 CFR Part 200), as 
applicable. 

B. RTPA agrees, and will require that its contractors, subcontractors, and subrecipients be 
obligated to agree, that (a) the Contract Cost Principles and Procedures, 48 CFR, 
Federal Acquisition Regulations System, Chapter 1, Part 31, et seq., shall be used to 
determine the allowability of individual project cost items (subrecipients shall refer to, 2 
CFR Part 200); and (b) all parties shall comply with Federal administrative procedures in 
accordance with 2 CFR Part 200. Every sub-recipient receiving project funds as a 
contractor, subcontractor, or sub-grantee under this MFTA shall comply with Federal 
administrative procedures in accordance with 2 CFR Part 200. 

 
C. RTPA agrees and shall require that all of its agreements with contractors, subcontractors, 

and subrecipients funded in whole or in part with funds administered through this MFTA 
contain provisions requiring adherence to this section in its entirety, as applicable. 

 
Section 2. Indirect Cost Agreement and Cost Allocation Plan (ICAP) 

 
A. Prior to RTPA seeking reimbursement of indirect costs, RTPA must prepare and submit 

annually to STATE for review and acceptance an indirect cost rate proposal and a 
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central service cost allocation plan (if any) in accordance with 2 CFR, Part 200 Uniform 
Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal 
Awards or applicable cost principles and Local Program Procedures Manual (Chapter 
5). 

 
B. Prior to RTPA seeking reimbursement of subrecipient indirect costs, and when 

subrecipient cognizant federal agency, as defined in 2 CFR part 200, is USDOT and/or 
STATE, RTPA agrees and will require subrecipient to comply with section 2A. 

C. Prior to RTPA seeking reimbursement of subrecipient indirect costs, and when 
subrecipient ICAP is approved by a cognizant federal agency other than USDOT, RTPA 
agrees and will require subrecipient to submit to STATE a copy of the cognizant agency 
approval, the approved proposal, plan, subsidiary worksheets, and other relevant data 
on an annual basis as evidence of the approval. 

 
D. If a submitted ICAP does not meet the requirements of 2 CFR Part 200, and is determined 

to be insufficient, STATE will advise RTPA of additional documentation or changes 
needed to meet Federal and State requirements. RTPA agrees to provide requested 
documentation or required changes, and if RTPA is non-compliant the submissions may 
be returned to RTPA if requested documentation is not provided or required changes 
are not made. 

 
E. Material audit adjustments will require reimbursement to STATE or adjustment to 

subsequent years ICAPs if proposals are later found to have included costs that are 
unallowable as specified by law or regulation, or the terms and conditions of this MFTA. 

F. RTPA agrees and shall require that all its agreements with subrecipients funded in whole 
or in part with funds administered though this MFTA contain provisions requiring 
adherence to this section in its entirety, as applicable.  

 
Section 3. Record Retention/Audits 

 
A. RTPA, its contractors, subcontractors and sub-recipients, agree to comply with Title 2, 

Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 200, Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost 
Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards. RTPA shall maintain, and shall 
require its subrecipients, contractors and its subcontractors to maintain all source 
documents, books, records and supporting documents connected with their 
performance of OWP work initiated under this MFTA and each applicable annual OWPA 
for a minimum of five (5) years from the date of final payment to RTPA or, if an audit is 
initiated within that timeframe, until audit resolution is achieved for each annual OWPA, 
whichever is later, and shall make all such supporting information available for  
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inspection, copying,  and audit by representatives of STATE, the California State Auditor, 
or the Federal Government upon request. Copies will be made and furnished by RTPA 
upon request at no cost to STATE or its agents. Scanned original documents in electronic 
form are suitable to meet this requirement. 

 
B. RTPA shall establish and maintain, and shall require that its subrecipients, contractors and 

subcontractors shall establish and maintain, an accounting system conforming to 
Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) to support Requests for 
Reimbursement which segregate and accumulate the costs of work elements by line 
item (i.e. direct labor, other direct costs, subrecipients/subcontractor, etc.) and enable 
the determination of expenditures at interim points of completion, and provide support 
for reimbursement payment vouchers or invoices. 

C. For the purpose of determining compliance with Government Code 8546.7, in 
connection with the performance of RTPA contracts and/or agreements with third 
parties, RTPA, RTPA sub-recipients, contractors, and subcontractors which are funded in 
whole or in part with funds administered through this MFTA, shall each maintain and 
make available for inspection all books, documents, papers, accounting records, and 
other evidence pertaining to the performance of such contracts and/or agreements, 
including, but not limited to, the costs of administering those various contracts and/or 
agreements. All the above referenced parties shall make such contracts and/or 
agreements available at their respective offices at all reasonable times during the entire 
period of each annual OWPA and for five (5) years from the date of final payment to 
RTPA or, if an audit is initiated within that timeframe, until audit resolution is achieved for 
each annual OWPA, whichever is later. STATE, the California State Auditor, or any duly 
authorized representative of STATE or the United States Department of Transportation, 
shall each have access to any books, records, and documents that are pertinent to the 
fulfillment of the contracts/ and/or agreements for audits, examinations, excerpts, and 
transactions, and RTPA shall furnish copies thereof if requested. 

D. Where applicable, RTPA agrees to comply with audit requirements for third party 
contractors, subcontractor and subrecipients in accordance with STATE Local 
Assistance Procedure Manual, Chapter 10 or any successor thereto. 

E. RTPA agrees to include all costs associated with this MFTA, OWP and annual OWPA, and 
any amendments thereto; to be examined in the annual audit and in the schedule of 
activities to be examined under RTPA single audit prepared in compliance with 2 CFR 
Part 200, subpart F. RTPA is responsible for assuring that the Single Auditor has reviewed 
the requirements of this MFTA, the OWP and the annual OWPA. Copies of said audits 
shall be submitted to STATE. 

  

Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
MFTA No. 74A1631  

Page 11 of 19  

F. When conducting an audit of the costs and match credits claimed under the provisions 
of each annual OWPA and this MFTA, STATE will rely to the maximum extent possible on 
any prior audit of RTPA pursuant to the provisions of State and Federal law. In the 
absence of such an audit, work of other auditors will be relied upon to the extent that 
work is acceptable to STATE when planning and conducting additional audits. 

 
G. RTPA agrees to furnish documentation to STATE supporting this requirement that all its 

agreements with contractors, subcontractors, and subrecipients funded in whole or in 
part with funds administered through this MFTA do contain provisions requiring 
adherence to this section in its entirety, as applicable. 

 
H. Neither the pendency of a dispute nor its consideration by STATE will excuse RTPA from 

full and timely performance in accordance with the terms of this MFTA, the OWP, and 
the annual OWPA. 

