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1. INTRODUCTION 

 
Purpose 

The purpose of this report is to update the 2007 Park-and-Ride Master Plan. 
 
This update identifies the policies, actions, and financing needed to ensure a continuous, adequate supply 
of parking capacity in El Dorado County to support the El Dorado County Transit Authority's (El 
Dorado Transit’s) commuter bus service, as well as carpooling, vanpooling, and other forms of shared 
rides. 
 
Implementing the plan will require significant cooperation and action by many agencies, including El 
Dorado Transit, the El Dorado County Transportation Commission, the City of Placerville, the County 
of El Dorado, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments, and Caltrans. Many additional public and 
private interests will also play key roles in actualizing this plan. 
 
In its simplest form, this Park-and-Ride Master Plan: 
 

 Quantifies the need for additional parking capacity, by location; 

 Estimates the cost of constructing the needed capacity; 

 Projects the long-term cost of operating and maintaining existing 
Park-and-Ride facilities; 

 Identifies specific and general financing strategies; and, 

 Establishes a series of policies and implementation measures to 
guide daily, short-term, and long-term implementation. 

 
This Plan is organized into the following sections: 
 

1. Introduction 

2. Policies 

3. Capital Improvement Program 

4. Maintenance and Operations Program 

5. Financing Strategies 

6. Implementation Measures 
 
Changing Planning Requirements 

Watershed times in transportation planning, and the inter-relation between transportation, land use, and 
air quality planning are continuing. Several factors are combining to sustain a rapidly changing context 
for planning and providing transit services. 
 

 Increased market demand for new styles of residential and mixed-use development. 

 Requirements to link discretionary funding allocations to outcome-based performance measures. 

 Continued increases in urban congestion and a growing backlog of projects to improve the 
movement of people, goods, and services. 

Vision 
Park-and-Ride facilities with 
ample parking capacity are: 
 provided concurrent 

with demand; 
 integrated with carpool 

lanes, commuter bus 
service, and other shared 
ride programs; 

 easily accessible by 
pedestrians, cyclists, 
motorists, and transit 
vehicles; 

 community assets that 
complement adjacent 
land uses; and, 

 well-maintained and safe 
for users. 
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 Evolving requirements to address climate change and achieve greenhouse emission reductions, 

resulting from the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (Assembly Bill 32), and 
subsequent implementation measures, including the “Cap-and-Trade” program1. 

 Dwindling supplies of undeveloped, centrally-located parcels for new transit facilities. 

 Increasing pressures to direct transportation funding to overdue replacement and rehabilitation 
projects – potentially reducing the funding available to provide new transportation capacity. 

 Emerging private-sector ridesharing services like Lyft and Uber. 

 
It is likely that the basis of transportation and land use planning law will continue to change dramatically. 
The implications for public transportation and supporting infrastructure such as Park-and-Ride facilities 
are difficult to project. However, it is reasonable to assume that these factors will not reduce – and more 
likely will increase – the demand and need for Park-and-Ride facilities. 
 
Existing El Dorado Transit Services 

El Dorado Transit and its customers are the primary beneficiaries of the existing Park-and-Ride facilities 
in El Dorado County. El Dorado Transit has a long tradition of also providing leadership to ensure that 
the needs of carpoolers, vanpoolers, and others sharing rides are being met. 
 
The El Dorado Transit commuter bus service has been highly successful for more than 20 years. El 
Dorado Transit currently provides eleven (11) daily commuter routes to the Sacramento downtown area, 
and a connection in Folsom to Sacramento regional light rail service. Both services access a series of 
Park-and-Ride facilities along the U.S. Highway 50 corridor, in El Dorado County.  
 
A key constraint to expanding commuter bus service is the lack of Park-and-Ride capacity in El Dorado 
Hills and Cameron Park. 
 
Existing Park-and-Ride Facilities and Use 

There are fourteen (14) existing Park-and-Ride facilities within El Dorado Transit’s service area, eleven 
(12) of which are in the U.S. Highway 50 Corridor. Figure 1 identifies the locations of Park-and-Ride 
facilities in the U.S. Highway 50 Corridor and Table 1 summarizes key characteristics. 
 
U.S. Highway 50 Corridor Carpool Lanes 

Carpool lanes currently exist on U.S. Highway 50 from Cameron Park Drive / Durock Road west to 
Watt Avenue. Over time, these carpool lanes will be extended west to downtown Sacramento and east 
to Ponderosa Road. 
 
Prior Work 

This Master Plan is designed to synthesize and advance – rather than revisit – a substantial amount of 
work completed in recent years. 
 

 The approved Park-and-Ride Master Plan identified and prioritized, twelve (12) improvements 
needed over a twenty-year horizon, but with capacity to serve well beyond. See Table 2. 