 
ARTICLE IV - MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

 
Section 1. Federal Certifications and Assurances 

 
A. If RTPA receives RPA funds or RPA and CPG funds, RTPA shall comply with the 

"Transportation Planning Process Self-Certification" requirements in accordance with 23 
CFR 450.334 and the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) Public Law 117-58) and 
the successors thereto. This certification is provided annually by FHWA and FTA. It may 
include, but is not limited to: 

 
I. 23 U.S.C. 134, 49 U.S.C. 5303, and subpart C of 23 part 450; 

 
II. In nonattainment and maintenance areas, sections 174 and 176 (c) and 

(d) of the Clean Air Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506 (c) and (d)) and 
40 CFR part 93; 

 
III. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1 and 

49 CFR Part 21; 
 

IV. 49 U.S.C. 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, 
national origin, sex, or age in employment or business opportunity; 

 
V. Section 1101 (b) of the FAST Act (Pub. L. 114-94) and 49 CFR part 26 

regarding the involvement of disadvantaged business enterprises in USDOT 
funded projects; 
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VI. 23 CFR Part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment 

opportunity program on Federal and Federal-aid highway construction 
contracts; 

 
VII. The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 

et seq.) and 49 CFR parts 27, 37, and 38; 
 

VIII. The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6101, prohibiting 
discrimination on the basis of age in programs or activities receiving Federal 
financial assistance; 

 
IX. Section 324 of title 23 U.S.C. regarding the. prohibition of discrimination 

based on gender; and 
 

X. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49 CFR part 
27 regarding discrimination against individuals with disabilities. 

 

B. If awarded FTA planning funds, RTPA shall comply with the annual FTA "Certifications and 
Assurances for FTA Assistance," including "Certifications and Assurances Required of 
Each Applicant" and the "Lobbying Certification" in compliance with 49 U.S.C. Chapter 
53; published annually in the Federal Register, and found online at 
https://www.transit.dot.gov  

 
The Federal Certification may include, but is not limited to the following areas under 
"Assurances Required of Each Applicant:'' 

 
1. Standard Assurances 

 
2. Standard Assurances: Additional Assurance for Construction Projects 

 
3. Procurement 

 
4. Suspension and Debarment 

 
5. Coronavirus Response and Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2021, and 

CARES Act Funding 
 

6. American Rescue Plan Act Funding 
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C. RTPA shall comply with the “California Department of Transportation Debarment and 

Suspension Certification” as required by U.S. DOT regulations on governmentwide 
Debarment and Suspension (non-procurement), 49 CFR 29.100. 

 
D. Copies of these annual Certifications and Assurances shall be included by RTPA in each 

final OWP. 
 

E. RTPA shall comply, and shall require its contractors, subcontractors, and subrecipients 
receiving funds or entering into agreements funded in whole or in part with funds 
administered through this MFTA to comply, with these Certifications. 

 
F. RTPA agrees to furnish documentation to STATE to support this requirement that all its 

agreements with contractors, subrecipients and subcontractors funded in whole or in 
part with funds administered through this MFTA, do contain provisions requiring 
adherence to this section in its entirety, as applicable. 

 
Section 2. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Requirements 

 
A. As mandated by 49 CFR Part 26, RTPA shall require that its contractors, subcontractors, 

and subrecipients do not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, or sex 
in the award, administration, and performance of any FHWA/FTA fund-assisted contract 
or in the administration of RTPA DBE program.  

B. RTPA DBE program, as required by 49 CFR Part 26 and as approved by STATE, is 
incorporated by reference into this MFTA. Implementation of this program is a legal 
obligation and any failure by RTPA to adhere to its terms shall be treated as a violation 
of this MFTA. Upon notification to the recipient of its failure to carry out its approved 
program, the US DOT may impose sanctions as provided for under Part 26 and may, in 
appropriate cases, refer the matter for enforcement under 18 U.S.C. 1001 and/or the 
Program Fraud Civil Remedies Act of 1986, 31 U.S.C. 3801 et seq. and 49 CFR Part 
26.13(a). 

 
C. As required by 49 CFR part 26, the contract language in APPENDIX D relating to DBE 

requirements must be incorporated into all contracts funded in whole or in part with 
federal funds authorized in this Agreement. 

 
Section 3. Non-Discrimination Clause 

 
A. In the performance of work undertaken pursuant to this MFTA, the RTPA and its 

subcontractors shall not deny the contract’s benefits to any person on the basis of race, 
religious creed, color, national origin, ancestry, physical disability, mental disability, 
medical condition, genetic information, marital status, sex, gender, gender identity, 
gender expression, age, sexual orientation, or military and veteran status, nor shall the 
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discriminate unlawfully against any employee or applicant for employment because of 
race, religious creed, color, national origin, ancestry, physical disability, mental disability, 
reproductive health decision-making, medical condition, genetic information, marital 
status, sex, gender, gender identity, gender expression, age, sexual orientation, or 
military and veteran status. . RTPA shall insure that the evaluation and treatment of 
employees and applicants for employment are free of such discrimination. 

 
B. RTPA shall comply with the provisions of the Fair Employment and Housing Act 

(Government Code, Section 12900 et seq.), the regulations promulgated thereunder 
(California Code of Regulations, Title 2, Section 11000 et seq.), the provisions of Article 
9.5 Chapter 1, Part 1, Division 3, Title 2 of the Government Code (Government Code, 
Section 11135-11139.8), and the regulations or standards adopted by the awarding state 
agency to implement such article. The applicable regulations of the Fair Employment 
and Housing Commission implementing Government Code, Section 12990 (a-f), set forth 
in Chapter 5 of Division 4 of Title 2 of the California Code of Regulations, are incorporated 
into this MFTA by reference and made a part hereof as if set forth in full. 

 
C. RTPA shall permit access by representatives of the Civil Rights Department and STATE 

upon reasonable notice at any time during the normal business hours, but in no case 
less than 24 hours’ notice, to such of its books, records, accounts, and all other sources 
of information and its facilities as said Department or STATE shall require to ascertain 
compliance with this clause.  

 
D. RTPA and RTPA's contractors, subcontractors, and/or subrecipients shall give written 

notice of their obligations under this clause to labor organizations with which they have 
collective bargaining or other labor agreements.  

 
E. RTPA shall include the non-discrimination and compliance provisions hereof in all 

agreements with its sub-recipients, contractors, and subcontractors, and shall include a 
requirement in all agreements with all of same that each of them in turn include a 
nondiscrimination and compliance provisions of this clause in all contracts and 
subcontracts the enter into to perform work under this MFTA.  
 

F. RTPA shall comply with the nondiscrimination program requirements of Title VI of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964. Accordingly, 49 CFR Part 21, and 23 CFR Part 200 are made applicable 
to this MFTA by this reference. Wherever the term "Contractor" appears therein, it shall 
mean RTPA. 

 
Section 4. Federal Lobbying Activities Certification 

 
A. RTPA certifies, to the best of its knowledge and belief, that no State or Federal funds have 

been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of RTPA, to any person for influencing or 
attempting to influence an officer or employee of any State or Federal agency, a 
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Member of the State Legislature or United States Congress, an officer or employee of the 
Legislature or Congress, or any employee of a Member of the Legislature or Congress in 
connection with the awarding of any State or Federal contract, the making of any State 
or Federal grant, the making of any State or Federal loan, the entering into of any 
cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or 
modification of any State or Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement. 

 
B. If any funds other than State or Federal funds have been paid or will be paid to any 

person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any Federal 
agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of 
a Member of Congress in connection with a State or Federal contract, grant, loan, or 
cooperative agreement, RTPA shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure 
of Lobbying Activities” in accordance with those form instructions. 

 
C. This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed 

when this MFTA and each annual OWPA was entered into. Submission of this certification 
is a prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by section 1352, Title 
31, U. S. Code. Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a 
civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure. 