                                                 
1   See Appendix A for the text of California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, and 
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/ab32/ab32.htm for regulations and other information. 

https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/ab32/ab32.htm


  

1 

15 
To State Route 49/193 

Park-and-Ride  

Exhibit 1 

EXISTING PARK AND RIDE 

FACILITY LOCATIONS 

LEGEND 

U.S. HIGHWAY 50 

    EXISTING PARK AND RIDE LOT 

EXISTING FACILITIES  

1. FRANCISCO DRIVE PARK-&-RIDE 

FACILITY 

2. EL DORADO HILLS MULTI-MODAL 

TRANSFER FACILITY (EDHMTF) 

3. EDHMTF - OVERFLOW LOT 

4. CAMBRIDGE ROAD PARK-&-RIDE 

5. PONDEROSA ROAD PARK-&-

RIDE(WILD CHAPARRAL) 

6. PONDEROSA ROAD PARK-&-RIDE (N. 

SHINGLE RD.) 

7. SOUTH SHINGLE ROAD PARK-&-

RIDE (DUROCK RD.) 

8. SHINGLE SPRINGS DRIVE PARK-&-

RIDE 

9. GREENSTONE ROAD PARK-&-RIDE 

10. MISSOURI FLAT ROAD PARK-&-RIDE 

11. FAIRGROUNDS PARK-&-RIDE 

12. PLACERVILLE STATION (MOSQUITO 

PARK-&-RIDE) 

13. CAMINO HEIGHTS PARK-&-RIDE 

14. CENTRAL TRANSIT CENTER 

15. STATE ROUTE 49/ 193 PARK-&-RIDE 

DATE: JANUARY 2017                            

SCALE: NO SCALE 

 

PREPARED BY:    

Matthew C. Boyer & Associates 

Management and Policy Consulting Services 



Communty EDCTA Transit Service? Condition Notes
Spaces Use Shelters Benches Bike Storage Lighting Signage Vehicle Access Ped Access Bike Access Maintenance Lighting Visibility Activity

Francisco Drive Park-and-Ride Facility

West side of Francisco Drive, South of Village Center Drive No 20 6 No No No No Poor Good Good Yes Fair Excellent Good High 1. No off-site way-finding signage.

Ownership: County

Maintenance: EDCTA

 
El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Facility

NE corner of White Rock Rd .and Latrobe Rd. Yes ‐ Commuter Service 120 110-130 Yes (4) Yes (5) Lockers (10) Yes Adequate Good Good Yes Fair Excellent Good High 1. At capacity during peak use.

Ownership: County

Maintenance: EDCTA

3. Parking is being used as overflow for area businesses. 

El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Facility _OVERFLOW Fa

North Side of Movie Theater in Town Center East Yes ‐ Commuter Service 100+ 25 No No No Yes Poor Good Poor Poor New Excellent Fair Low

Ownership: Private

Maintenance: Private 

Cambridge Road Park-and-Ride

NE quadrant of US 50/Cambridge Rd. Interchange Yes ‐ Commuter Service 73 60-65 Yes Yes Lockers (2) Yes Excellent Good Poor Poor New Excellent Excellent High

Ownership: County

Maintenance: EDCTA

Ponderosa Road Park-and-Ride (Wild Chaparral)

NW quadrant of US 50/Ponderosa Rd. Interchange Yes ‐ Commuter Service 111 55-75 No No No Yes Adequate See Notes Poor Poor Poor Good Good Moderate

Ownership: Caltrans

Maintenance: Caltrans

Ponderosa Road Park-and-Ride (N. Shingle Rd.)

NE quadrant of US 50/Ponderosa Rd. Interchange No 19 5-10 No No No Yes Adequate Poor Poor Poor Poor Poor Good High No existing transit  service.

Ownership: Caltrans

Maintenance: Caltrans

South Shingle Road Park-and-Ride (Durock Rd.)

NW quadrant of US 50/Ponderosa Rd. Interchange No 57 20-30 No No No Yes Adequate Adequate Poor Poor Poor Poor Good High No existing transit  service.

Ownership: Caltrans

Maintenance: Caltrans

Shingle Springs Drive Park-and-Ride

NW quadrant of US 50/Shingle Springs Dr. Interchange No 19 5-10 No No No No Adequate Adequate Poor Poor Poor Poor Poor Low No existing transit  service.

Ownership: Caltrans

Maintenance: Caltrans

Greenstone Road Park-and-Ride

NW quadrant of US 50/Greenstone Rd. Interchange No 22 3-5 No No No No Adequate Adequate Poor Poor Poor Poor Poor Low

Ownership: Caltrans

Maintenance: Caltrans 2. No existing transit  service.

Missouri Flat Road Park-and-Ride

SW quadrant of US 50/Missouri Flat Rd. Interchange No 50 50 Yes (2) Yes (2) No Yes Adequate See Notes Poor Poor Fair Good Moderate Excellent

Ownership: Caltrans

Maintenance: Caltrans

Fairgrounds Park-and-Ride

North side of Fairgrounds on Armory Drive Yes ‐ Commuter Service 200+ 35-45 No No Yes (6) Yes Poor Adequate Good Poor Poor Good Poor Low

Ownership: County Fair Association

Maintenance: County Fair Association

Placerville Station (Mosquito Park-and-Ride)

West of Mosquito Road on the north side of US 50 Yes ‐ Commuter Service 130 45-55 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Excellent Good Excellent Excellent Excellent Excellent High

Ownership: City

Maintenance: City

Camino Heights Park-and-Ride

East of Camino Heights Drive, on the south side of US 50 No 24 5-10 No No No No Excellent Excellent Excellent Excellent Excellent Poor Poor Low

Ownership: County

Maintenance: EDCTA

Central Transit Center

Commerce Way, Diamond Springs No 84 43023 Yes Yes Yes Yes Adequate Adequate Good Poor Fair Poor Poor Excellent

Ownership: County

Maintenance: EDCTA

State Route 49 / 193 Park-and-Ride

SE corner of State Route 193 and State Route 49 in Cool No 14 3-5 No No No Yes Adequate Adequate Poor Poor Poor Excellent Excellent Moderate

Ownership: Caltrans

Maintenance: Caltrans

Park-and-Ride Master Plan, January 2017

Table 1
Summary of Existing Park-and-Ride Facilities

Current facility includes 56 permanent parking spaces and an interim 
expansion area for a total of approximately 130 spaces.

Usage Amenities Access Security

2. Long standing drainage/irrigation problems have resulted in 
accelerated pavement deterioration. 

1. Considered the least safe park-and-ride due to extremely low level 
of activity in area and poor visibility from freeway.

2. No existing transit service.

El Dorado Transit operates under an agreement with the private 
property owner. Lease is short-term as the land owner has proposed a 
multi-family housing project on the site that is in litigation, with an 
alternate development proposal pending at the County.
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Table 2 

Existing Park-and-Ride Facility Project Priorities 

Priority Facility Status 

1 Bass Lake Road Multi-Modal Facility 
Deferred. Included in Bass Lake Specific Plan to be 
constructed as a condition of approval on new 
development. 

2 Ponderosa Park-and-Ride Reconstruction Complete 

3 Placerville Multi-Modal Station - Phase II  Deferred by the City of Placerville 

4 Central Transit Center Complete 

5 Missouri Flat Road Park-and-Ride 

Complete (short-term solution - upgrades to the existing 
bus transfer center on Missouri Flat Road).  

The long-term Park-and-Ride parking capacity is 
assumed to be done as part of new commercial 
development north of U.S. 50 along Missouri Flat Road. 

6 County Line Multi-Modal Transit Center 

Planning initiated. Concept for new State funding 
source developed and being discussed. A grant 
application was submitted by the El Dorado County 
Transportation Commission (EDCTC) to Caltrans for 
discretionary planning funding starting in FY 2017/18. 
EDCTC expects to be notified in Spring, 2017 regarding 
whether this planning grant application will be funded. 

7 Fairgrounds Transit Center 

Eliminated. 20-year demand now expected to be met by 
the Park-and-Ride component of the Western Placerville 
Interchanges project scheduled for construction in 
starting in 2018. 

8 County Line Regional Fueling Station 
Planning initiated. An application has been submitted 
by the EDCTC for possible planning funding starting in 
FY 2017/18. (Priority #6 above). 

9 Cameron Park Drive Park-and-Ride 
Facility 

Deferred. Facility previously considered as part of 
County studies to improve the Cameron Park Drive 
Interchange. No financially-feasible interchange 
solutions were found. 

10 Forni Road Interchange Park-and-Ride 
Facility 

Eliminated. 20-year demand now expected to be met by 
the Park-and-Ride component of the Western Placerville 
Interchanges project scheduled for construction in 2017.  

11 
Western Placerville Interchanges Park-
and-Ride Facility (formerly Ray Lawyer 
Drive Park-and-Ride Facility. 

Construction scheduled for 2018. 

12 El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Parking 
Structure 

Planning initiated. An application has been submitted 
by the EDCTC for planning funding starting in FY 
2017/18. (Priority #6 above). 

Source: El Dorado Transit Park-and-Ride Master Plan, 2007 
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 Most important of the previously-completed planning studies is the Western El Dorado County Short 
Range and Long Range Transit Plan Study, (LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc, March 2014) which 
builds upon additional prior work including the U.S. Highway 50 Corridor Short Term Transit Plan (LSC 

Transportation Consultants, Inc, March 2006. A complete list of prior studies is included in Appendix C 
(References). 
 
See Table 3 below for a summary of the existing Park-and-Ride facility parking deficits. 

LSC Transportation Consultants assessed existing deficiencies in Park-and-Ride capacity, and 
generated short-term (5 year) and long-term (20 year) forecasts of Park-and-Ride facility use to 
project future parking deficiencies. Key findings of this work include the following. 
 

 There is currently a shortage of more than 23 parking spaces in El Dorado Hills and more 
14 spaces in Cameron Park.  

 Additional parking deficits exist in the Cameron Park area. 

 No appreciable change in Park-and-Ride demand in other communities is forecast based 
on the SACOG model data. 