 
D. RTPA also agrees by signing this MFTA that RTPA shall require that the language of this 

certification be included in all contracts and subcontracts funded wholly or in part by 
any fund sources listed on Page 1 of this MFTA and which exceed $100,000 and that all 
such subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly. 

 
ARTICLE V - GENERAL PROVISIONS 

 
Section 1. Contract Award 

 
A. RTPA, contractor, subcontractor and subrecipient contracts containing Federal and 

State planning funds are required to be bid and awarded in accordance with 2 CFR 
Part 200, and consistent with Local Assistance Procedure Manual, Chapter 10, or 
successors thereto as applicable. The requirements of this section apply to direct project 
costs and shall not apply to contracts included in RTPA’s federally approved Indirect 
Cost Rate Proposals, if applicable. 

 
Section 2. Contract Amendment 

 
A.  No amendments to the terms of this MFTA, any OWP or any annual OWPA shall be valid 

unless made in writing and signed by the individuals legally authorized to contractually 
bind the parties hereto. Each party agrees that it has had or will have the opportunity to 
seek review by and approval from its legal counsel of the original documents and any 
proposed alteration or variation. No oral understanding or agreement not incorporated 
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herein shall be binding on any of the parties thereto. For the purposes of this MFTA, the 
Chief of the Office of Regional and Community Planning, Division of Transportation 
Planning, shall be the Contract Administrator for STATE. 

 
Section 3. Adjudication of Disputes by Way of Administrative Proceedings 

 
A. STATE hereby sets up an Administrative Procedure for adjudication of disputes that may 

arise when administering the program as defined by the terms and conditions of this 
Agreement. 

 
RTPA agrees to exhaust the administrative remedy prior to resorting to legal remedies. In 
case of disputes with STATE, RTPA shall submit to the Chief of the Division of Transportation 
Planning, CALTRANS (DC PLANNING) or designee a written demand for a decision 
regarding the disposition of any dispute, arising under this Agreement. The DC PLANNING 
shall make a written decision regarding the dispute and will provide it to the RTPA. The 
RTPA shall have an opportunity to challenge the DC PLANNING determination but must 
make that challenge in writing, within ten (10) working days to the STATE Contract Officer 
or his/her designee. If the challenge is not made by RTPA within the ten (10) day period, 
the DC PLANNING decision shall become the final decision of the STATE. If such a 
challenge is made, The DC PLANNING and RTPA shall submit written, factual information 
and data in support of their respective positions to STATE Contract Officer within a 
timeframe established by the RTPA at the time of challenge. The decision of the STATE 
Contract Officer or his/her designee shall be final, conclusive and binding regarding the 
dispute, unless RTPA commences an action in court of competent jurisdiction to contest 
the decision in accordance with Division 3.6 of the California Government Code. 

 
Section 4. Intercept Clause 

 
A.  Costs for which RTPA receives reimbursement payment or credit that are determined by 

a subsequent audit or other review by either STATE or Federal authorities to be 
unallowable under 2 CFR, part 200; or 48 CFR, Chapter 1, Part 31 are to be repaid to 
STATE by RTPA within thirty (30) days of RTPA receiving notice of audit findings. Should 
RTPA fail to reimburse moneys due STATE within thirty (30) days of discovery or demand, 
or within such other period as may be agreed in writing between the Parties hereto, 
STATE is authorized to intercept and withhold future payments due to RTPA from STATE or 
any third-party source, including, but not limited to, the State Treasurer, the State 
Controller or any other fund source. 
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Section 5. Parties of Agreement 

 
A. This MFTA, OWP, annual OWPA, and any related agreements are solely between the 

named parties thereto and no express or implied benefit to entities or individuals not a 
party thereto is intended or to be inferred. There are no third-party beneficiaries to or of 
this MFTA or any OWP, or annual OWPA or any other agreement pertaining hereto. 

Section 6. Hold Harmless and Indemnification Clause 
 

A. Neither STATE nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any injury, damage 
or liability occurring or arising by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by 
RTPA, its officers, employees, agents, contractors, sub-recipients, or subcontractors 
under or in connection with any work, authority or jurisdiction conferred upon RTPA 
under this MFTA and/or each annual OWPA. It is understood and agreed that, pursuant 
to Government Code section 895.4, RTPA shall fully defend, indemnify and hold harmless 
STATE and its officers and employees from all claims, suits or actions of every name, kind 
and description  brought forth under, including, but not limited to tortuous, contractual, 
inverse condemnation or other theories or assertions of liability occurring by reason of 
anything done or omitted to be done by RTPA, its officers, employees, agents 
contractors, subrecipients or subcontractors under this MFTA and each annual OWPA. 

 
B. Neither RTPA nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any injury, damage 

or liability occurring or arising by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by 
STATE, its officers, employees, agents, contractors, sub-recipients, or subcontractors 
under or in connection with any work, authority, or jurisdiction conferred upon to STATE 
under this MFTA. It is understood and agreed that pursuant to Government Code section 
895.4, STATE shall fully defend, indemnify and hold harmless RTPA, its officers and 
employees from all claims, suits, or actions of every name, kind and description brought 
forth under, including, but not limited to tortuous, contractual, inverse condemnation or 
other theories or assertions of liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted 
to be done by STATE, its officers, employees, agents contractors, subrecipients or 
subcontractors under this MFTA. 

 
Section 7. Default 

 
A. In the event that RTPA (a) fails to comply with applicable Federal and State laws and 

regulations; (b) fails to timely proceed with OWP in accordance with the MFTA or OWPA; 
or (c) otherwise materially violates the terms and conditions of this MFTA and/or OWPA, 
STATE reserves the right to terminate all funding for that OWP, or a portion thereof.  Any 
such termination shall be accomplished by delivery to RTPA of a Notice of Termination, 
which notice shall become effective not less than thirty (30) days after receipt specifying 
the reason for the termination, the extent to which funding of work under this MFTA is 
terminated and the date upon which such termination becomes effective. During the 
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period before the termination date becomes effective, RTPA and STATE shall meet to try 
to resolve any dispute. No such termination shall become effective if: (a) during the 
process described in Article V, Section 3, the termination is stayed, (b) within the thirty 
(30) day period after receipt of the Notice of Termination, RTPA either cures the default, 
or (c) if that default is not reasonably susceptible to cure within said thirty (30) day period, 
STATE approves a RTPA plan and RTPA thereafter diligently completes the cure in a 
manner and timeline acceptable to STATE. 

 
B. If STATE terminates funding for OWP pursuant to the above paragraph A, STATE shall pay 

RTPA the sum due RTPA under the annual OWPA for eligible work performed prior to 
termination. 

 
Section 8. Termination 

 
B. This MFTA shall remain in full force and effect until the termination date stated on Page 

1 of this MFTA, unless superseded or terminated in conformance with Section 7 of this 
Article. All indemnification, document retention, audit, claims, and legal challenge 
articles will remain in effect until terminated or modified in writing by mutual agreement 
or expiry by statute of limitations.