 A portion of existing Park-and-Ride activity in El Dorado Hills is generated by residents 
of communities to the east that drive to the El Dorado Hills lot to reduce their overall 
travel time by avoiding the delays associated with transit service into El Dorado Hills, or 
for other reasons. 

 A total of 60 additional spaces are needed currently in El Dorado Hills and 30 new spaces 
in Cameron Park. Over the next 10 years these deficiencies are anticipated to grow to 172 

Table 3 

Existing Parking Capacity Deficits 

Community 

Existing Utilization Year 2010 Year 2027 

Existing 
Spaces 

Existing 
Use 

Existing 
Deficit 

Additional 
Short-Term 

Need 

Total 
Deficiency 

Additional 
Long-Term 

Demand 

Total 
Deficiency 

El Dorado 
Hills 

120 143+ 23+ 37 60** 112 172** 

Cameron Park 33 47+ 14+ 15 30** 40 70** 

 
* Calculation prior to expansion of Cambridge Road Park-and-Ride facility, completed in 2006. 

** Parking demand has exceeded capacity throughout El Dorado Hills and Cameron Park, for more than 10 years. 
The amount of suppressed demand (those that have ‘given up’ due to the lack of consistently-available parking, is 
very difficult to estimate. This is most acute at the El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Transfer Facility and Cambridge 
Road Park-and-Ride Facility. Deficit in El Dorado Hills has been addressed with the short-term overflow facility. 
 
Source: U.S. Highway 50 Corridor Short Term Transit Plan (LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc, March 2006).   

 

El Dorado Transit Draft Park-and-Ride Master Plan, January 2017 
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spaces in El Dorado Hills and 70 in Cameron Park. The long-standing lack of parking 
capacity in these areas is believed to have suppressed potential transit use and carpooling, 
and the actual deficiencies might be higher. 

 Every effort should be made to expand the existing facilities or provide facilities within a 
few-hundred-yard walking distance of the existing facilities, so that each community can 
be served by a single commuter bus stop. Traffic delays (particularly in El Dorado Hills) 
are already a detriment to transit service, which would only be increased by the additional 
travel time needed to serve a second Park-and-Ride lot. 

 The last lot served before heading west out of El Dorado County will always be the most 
convenient (by providing the shortest overall travel time) and therefore will be filled to 
or beyond capacity. A second lot in El Dorado Hills would not be expected to reduce 
demand below supply at the existing lot and it would add roughly five minutes of running 
time for passengers traveling through El Dorado Hills. 

 Based upon the LSC study, Matthew C. Boyer & Associates prepared the Draft Western El 
Dorado County Park-and-Ride Facilities Study: Preliminary Assessment of Potential Sites (2014). 
This report is included in Appendix F. 
 
The purpose that report was as follows. 

 

 Provide focused data to update to the 2007 Park-and-Ride Facilities Master Plan; 

 Identify in more detail the opportunities and constraints to advancing each priority 
project in the western portion of the U.S. 50 Corridor, from the Cameron Park Drive 
interchange to the Sacramento County line; and, 

 Recommend a series of next steps, and obtain direction from the El Dorado County 
Transit Authority, on how to proceed. 

 

In 2014, El Dorado Transit leased up to 100 additional parking spaces as an interim expansion of the El 
Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Transfer Facility, relieving the substantial over-crowding at the El Dorado 
Hills Multi-modal Facility. 

 
2. POLICIES 

 
Development of the Park-and-Ride Master Plan requires a set of guiding principles and a policy 
framework. In general, the following reflect historic operating principles of El Dorado Transit. 
 
Guiding Principles 

The following principles have been used in preparing this Plan. 

 
 Public transportation – particularly services for commuters – are a significant component of the 

existing transportation system and expected to become an even greater component of an 
integrated and managed transportation system as the El Dorado County population and 
employment increase. 

 Transit infrastructure is very difficult to retrofit into an existing built environment. Right-of-way 
constraints, utility conflicts, lack of adequate funding, and other factors ensure that adding a Park-
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and-Ride facility after development has occurred is significantly more expensive than constructing 
the facility 'up front.' 

 To ensure that as much of the transit infrastructure, including Park­ and-Ride facilities, is 
constructed as part of new developments, El Dorado Transit and its member agencies need clear 
policies to guide the specific location of new facilities, new developments' responsibility in 
contributing to Park-and-Ride construction, and financing of the non-developer shares, including 
long-term operations and maintenance. 

 This plan needs to look beyond a traditional 20-25-year horizon, if locations for long-term 
transportation demand are to be preserved and future changes in transit demand are to be 
accommodated. 

 Opportunities for joint-use facilities (public/private) should be explored, with careful 
consideration to the functionality for transit customers. 

 El Dorado Transit prefers to own any Park-and-Ride facility to which it provides transit service. 
For Park-and-Ride facilities served by El Dorado Transit that it does not own, it prefers to be the 
operator, under a contractual arrangement with the owner. Appendix B is an example of an 
existing agreement that is considered by El Dorado Transit to be a “model” or template for future 
inter-agency agreements to operate Park-and-Ride facilities. 

 El Dorado Transit prefers being the operator of all of the Park-and-Ride facilities it serves. 

 Park-and-Ride facilities, and land preservation at key regional intersections, provide options for 
future bus transfer facilities. 

This master plan requires implementation through local and regional plans, and financing programs, 
to achieve these objectives. Moreover, significant additional implementation steps are necessary, and 
it is critical that El Dorado Transit, the County, the City of Placerville, and future communities 
continue to consider and review future developments as key decision points for choosing to 
implement the program described herein. 
 
Regional Planning Policies 

 Policies, projects, and financing strategies of this plan should be incorporated into the next 
Regional Transportation Plan, Metropolitan Transportation Plan, Short and Long Range Transit 
Plans, as well as other local, regional, and State plans. 
 

 El Dorado Transit will continue its comprehensive evaluation of proposed land use and capital 
projects. 
 
El Dorado Transit will review proposed developments and capital improvement projects for 
potential mitigation measures, and conditions of approval. This review will consider the full range 
of transit supporting infrastructure, including, but not limited to Park-and-Ride facilities. 

 
Review of proposed developments and capital projects will consider several elements, including 
existing and future services, existing and future demographics, and existing and future land uses. 
 
Review of proposed developments and capital projects will consider other elements critical to the 
success of public transportation, including safe and convenient connections from transit facilities 
to auto, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. 
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El Dorado Transit will not provide formal comments on projects or proposed actions that are 
outside of El Dorado County, without prior Board direction, except as is consistent with Board-
approved planning documents. 
 
The scope of the El Dorado Transit review will also include recommendations that support other 
forms of shared rides, including carpooling and vanpooling. 
 
The El Dorado County Transit Authority Transit Design Standards Manual (2007) will be the 
primary source for determining the location, dimension, and features of transit improvements.  
 
On a case-by-case basis, El Dorado Transit will consider providing developers the option to pay 
a fee in lieu of constructing a transit facility. Cases where payment of an in-lieu fee might be 
particularly appropriate include: 
 

 Where the facility is 'off-site' from the proposed development or capital project; and, 

 Where the size or location of a facility contemplated in a mitigation measure or condition 
of approval needs to be modified based upon a change of circumstance between the time 
at which the mitigation measure or condition of approval was recommended to the 
County, and the time the measure or condition is being fulfilled. 

 

Except as noted above, El Dorado Transit staff is authorized to review proposed development 
and capital projects, attend meetings with local agency staff and project proponents, and send 
correspondence recommending specific features to be included in the project, as well as mitigation 
measures and conditions of approval. 

 
Policies for Planning and Locating Park-and-Ride Facilities 

Location is a critical factor in determining the use of a proposed facility. Finding the right location for 
a Park-and-Ride facility can be difficult. 
 
Sites that meet general planning requirements are further limited due to existing land use developments, 
and environmental and topographic constraints. 
 
New Park-and-Ride facilities should be located consistent with the following policies and guidelines. 
 

 In general locations where both a Park-and-Ride facility and a transit transfer facility are required, 
every effort to co-locate these facilities will be made. 

 The optimum Park-and-Ride sites are those that best satisfy the greatest number of 
considerations, without having any fatal flaw. 

 Important factors to consider when planning Park-and-Ride or other multimodal facilities are as 
follows. 

 Impact on Existing Parking Supply. Transit facilities are often considered for sites currently 
used wholly or in part for off- or on-street parking. Any proposal that would reduce 
parking supply in activity centers with a "tight" parking supply requires that a parking 
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study be conducted to ensure that adequate parking can be provided for adjacent land 
uses. 

 Impact on Urban Design. Transit facilities (particularly in downtown core areas) can be an 
important "tool" in improving the urban design of established activity centers. By 
providing a generator of pedestrian activity, a transit facility can revitalize an underutilized 
portion of a commercial district. In addition, the building can fill a gap in development 
that can encourage increased pedestrian activity. Any such facility should therefore 
consider the potential to stimulate redevelopment of adjacent properties. 

 Impact on Passenger In-Vehicle Travel Time. Constructing and serving new transit facilities can 
significantly impact route travel times if located off an existing route or if traffic 
congestion results in delays in accessing the facility. As in any route change, the potential 
benefits to the transit system (such as improved amenities to existing riders or 
opportunities to attract new riders) needs to be balanced against any increase in overall 
travel time for existing "through" riders. 

 Impact on Transit Vehicle ''Deadheading." Transit facilities are often used as the start or end 
of a transit route. The distance traveled by transit vehicles running out-of-service to and 
from the vehicle storage yard ("deadhead") can, over time, add substantial costs to the 
operation of a transit program. 

 Provision of Adequate Land Area. In addition to providing space for passenger loading and 
bus bays, a transit passenger facility must also accommodate vehicle circulation, interior 
space, any setbacks required by local regulation, and landscaping. A site program should 
be developed prior to the identification of potential sites, and used as criteria for site 
evaluation. 