 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA      
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 

By: ____________________________ By: ____________________________ 
 Robert Carothers, Contract Officer 
  

 Woodrow Deloria, Executive Director 

Date: ________________ Date: ________________ 

 By: ____________________________ 
  Attorney 
 Date: ________________ 
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APPENDICES 
 
A Overall Work Program Agreement  
B RPA Request for Reimbursement 
B2 Request for Reimbursement Support Documentation 
C Certification of Expenditure 
D DBE Contract Language (required) 
D2 DBE Semi-Annual Report 
D3 DBE Awards and Commitments 
D4 DBE Utilization Report 
D5 DBE Good Faith Efforts Documentation 
E Certifications and Assurances 
F Board Resolution 
 

Agenda Item 4B



Page 1 of 1

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 1 of 2

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 2 of 2

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 1 of 1

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 1 of 3

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 2 of 3

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 3 of 3

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 1 of 1

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 2 of 2

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 1 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 2 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 3 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 4 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 5 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 6 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 7 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 8 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 9 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 10 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 11 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 12 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 13 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 14 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 15 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 16 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 17 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 18 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 19 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 20 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 21 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 22 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 23 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 24 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



Page 25 of 25

El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Caltrans Agreement Number 74A1631Agenda Item 4B



 Agenda Item 5 

INFORMATION ITEM  
STAFF REPORT 

DATE: NOVEMBER 7, 2024 

TO: EL DORADO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

FROM: JERRY BARTON, SENIOR TRANSPORTATION PLANNER 

SUBJECT: 2025-2045 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND NEXT GENERATION 
TRANSPORATION INVESTMENTS STRATEGY UPDATE 

REQUESTED ACTION 

None. This item is for information only.  

BACKGROUND 

Every Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) is required by law to conduct long-range 
planning to ensure that the region’s vision and goals are clearly identified and to ensure effective 
decision making relative to implementation of the stated vision and goals. El Dorado County 
Transportation Commission (EDCTC), as a rural RTPA, is required to prepare a Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) every five years. The last RTP was adopted in November of 2020. Staff 
commenced work on the Regional Transportation Plan 2025-2045 in November of 2023. The EDCTC 
2025-2045 RTP is also being prepared in close coordination with the SACOG Blueprint (SACOG’s 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) update which is on a 
similar timeline for adoption.  

In June of 2024, The Commission approved the Draft RTP Policy Element including the Vision, Goals, 
Objectives, and Strategies. The RTP Advisory Committee has met four times since it kicked off one 
year ago. The EDCTC RTP web page includes updated information on the progress of the RTP, 
including recordings of the virtual advisory committee meetings and the Draft Vision, Goals, 
Objectives, and Strategies. Participation in the RTPAC meetings was excellent with over 30 people 
from various agencies and organizations in attendance of each meeting.  

The Next Generation Transportation Investments Strategy (Next Gen Strategy) is also currently 
underway. Changes in transportation funding policies at the state and federal levels combined with a 
paradigm shift in performance outcomes toward equity, adaptation, resiliency, and combating climate 
change have presented new challenges in regional transportation planning. The Next Gen Strategy is 
a project funded by the Caltrans Sustainable Communities Grant program to support EDCTC with the 
preparation of data, analytics, and information to support competitive transportation funding 
applications and targeted investments across the western slope of El Dorado County. The outcomes 
of the Next Gen Strategy will inform the EDCTC RTP.  

DISCUSSION

Since the RTP and Next Gen Strategy planning efforts are being prepared in parallel and are closely 
related, staff have prepared a presentation today with some of the data and analytics from the Next 
Gen Strategy Existing Conditions Report (Attachment A). Staff will also demonstrate the Social 
Pinpoint public outreach tool that was launched in October. The interactive outreach tool can be found 
online here: https://fp.mysocialpinpoint.com/index.php?cID=774

Approved for Agenda: 

Woodrow Deloria, Executive Director 

Attachment A:   Next Generation Transportation Investments Strategy Existing Conditions Report 



555 Capitol Mall | Suite 510 | Sacramento, CA 95814 | (916) 329-7332 | Fax (916) 773-2015 
www.fehrandpeers.com 

DRAFT  

Existing Conditions Report 
Next Generation Transportation Investments Strategy 

Prepared for:  
El Dorado County Transportation Commission 

October 30, 2024 

SA24.0253.00 
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Introduction 
The Next Gen Strategy  
The El Dorado County Transportation Commission (EDCTC), as the Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency for the west slope of El Dorado County, faces unique challenges in aligning local 
transportation planning with evolving state and federal policies. With a focus on achieving 
statewide goals related to transportation, environmental quality, Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), and 
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) reduction, EDCTC encounters challenges related to the county's expansive 
geography, low population density, and dispersed disadvantaged communities, which can add 
layers of difficulty in meeting the stringent performance metrics now required by new 
transportation funding programs. In response, EDCTC is developing the Next Generation 
Transportation Investment Strategy (Next Gen Strategy), a comprehensive, data-driven approach 
designed to align the county's transportation investments with contemporary policy objectives. 

The Next Gen Strategy marks a strategic adjustment in EDCTC's regional transportation planning 
methodology. Historically, the agency focused on traditional rural transportation policies, but the 
recent shift in state and federal priorities requires the integration of considerations such as climate 
change adaptation, equity, and resilience. This strategy is intended to support the development 
and delivery of projects that meet both the needs of El Dorado County’s rural residents and the 
broader state goals as outlined in initiatives like the State’s Climate Action Plan for Transportation 
Investments (CAPTI) and the California Climate Crisis Act of 2021. Through the Next Gen Strategy, 
EDCTC aims to advance multimodal transportation, land use integration, and climate equity while 
ensuring that the unique challenges faced by the county’s disadvantaged and underserved 
communities are addressed effectively. 

Existing Conditions Report 
In developing the Next Gen Strategy for El Dorado County, an understanding of the relationship 
between the existing and planned transportation conditions with the funding sources, constraints, 
and outlook will serve as the basis of the strategic planning process for the ongoing El Dorado 
County 2025-2045 Regional Transportation Plan update. This existing conditions report details the 
inventory of existing planning and policy documents and the County’s current funding landscape 
to establish an existing conditions baseline as a first step in evaluating projects and programs for 
the 2025 RTP and beyond. The report includes the following subsections: 

• Existing transportation facilities 

• Traffic patterns 

• Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) statistics 
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• Transportation safety statistics 

• Demographics and disadvantaged communities 

• Existing policy and funding landscape and outlook 

Study Area 
The focus area of this report is the El Dorado County Transportation Commission (EDCTC) Planning 
Area, which consists of three census county subdivisions (CCDs) in the western slope of El Dorado 
County including North El Dorado CCD, Placerville CCD, and South El Dorado CCD (see Figure 1). 
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Existing Facilities  
Roadway Facilities 
El Dorado County, located in the foothills east of Sacramento, California, boasts a network of 
significant roadway facilities that play a crucial role in the region's transportation infrastructure. The 
EDCTC Planning Area is traversed by major highways, including US 50, which serves as a primary 
east-west corridor connecting Sacramento to South Lake Tahoe and beyond to the state of Nevada. 
This highway is vital for both local and through traffic, facilitating access to the Sierra Nevada 
mountains and popular recreational areas. Additionally, State Route 49 runs through the western 
part of the county, linking Placerville with neighboring communities and providing a scenic route 
through California's historic Gold Country. Other key roadways include State Routes 193 and 89, 
which offer important connections to smaller communities and serve as alternate routes during 
peak travel seasons.  