 Pedestrian Access. This factor is critical to the success of a transit facility in generating new 
ridership in the surrounding area. Transit facilities should be located to maximize the 
number of potential rider destinations (such as stores, public facilities, and social service 
agencies) within a one-fourth mile walk distance. 

 Adjacent Land Uses. It is preferable for transit passenger facilities to be located near 
commercial establishments, such as drycleaners, convenience stores, and banks, to allow 
passengers to complete personal errands as part of their transit trip. Some transit 
properties have also found it beneficial to locate passenger facilities adjacent to day-care 
centers. 

 Vehicle Access. Given the high number of transit vehicle movements through a passenger 
facility over the course of the day, safe and efficient transit access to and from adjacent 
arterial streets is a crucial consideration. Delays to transit vehicles such as left-turn 
movements onto busy streets can cause substantial delay to the entire transit system. To 
avoid this delay, a signalized intersection may be required to provide adequate access. 
Vehicle travel paths must also be carefully designed to minimize conflict with pedestrians. 

 Hazardous Materials. To best serve established commercial centers, transit facilities are 
often located on "brownfield" sites that have historically been used for industrial or 
commercial purposes. These sites have a high potential for the presence of hazardous 
materials, which can dramatically increase the amount of financial resources as well as 
time needed to complete a project. 
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 Environmental Impact. Transit passenger facilities must also be located and designed to 
avoid or minimize any potential negative impact of their construction or operation. 

 
The appropriate location of a transit passenger facility requires a careful balancing between these factors. 
A successful site selection process entails a quantitative assessment of a wide range of potential sites, as 
well as a strong public input process. 
 
Financing Policies 

 The primary funding sources for capital rehabilitation projects, and construction of the highest 
priority new Park-and-Ride facilities in the next 10 years are State Transit Assistance and a possible 
new multi-county transit facility funding program (see Appendix G).   

 El Dorado Transit should use Local Transportation Funds and State Transit Assistance funds in 
its operating budget to fund annual operations and maintenance, and long-term maintenance of 
the facilities it serves. 

 Full funding for the expansion, operation, and maintenance of the system of Park-and-Ride 
facilities should be identified and programmed. 

 Park-and-Ride facilities should be planned and built concurrently with new development. 

 Funding should be allocated to preserve adequate areas for future facilities along corridors most-
likely to be heavily used as commuter routes, even where commuter transit services are not 
expected to be provided for several years. 

 Where possible, Park-and-Ride facilities should use standard hardware – such as lighting fixtures 
– to provide cost efficiencies in maintenance. 

 Park-and-Ride facilities should be comprised of landscaping that minimizes need for on-going 
maintenance, and structural elements that minimize vandalism. 

 Garbage collection systems should only be installed at Park-and-Ride facilities that are located 
within walking distance of commercial areas/fast food restaurants. 

 Where possible, Park-and-Ride facilities should be included in lighting and landscaping, or other 
maintenance districts, to fund some or all long-term operations. 

 El Dorado Transit desires to work with the City and County to combine annual Park-and-Ride 
facility surface treatment with the local annual road surface treatment programs to achieve cost 
efficiencies. 

 
Facility Administration Policies 

 In recent years, El Dorado Transit has changed from preferring to be an operator of City- and 
County-owned Park-and-Ride facilities, to preferring to own the facilities. As above, for Park-and-
Ride facilities served by El Dorado Transit that it does not own, it prefers to be the operator, 
under a contractual arrangement with the owner. Appendix B is an example of an existing 
agreement that is considered by El Dorado Transit to be a “model” or template for future inter-
agency agreements to operate Park-and-Ride facilities. 

 The conditional relinquishment of associated State right-of-way for the Cambridge Park-and-
Ride facility expansion is the arrangement that should be replicated to transfer ownership of other 
U.S. Highway 50 Corridor Park-and-Ride facilities from the State to the County, particularly those 
served by El Dorado Transit. 
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 All new Park-and-Ride facilities should be constructed as locally-owned (City or County) facilities. 

 Where possible, Park-and-Ride capacity should first be used for public transportation users. 
Carpooling, vanpooling, and other forms of shared rides should be directed to secondary 
facilities, including joint­ use parking facilities and designated parking spaces in large commercial 
parking lots. 

 All new Park-and-Ride facilities should be constructed as locally-owned (City or County) facilities. 

 Where possible, Park-and-Ride capacity should first be used for public transportation users. 
Carpooling, vanpooling, and other forms of shared sides should be directed to secondary 
facilities, including joint-use parking facilities and designated parking spaces in large commercial 
parking lots. 

 

3. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

 
Over the last 20 years, El Dorado Transit has led most efforts with El Dorado County to improve and 
expand the network of Park-and-Ride facilities. These efforts consist of two types of projects. 
 

1. Land development-related projects. These are projects required as a condition of approval or 
mitigation measure on new development; and, 

2. Agency-sponsored projects. These are projects being developed funded primarily with transit 
funds and transportation grants. 

  
The complete Capital Improvement Program is included as Table 4. 
 
Development-Related Projects 

El Dorado Transit reviews proposed developments and capital improvement projects, and recommends 
potential mitigation measures and conditions of approval. El Dorado Transit routinely has discussions 
with local agency staff and development representatives to ensure that existing mitigation measures and 
conditions of approval are fulfilled, and to identify additional new facilities that are necessary to meet El 
Dorado Transit 's operational objectives. 
 
As part of this work, several Park-and-Ride Facility improvements are in development or are being 
considered. 
 

 Bass Lake Hills Multi-Modal Facility is a condition of development in the Bass Lake Hills 
Specific Plan area. Under the Bass Lake Hills Specific Plan Public Facilities Financing Plan (El 
Dorado County, 2004), new development is required to acquire a site suitable for the construction 
of a 200-space Park­ and-Ride facility. 
 
New development is also required to construct the first 100 spaces of the facility. 
 

 Marble Valley Park-and-Ride on the south side of U.S. Highway 50 at the Bass Lake Road 
Interchange is also being considered as an option as the Bass Lake Hills Multi-Modal Facility is  

  



Priority Lead Agency 5 Year 6-10 Year 11-20 Year Notes
Phase 2016/17 - 2021/22 - 2026/27 -

2020/21 2025/26 2035/36 Total

City of Placerville
Western Placerville Interchanges Park-and-Ride (formerly Ray 
Lawyer Drive Park-and-Ride) PE Completed $0

R/W Completed $0
R/W Eng Completed $0
Const $1,100,000 $1,100,000
Const Eng Included above Included above

Total $1,100,000 $1,100,000

County Line Multi-Modal Transit Center - Phase 1 PE $600,000 $600,000 Assume ENV/PE is 18% of construction
R/W $1,875,000 $1,875,000 Assume R/W of 5 acres at $8.50/acre
R/W Eng $50,000 $50,000 Assume CON ENG is 10% of construction

Const $3,275,000 $3,275,000
Const Eng $275,000 $275,000 Assume Construction - Phase 1 - 250 spaces at $15 

square foot, including amenities

Total $6,075,000 $6,075,000 All numbers rounded up to nearest $25k
Bass Lake Road Multi-Modal Facility - Phase 1 PE

R/W
R/W Eng
Const

Const Eng
Total $0 $0

Cambridge Road Park-and-Ride Facility PE $300,000 $300,000 Assume ENV/PE is 18% of construction

R/W $550,000 $550,000 Assume R/W is 2.5 acres at $5/acre
R/W Eng $50,000 $50,000 Assume CON ENG is 10% of construction
Const $1,650,000 $1,650,000
Const Eng $175,000 $175,000

Total $2,725,000 $2,725,000 All numbers rounded up to nearest $25k
Placerville Station - Phase II Expansion PE Completed
Complete construction of 75-space permanent expansion at location of 
interim facility construction in 2006.

R/W Completed

R/W Eng Completed
Const $606,222 $606,222

Const Eng $75,778 $75,778
Total $682,000 $682,000

El Dorado County Missouri Flat Road Park-and-Ride Facility PE $0
Construct new 100-space Park-and-Ride and bus transfer facility R/W $0

R/W Eng $0

Const $0
Const Eng $0

Total $0 $0 $0
El Dorado County Cameron Park Drive Park-and-Ride Facility PE $500,000 $500,000

R/W $900,000 $900,000
R/W Eng $50,000 $50,000
Const $2,000,000 $2,000,000
Const Eng $200,000 $200,000

Total $3,650,000 $3,650,000
County Line Regional Fueling Station PE $1,125,000 $1,125,000 Assume ENV/PE is 12% of construction

R/W $1,875,000 $1,875,000 Assume R/W is 5 acres at $8.50/acre
R/W Eng $50,000 $50,000 Assume CON ENG is 10% of construction

Const $9,275,000
$9,275,000

Assume Construction  at $25 square foot, including 
amenities

Const Eng $950,000 $950,000
Total $13,275,000 $13,275,000 All numbers rounded up to nearest $25k

Note: All figures in current (2017) dollars. No escalation factor for inflation.

Table 4
Capital Improvement Program

1

2

El Dorado County / City of 
Folsom

Scheduled for construction in 2018

Assume Construction  at $15 square foot, including 
amenities

Private land development to acquire and dedicate land sufficient for an 
ultimate 200 -space Park-and-Ride Facility, and construct and operatable 
Park-and-Ride facility with 100 parking spaces. Facility could be 
constructed within the Bass Lake Hills Specific Plan area or the Marble 
Valley Specific Plan vicinity

3

Construct new 170-space Park-and-Ride facility in coordination with new 
Western Placerville Interchanges (Phase 2) project.

El Dorado County

Construct new 250-space Park-and-Ride facility in vicinity of the 
Sacramento/El Dorado County line, souyth of U.S. Highway 50, near 
the Empire Ranch Interchange. Project would be developed as a 
partnership of agencies from Sacramento and El Dorado Counties.