The roadway network in the EDCTC Planning Area also provides critical connections to adjacent 
regions, including direct access to Sacramento County to the west, Amador County to the south, 
Placer County to the north, and Alpine County to the east, ensuring seamless travel for residents, 
tourists, and commerce between these areas. Figure 2 displays the existing roadway functional 
classification in the EDCTC Planning Area. 
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Bike and Pedestrian Facilities 
El Dorado County offers a variety of active transportation facilities designed to support walking, 
biking, and other forms of non-motorized transportation. The county's infrastructure includes a 
growing network of on-street bike lanes, off-street shared-use paths, and multi-use trails that cater 
to both recreational and commuter needs. Notable among these is the El Dorado Trail, which 
stretches across the county and serves as a key route for cyclists and pedestrians, connecting 
communities from El Dorado, Placerville, and Camino. Additionally, the US 50 Corridor Bike Route 
provides a crucial east-west link for cyclists, offering a scenic and low-stress alternative to the 
highway. The county has also invested in pedestrian-friendly amenities, such as sidewalks, 
crosswalks, and pedestrian bridges, particularly in urbanized areas like Placerville and El Dorado 
Hills. 

El Dorado County has an expanding network of bicycle and pedestrian facilities and is well 
positioned to continue to advance the active transportation mode network to support increased 
commute and recreation trips. Figure 3 and Figure 4 display the existing bikeway and pedestrian 
facilities in El Dorado County. Most of the bike and pedestrian facilities exist in major urban areas 
in the City of Placerville and El Dorado Hills. According to the El Dorado County Active 
Transportation Plan1 adopted in 2020, the county already features an extensive system of bike lanes 
and shared-use paths, with ongoing developments aimed at increasing connectivity and 
accessibility. The El Dorado Trail and the US 50 Corridor Bike Routes, once fully implemented, will 
allow residents and visitors to traverse the county on comfortable, low-stress, off-street pathways 
that link various communities. These projects lay the groundwork for a comprehensive, high-quality 
network designed to accommodate cyclists and pedestrians of all ages and abilities. In addition to 
these infrastructure developments, the county's commitment to active transportation is reflected in 
its strategic planning efforts.  

 

 
1 El Dorado County Active Transportation Plan, February 2020, 

https://www.edctc.org/files/bd0b340ff/El+Dorado+County+ATP+February+2020.pdf  
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555 Capitol Mall | Suite 510 | Sacramento, CA 95814 | (916) 329-7332 | Fax (916) 773-2015   
www.fehrandpeers.com 

Transit Facilities 
El Dorado County's existing transit routes are primarily served by El Dorado Transit, which provides 
public transportation options within the county and connections to adjacent areas. The fixed-route 
service operates along key corridors, including routes that link the communities of Placerville, 
Cameron Park, and El Dorado Hills. Additionally, the system offers commuter services that connect 
El Dorado County to neighboring regions such as Sacramento, providing residents with access to 
employment centers, healthcare facilities, and other essential services. El Dorado Transit also 
provides daily service between Sacramento and Lake Tahoe  

The transit network is designed to facilitate connections between local routes and broader regional 
systems. For instance, El Dorado Transit’s commuter services link to Sacramento Regional Transit 
(SacRT), enabling seamless travel between El Dorado County and the Sacramento metropolitan 
area. This connectivity is particularly important for residents who commute to Sacramento for work 
or other activities, as it offers a viable alternative to driving. Additionally, the transit routes are 
integrated with park-and-ride facilities, making it convenient for commuters to access transit 
services from various points within the county. Figure 5 shows the existing transit routes and stops 
in the EDCTC Planning area. 

Electrical Vehicle Facilities 
El Dorado County is experiencing a notable rise in the adoption of Zero-Emission Vehicles (ZEVs), 
contributing to the increasing percentage of these environmentally friendly vehicles on the road. 
As more residents transition to electric vehicles (EVs), there is a growing demand for EV chargers 
across the county’s roadway network, reflecting the need to support this shift in transportation 
preferences. Figure 6 displays the existing EV charging locations in the EDCTC Planning Area. 
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Traffic Patterns 
Origin Destination Patterns 
Replica2 is a platform that uses land use and network data to model travel behavior, providing additional 
insights into commute patterns. This Origin-Destination (OD) analysis uses the Replica data summarizing 
activity in the built environment from 2023 Spring to analyze the origin and destination pattern of trips 
involved the plan area on a typical weekday (Thursday). Table 1 shows that most of the trips from and to El 
Dorado County happened locally within the county with a small percentage of trips involving adjacent 
regions such as Sacramento County, Placer County, Amador County, and Alpine County. The top origins 
and destinations in the plan area are listed below. 

• El Dorado Hills (19%) 

• Diamond Springs (11%) 

• Placerville (10%) 

• Cameron Park (9%) 

• Pollock Pines (3%) 

Table 1 also indicates that the plan area has around 6% of pass-through trips that start and end from 
outside the plan area. The top origins and destinations of the trips passing through the plan area include: 

• El Dorado County (South Lake Tahoe Subdivision) (18%) 

• Sacramento County (17%) 

• Amador County (12%) 

• Douglas County (State of Nevada) (9%) 

• Placer County (5%) 

Table 1. Internal and External Trips of the Plan Area 
Origins/Destinations Internal External 

Internal 410,017 129,820 

External 129,270 41,787 

Source: Replica 2023 Spring 2023 Data; Fehr & Peers, 2024 

Mode Choices 
According to data from Replica, the majority of the 410,017 internal trips within the EDCTC plan area are 
made using private vehicles. Of these, 62% are by drivers in personal vehicles, and an additional 20% are by 

 
2 https://www.replicahq.com/  
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passengers in private vehicles. Walking trips represent 11% of all internal trips, highlighting a significant 
portion of trip takers who choose walking as a mode of transportation within the EDCTC plan area. The 
major trip purposes of these walking trips include shopping (36%), social (18%), and home (15%) trips. The 
average trip duration of the walking trips is 16.9 minutes, and the average trip distance of the walking trips 
is 0.9 miles. The locations of the walking trips are mainly in the west slope of the EDCTC plan area where 
the pedestrian facilities are most available. 

The average trip duration of all the internal trips is 22.8 minutes, and the average trip distance is 6.4 miles. 
As for the trips made using private vehicles, the average trip duration is 24.3 minutes and the average trip 
distance is 7.2 miles. 

 

Source: Replica 2023 Spring 2023 Data; Fehr & Peers, 2024 

Commute Patterns 
Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics Analysis 

Data from the US Census Bureau Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics (LEHD) program was utilized 
to estimate work and home locations for workers who work and/or live within the plan area. This data was 

Mode Choices of Trips in EDCTC Plan Area

Private auto Auto passenger Walking

Commercial vehicle (freight) Biking Other

Public transit Taxi/TNC
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accessed through the US Census OnTheMap webtool3. This data is presented between 2012 and 2021 (the 
most recent complete dataset) to illustrate 10-year historical trends.  

As of 2021, there are 43,884 jobs in the plan area, and 64,090 employed residents in the plan area. 19,982 
workers both live and work in the plan area, and 23,902 workers live outside the plan area. 20,716 workers 
in the plan area live in El Dorado County, which has increased by 1,745 (9%) since 2012 from 18,971. There 
has also been an increase in the number of workers in the plan area living in Sacramento County, from 7,640 
workers in 2012 to 10,363. 

For work locations of 64,090 employed residents in the plan area, 44,108 residents work outside the plan 
area. 20,222 workers in 2021 work in El Dorado County increased from 18,492 workers in 2012. 19,793 
workers in Sacramento County increased from 18,523 workers in 2012. Workers living in the plan area 
showed decreases in working in the City of Placerville and South Lake Tahoe in El Dorado County. The trend 
of working from home is assumed to be one of the major reasons of the decrease. 

 

Means of Transportation for Commute Trips 

Table 2 and Table 3 summarize the percentages of different means of transportation by workers in El 
Dorado County (excluding the South Lake Tahoe Subdivision) and in California. The comparison shows that 
the study area has higher percentages of workers driving alone and lower percentages of workers 
carpooling, taking transit, or using bike and pedestrian facilities. It is also notable that the study area has 
higher percentages of workers working from home compared to the statewide percentage. 

 
3 Additional information about the US Census Bureau OnTheMap webtool can be found at 

https://lehd.ces.census.gov/applications/help/onthemap.html#!what_is_onthemap.  
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Table 2: Means of Transportation Data for El Dorado County (Excluding SLT Subdivision) 

 Drove 
alone 

Carpooled Public 
transportation 

Bicycle Walked Taxicab, motorcycle, or 
other means 

Worked at 
home 

2013 79% 10% 1% 0.1% 1% 1% 8% 

2014 78% 10% 1% 0.1% 1% 1% 8% 

2015 78% 10% 2% 0.2% 1% 1% 8% 

2016 79% 9% 1% 0.2% 1% 1% 8% 

2017 79% 9% 2% 0.2% 1% 1% 9% 

2018 78% 9% 1% 0.2% 1% 1% 10% 

2019 78% 9% 1% 0.3% 1% 1% 10% 

2020 78% 8% 1% 0.2% 1% 1% 12% 

2021 74% 8% 1% 0.2% 1% 1% 15% 

2022 72% 7% 0% 0.2% 1% 1% 18% 

Source: Fehr & Peers, ACS 5-Year Estimate (2013-2022).  

Table 3: Means of Transportation Data for California 

 Drove 
alone 

Carpooled Public 
transportation 

Bicycle Walked Taxicab, motorcycle, 
or other means 

Worked at 
home 

2013 73% 11% 5% 1% 3% 1% 5% 

2014 73% 11% 5% 1% 3% 1% 5% 

2015 73% 11% 5% 1% 3% 1% 5% 

2016 73% 11% 5% 1% 3% 1% 5% 

2017 74% 10% 5% 1% 3% 2% 6% 

2018 74% 10% 5% 1% 3% 2% 6% 

2019 74% 10% 5% 1% 3% 2% 6% 

2020 72% 10% 5% 1% 3% 2% 8% 

2021 70% 10% 4% 1% 2% 2% 11% 

2022 68% 10% 4% 1% 2% 2% 14% 

Source: Fehr & Peers, ACS 5-Year Estimate (2013-2022).  
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Source: ACS 5-Year Estimates 

Transit Ridership Pattern 
El Dorado Transit (EDT) has consistently reported ridership data since 2015. According to the 2024 Short 
Range Transit Plan Update prepared by El Dorado Transit, weekday ridership showed a gradual decline from 
2015 through early 2020, as illustrated below. In 2020, there was a significant decrease in both demand and 
service hours, with fluctuations throughout the year due to the COVID-19 pandemic. This period was 
followed by a gradual increase in ridership. 
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Source: Short Range Transit Plan Update, El Dorado Transit 

Recreation Trips 
Recreational trips constitute a significant portion of travel in El Dorado County. The region's diverse 
landscapes, ranging from the Sierra Nevada to rolling foothills, make it a popular destination for outdoor 
enthusiasts. Some of the most frequented recreational spots include South Lake Tahoe for its scenic beauty 
and year-round activities, Apple Hill for its orchards and seasonal festivities, and the American River for 
whitewater rafting and hiking. The Rubicon Trail in the South Lake Tahoe Basin east of the plan area, is also 
a major draw for off-highway vehicle (OHV) enthusiasts, offering one of the most challenging and renowned 
4x4 trails in the country.The chart below illustrates visitation trends for Apple Hill within the plan area from 
January 2021 to June 2024. The data highlights October as the peak season for visitation, underscoring its 
popularity. Year-over-year comparisons from 2021 to 2023 reveal the impact of COVID-19 on visitation 
patterns, with notable recovery in visitor traffic to the Apple Hill area beginning in 2023. 

Agenda Item 5A



 

 

 

Source: Zartico; Fehr & Peers, 2024. 

US 50 serves as the primary and most heavily utilized transportation corridor in El Dorado County, facilitating 
crucial east-west connectivity to Sacramento County, Nevada, and points further east across the United 
States. It is the principal route for interregional tourism travel to the Lake Tahoe Basin, as well as a major 
commuter pathway to employment centers in the greater Sacramento area. Additionally, US 50 plays a vital 
role in supporting goods movement and agricultural transport across El Dorado County and the Lake Tahoe 
Basin. EDCTC, in partnership with local and regional partners and Caltrans District 3, will conduct system 
user analysis4, identify, and assess innovative pricing and investment strategies for the US 50 Corridor. The 
included system user travel analysis will include comprehensive circulation and traffic data along US 50 to 
update and fill existing data gaps. 

Electric Vehicle Trips and Population 
According to the Light-Duty Vehicle Population5 statistics provided by California Energy Commission, the 
rate of electrical vehicle adoption in El Dorado County is slightly slower than the statewide average, 
indicating that while progress is being made, there's still room for growth in aligning with broader 
California trends. 

 
4 US 50 Corridor System User Analysis, Investment Strategy, and Access Control Action Plan - El Dorado County 

Transportation Commission (edctc.org) 
5 Light-Duty Vehicle Population in California, https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/energy-almanac/zero-emission-

vehicle-and-infrastructure-statistics-collection/light  
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The 2023 Spring Replica data for a typical weekday indicates that around 2.5% of the trips within the 
EDCTC plan area by private vehicles involved electric vehicles. The electric vehicle trips mainly gather in 
urban areas in the west slope of the plan area such as City of Placerville, El Dorado Hills, and Cameron 
Park.  
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VMT Statistics 
Senate Bill (SB) 743, signed into law in 2013, has led to substantial changes in the way transportation impact 
analyses are being prepared. The law precludes the use of level of service (LOS) to identify significant 
transportation impacts in California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis for land use projects, 
recommending instead that VMT be used as the preferred metric. The intent of the switch from LOS to VMT 
is to evaluate the transportation network performance in reducing greenhouse gas emissions, the 
development of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses. 

Replica VMT Results 
Replica offers daily residential VMT in both Places and Trends. This is calculated by summing the distances 
of each individual trip on the modeled day made by residents of a given geography who took either private 
automobiles or on-demand automobiles. Since this metric represents the number of miles traveled in 
automobiles by people who live in the plan area, trips count toward this total regardless of whether or not 
the trips took place within the plan area.  

Table 4: Replica Workday Daily VMT Results in El Dorado County 

Geography Areas Year Total VMT per 
Capita 

Total Work VMT 
per Employee 

Home-based 
VMT per Capita 

Home-based 
work VMT per 

Employee 

EDCTC Plan Area 
Spring 2023 24.9 20.3 17.2 20.2 

Fall 2023 24.3 19.9 16.5 19.7 

Notes:  
Home-based VMT calculates the vehicle miles traveled by residents of the EDCTC plan area starting trips from residential land uses. 
Home-based work VMT calculates the vehicle miles traveled by employees who work in the EDCTC plan area ending trips at workplaces. 
Source: Fehr & Peers, Replica, 2024.  

VMT+ Tool VMT Results 
Fehr & Peers’ VMT+ tool was used to determine the average home-based VMT per capita and home-based 
VMT per employee. VMT+ utilizes a custom data set from StreetLight Data, which is based on anonymized 
locational records, passively collected from smartphones and connected vehicles, and it provides home-
based VMT per resident and home-based VMT per worker estimates in California, down to the census block 
group. Data from both 2019 and 2022 is provided below. 

The home-based VMT per capita estimates include all home-based automobile vehicle trips, which are 
traced back to the residence of the trip-maker; non-home-based trips (i.e. from the grocery store to the 
coffee shop) and commercial vehicle trips (trucks) are excluded. The home-based VMT per employee 
estimates include only trips to and from work. This estimate does not include other work-based trips. 
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Table 5: VMT+ Results in El Dorado County 

Geography Areas Year Home-based VMT per 
Capita 

Home-based work VMT 
per Employee 

City of Placerville 
2019 29.76 17.98 

2022 22.26 17.38 

El Dorado County 
2019 27.28 16.67 

2022 26.64 17.52 

Source: VMT+, Fehr & Peers, 2024. https://www.fehrandpeers.com/project/find-my-vmt/ 
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Safety Conditions 
According to the 2020 El Dorado County Active Transportation Plan6, 52 reported collisions in EDCTC 
planning area involved bicyclists and 49 collisions involved pedestrians during 2013-2017. The most 
common bicyclist violation was riding on the wrong side of the road, which can suggest a lack of adequate 
bicycle facilities and a lack of safe crossing opportunities. Pedestrians in 22 collisions among 49 pedestrian 
involved collisions were determined to be at fault. These collisions were all under the umbrella of Pedestrian 
Violation, terms commonly used to describe collisions with pedestrians crossing at unmarked crossings. 
This often suggests a lack of adequate crossings or pedestrian facilities. 

Based on the network screening analysis by the El Dorado County Local Road Safety Plan, the following 
priority locations have been identified for the County to consider for case studies. The table below lists the 
prioritized project locations in the study area (excluding South Lake Tahoe Subdivision). 

Table 6: El Dorado County Short-List of Priority Locations 

Locations Crashes Local CCR 
Differential 

Equivalent Property 
Damage Only (EPDO) Notes 

Missouri Flat Road and 
Forni Road 22 -0.03 102 Two pedestrian crashes and three 

head-ons 

Missouri Flat Road and 
Golden Center Drive 16 -0.04 529 

One fatal, three severe injury 
crashes, two head-ons. Location 
of future Diamond Springs 
Connector Project. 

Missouri Flat Road and 
Old Depot Road 6 -0.02 149 One Fatal, Pedestrian, 3 Dark 

Lotus Road and Gold 
Hill/Luneman Road 7 0.21 259 One Fatal, One Severe Injury 

Crash. Located near a School 

Salmon Falls Road 
between Salmon Valley 
Lane and Timeless Lane 

(NOTE: 10 Segments 
along Salmon Falls Road 
Combined, 7 Miles total 

63 1.89 2213 
1 Fatal, 11 Severe, 21 Motorcycle 
Crashes, 20 Hit Object, 15 Dark, 
10 Overturned 

Source: El Dorado County Local Road Safety Plan, Table 3. eldoradocounty.ca.gov/files/assets/county/v/1/documents/services/roads-
amp-transportation/2022-07-el-dorado-draft-lrsp.pdf 

 
6 El Dorado County Active Transportation Plan, 2020. 

https://www.edctc.org/files/bd0b340ff/El+Dorado+County+ATP+February+2020.pdf  
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Socio-Demographic Data 
Age, Race, Income, and Poverty Status 

According to the 2020 Census Demographic Profile, there are 191,185 residents in the El Dorado County. 
Among the age groups, 22% of the total population is 65 years old or over. Compared to the California 
state average, El Dorado County has a notably higher proportion of residents aged 60-80 and a smaller 
proportion of individuals aged 20-50. This demographic imbalance suggests potential challenges for the 
local workforce, as fewer young adults remain in the area, while the growing senior population increases 
the demand for accessible transportation and other age-related services. 

 

Source: 2020 DEC; Fehr & Peers, 2024.  

The racial composition of the residents in El Dorado County is 77% identifying as White, 5% identifying as 
Asian, 1% identifying as American Indian and Alaska Native, <1% identifying as Black or African American, 
<1% identifying as Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander, and 12% identifying as two or more racial 
groups. 14% of the total population in El Dorado County is identified as Hispanic or Latino. 
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Source: 2020 DEC; Fehr & Peers, 2024.  

According to the 2022 ACS 5-Year Estimates, the median household income in EDCTC plan area reflects 
moderate affluence, supporting the county's position as a region of economic stability in California. Figure 
7 displays the median household income of the past 12 months according to 2022 ACS 5-Year Estimates. 
The map identifies certain areas within the plan area as economically vulnerable due to notably low 
household incomes, often corresponding with communities facing higher rates of cost-burdened 
households, limited access to employment opportunities, or greater reliance on seasonal or part-time work. 
Addressing these disparities can be essential for ensuring equitable access to resources and opportunities 
across the EDCTC plan area. 
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Disadvantaged Communities 

Understanding the distributions of disadvantaged communities helps promote social equity and ensure 
that public policies serve all populations, especially those who have been historically underserved or 
marginalized. By understanding the specific needs and challenges faced by these communities, agencies 
can develop more inclusive policies, prioritize funding for essential projects, and create accessible, equitable 
systems. Such analysis is often required by various policies and federal initiatives, such as California Senate 
Bill 535, which mandates that a significant portion of climate investments be directed to disadvantaged 
communities. Additionally, U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) guidelines encourage prioritizing 
disadvantaged areas when planning and implementing transportation projects to ensure fair access to 
services and resources. 

Disadvantaged communities often experience limited access to reliable transportation options, whether due 
to a lack of infrastructure, inadequate public transit services, or barriers related to affordability and 
availability. This enables local agencies to prioritize investments in transit systems, roads, and active 
transportation infrastructure that bridge accessibility gaps. 

Table 7 below summarizes several disadvantaged community screening sources and findings available for 
El Dorado County. 
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Table 7: Disadvantaged Communities Screening for EDCTC Plan Area 

Screening Source Description Criteria Geography 
Type 

Areas 
Identified Outstanding Areas for Improvements El Dorado County 

Competitiveness 

SACOG 
Disadvantaged 

Census Tracts 2020 

The Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) Disadvantaged Census Tracts 
for 2020 identify specific regions within the Sacramento area that face social and 
economic challenges, often characterized by lower income levels, limited access to 
quality education and healthcare, and higher rates of unemployment. The SACOG 
Disadvantaged Census Tracts aim to support regional planning efforts by highlighting 
areas that may benefit from targeted investments and programs to address disparities 
and enhance quality of life for residents.  

SACOG disadvantaged communities were defined by the 
2010 census tracts with a Median Household Income 
(ACS 2014-2018 5-year data, table ID B19013) less than 
80% of the statewide median income of $71,228. 

Census Tract 

Pollock Pines 
CDP 

Grizzly Flats 
CDP 

NA NA 

California Healthy 
Places Index 

The California Healthy Places Index (CHPI) was developed by the Public Health Alliance 
of Southern California, in collaboration with Virginia Commonwealth University’s 
Center on Society and Health. The index is designed to help communities prioritize 
investments, resources, and programs by measuring various public health indicators, 
including those related to transportation and air quality. CHPI provides data for 
counties, cities, and unincorporated areas, with higher scores indicating healthier 
communities. Each area is also compared to others in California through percentile 
rankings. 

Key indicators include active commuting rates, vehicle 
access, and air quality measures like ozone concentration 
and particulate matter levels, using data from sources like 
the American Community Survey and CalEnviroScreen 3.0. 

Multiple 
Options 

Pollock Pines 
CDP 

Education 
Transportation 

El Dorado County 
was scored 82.1 out 
of 100 on HPI, which 

indicates having 
healthier community 
conditions than most 

of the California 
areas. 

Grizzly Flats 
CDP NA 

USDOT Equitable 
Transportation 

Community (ETC) 
Explorer 

The USDOT Equitable Transportation Community (ETC) Explorer is an interactive tool 
developed by the U.S. Department of Transportation to support equitable planning in 
transportation infrastructure. The ETC Explorer provides comprehensive data on 
communities across the United States, identifying areas with elevated needs based on 
factors such as income, housing stability, access to transportation, and environmental 
impacts. Designed for planners, policymakers, and community advocates, the tool 
assists in identifying regions where targeted transportation investments can foster 
inclusivity, improve access to essential services, and enhance safety. 

The methodology of the USDOT Equitable Transportation 
Community (ETC) Explorer involves a comprehensive, 
data-driven approach to identifying transportation-
related equity challenges across communities. The tool 
integrates various demographic, socio-economic, and 
transportation-related datasets to assess and map the 
impact of transportation systems on historically 
underserved and marginalized populations.  

Census Tract 

Tract 
06017030603  

Climate & Disaster Risk Burden 
Social Vulnerability 
Health Vulnerability 

Transportation Insecurity 

El Dorado County has 
relatively high 
disadvantage 

component scores in 
Transportation 

Insecurity category. 

Tract 
06017031900 

Pre-1980 Housing 
Climate & Disaster Risk Burden 

Social Vulnerability 
Health Vulnerability 

Transportation Insecurity 

Tract 
06017031406 

Treatment & Disposal Fac Proximity 
Climate & Disaster Risk Burden 

Social Vulnerability 
Health Vulnerability 

Transportation Insecurity 

Tract 
06017031409 

Climate & Disaster Risk Burden 
Social Vulnerability 
Health Vulnerability 

Transportation Insecurity 

CALENVIROSCREEN 
4.0 

The California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment developed the 
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 tool to help identify communities that are disproportionately 
burdened by multiple sources of pollution. It combines pollution data (such as ozone 
concentrations and drinking water contaminants) with population indicators (such as 
birth weight and educational attainment).This is also a tool used in California’s Active 
Transportation Program grant application scoring. 

Communities that score in the most burdened 25% of the 
state are considered to be disadvantaged and receive a 
small advantage in the competitive funding process. 

 

No 
communities 
in El Dorado 
County meet 

this threshold. 

Relatively high Ozone level 

El Dorado County 
scored as 14.6 of 

average 
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 

percentile , indicating 
with healthy 
conditions 

Source:  
SACOG Disadvantaged Census Tracts 2020, https://census-sacog.hub.arcgis.com/datasets/disadvantaged-census-tracts-2020/explore  
California Healthy Places Index, https://www.healthyplacesindex.org/. Outstanding areas for improvements for this screening source are defined as HPI scores falling under 0-25 percentile session. 
USDOT Equitable Transportation Community (ETC) Explorer, https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/0920984aa80a4362b8778d779b090723/page/ETC-Explorer---National-Results/  
CALENVIROSCREEN 4.0, https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/6b863505f9454cea802f4be0b4b49d62  
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INFORMATION ITEM 
STAFF REPORT 

DATE:             NOVEMBER 7, 2024 

TO:                  EL DORADO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

FROM:            WOODROW DELORIA, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

SUBJECT: DRAFT US 50 CAMINO SIGNAGE AND WAYFINDING – ACCESS MITIGATION 
PLAN  

REQUESTED ACTION 

None. This item is for informational purposes only.  

BACKGROUND 

The Apple Hill™ agritourism region is a significant draw for tourists and commerce during the fall 
harvest season in El Dorado County. Patrons to Apple Hill™ historically relied on limited access 
through a small number of key intersections of US 50 and local roads. These access points required 
visitors to cross oncoming traffic of US 50 at these intersections, often when unsafe conditions were 
present including high speed westbound traffic. The recently completed Caltrans US 50 Camino 
Safety Improvements Project in 2022 improved safety on US 50 eliminating these access points 
through construction of a concrete median barrier from Still Meadows Road to Upper Carson Road, 
closing a gap and eliminating the dangers of crossing US 50 at many local road intersections which 
connect patrons to numerous agritourism based businesses north of US 50. While this project greatly 
improved the safety of this segment of US 50, it has impacted the access to, and awareness of, 
businesses north of US 50 in Camino and the area commonly referred to as “Apple Hill™”.  

Consequently, EDCTC partnered with Caltrans, El Dorado County, the City of Placerville, local 
stakeholders, and businesses to pursue grant funding to support the US 50 Camino Signage and 
Wayfinding – Access Mitigation Plan (Plan). EDCTC secured $85,000 in Rural Planning Assistance 
from Caltrans in October 2023 to support the Plan. On December 7, 2023 EDCTC ratified an Advisory 
Committee to serve as the partnership and working group on the Plan. On February 1, 2024 EDCTC 
awarded a contract to Found Design, LLC (d.b.a. MERJE) to perform the work.  

DISCUSSION 

The purpose of the US 50 Camino Signage and Wayfinding – Access Mitigation Plan is to provide 
better information and route choices for the millions of interregional visitors to the Camino area.  
The plan is focused on signage and traveler information strategies along US 50 from Placerville and 
extending east of the Cedar Grove exit on US 50. The signage plan includes an extensive analysis of 
the existing routes and opportunities to access the Camino/Apple Hill™ region north of US 50. The 
wayfinding element of the Plan extends signage and wayfinding elements from US 50 onto local 
roadways to disperse traffic throughout the greater agritourism region and not solely focus traffic onto 
Carson Road. Both the signage and wayfinding elements have gone through extensive stakeholder 
engagement and the entire effort is based on a coordinated theme identified by the outreach and 
stakeholder participants. 

The primary components of the draft Plan have been developed, presented to the Advisory 
Committee, and vetted through multiple meetings and engagement opportunities. The consulting team 
from MERJE will present the analysis, design concepts, message campaign, signage deployment 
mapping, and budget estimate for the draft Plan. This information is very spatial and illustrative unlike 
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many of the more narrative or policy-based transportation planning efforts EDCTC is involved with. 
Therefore, the materials and information will be presented through an interactive presentation to the 
EDCTC on November 7, 2024.  

The final Plan will be presented for adoption by the EDCTC at the December meeting reflecting any 
changes or input received following presentation of the draft Plan. 

Approved for Agenda: 

Woodrow Deloria, Executive Director 
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