Construction to Begin in 2018

Location to be coordinated with El Dorado County 
DOT as part of a reconstructed Cameron Park Drive 

interchange.
7

Construct 100 space Park-and-Ride Facility in conjunction with future 
reconstruction of the Cameron Park Drive interchange.

Project to be coordinated with new commercial 
development.

El Dorado Transit Draft Park-and-Ride Master Plan, January 2017

Funded by new 
development

Funded by new 
development

Project to be coordinated with new commercial development.

8

El Dorado County

Construct fueling station for transit vehicles and/or alternative fuel station 
for light-duty vehicles (CNG, hydrogen, other).  

6

5

Construct new 80-space Park-and-Ride and bus transfer facility.

4

El Dorado Transit / El Dorado 
County

City of Placerville



This Page Intentionally Left Blank 

 



El Dorado County Transit Authority  
Park-and-Ride Facilities Master Plan (Draft, January 2017) 

 
 

 
Page 14 

 
uncertain. It is a required condition of the original Marble Valley Specific Plan development 
approved by the County and has been recommended as a condition of approval on the proposed 
Village of Marble Valley project. 
 
These two projects are related, as shown in Exhibit 3 of the Western El Dorado County Park-
and-Ride Facilities Study: Preliminary Assessment of Potential Sites included in Appendix F. 
 
Should the Bass Lake Hills facility be further delayed or discontinued, the Marble Valley facility 
will be critical. However, for the moment, El Dorado Transit should continue its current effort 
to work with the Marble Valley developer and the County to obtain a payment in-lieu of the 
required park­ and-ride construction. This payment could he used by El Dorado Transit towards 
the non-developer share of the Bass Lake Hills Multi-Modal Transfer Facility or the County Line 
Multi-Modal Transfer Facility.  
 

 Missouri Flat Road Transit Center. When it was approved by El Dorado County the 
previously-approved Sundance Plaza project was required to dedicate a parcel and construct a 
transit facility that would serve as both a Park-and-Ride and bus transfer facility. The new transfer 
facility was to replace a transfer point in the Prospector Plaza shopping center. The Sundance 
Plaza project was never constructed and the Prospector Plaza transfer facility was moved to an 
interim curbside facility along Missouri Flat Road, south of Forni Road. 
 
Replacing the interim Missouri Flat Road bus transfer facility is a long-term priority.  
 

Local Agency-Sponsored Projects 

 Western Placerville Interchanges (formerly Ray Lawyer Drive Park-and-Ride Facility). 
The City of Placerville has completed the Western Placerville Interchanges Project Report and 
final design for the Park-and-Ride facility with 170 parking spaces which is included in the Phase 
II construction project. Construction of Phase II is scheduled to begin in 2018. 
 
It is expected to be a significant staging area for transit shuttles to special events at locations such 
as the County Fairgrounds and Apple Hill. 

 
 Placerville Multi-Modal Station (formerly Mosquito Road Park-and-Bus). The City of 

Placerville is expanding the existing Placerville Station to accommodate projected growth in 
commuter service and downtown shuttle service. The City has completed State and Federal 
environmental approvals, and constructed an interim expansion. The nearing final on the 
permanent expansion. The Placerville Station is expected to increase in size from 55 to 130 parking 
spaces. 

 
El Dorado Transit Sponsored Park-and-Ride Facilities 

The above projects under development address many operational and capacity issues. A major deficiency 
in parking capacity will still exist at the El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal center. The temporary over-flow 
parking is not a viable long-term solution. 
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The projected future Park-and-Ride demands identified by LSC Transportation Consultants in the U.S. 
Highway 50 Corridor Short Term Transit Plan were based in solid transportation planning principles and 
based upon existing land use and transportation forecasts. 
  
For several reasons, it is recommended that El Dorado Transit and its partnering agencies continue to 
identify additional facilities to ensure an adequate long-term supply of parking to meet the objectives of 
this Master Plan. 
 

 Park-and-Ride facilities of any size are very difficult to retrofit into an existing developed area. 
Right-of-way constraints, utility conflicts, lack of adequate funding, and other factors ensure that 
adding a Park-and-Ride facility after development has occurred is significantly more expensive 
than constructing the facility ‘up front’, or at least preserving the locations. 

 Evolving requirements to address climate change and achieve greenhouse emission reductions. 

 Continued focus on ‘smart growth’ and ‘blueprint’ planning. 

 Future vehicle energy sources, and the implications for transportation, are unclear. 

 Multiple factors suggest that residential land use densities will continue to increase, including in El 
Dorado County, making transit service more feasible. 

 Development pressure south along Latrobe Road combined with expansion of the City of Folsom 
south of Highway 50, potential relinquishment of the State Route 16 corridor, redevelopment of 
portions of the Aerojet complex, and expansion of the City of Rancho Cordova east will 
necessitate significant new east-west transportation corridors south of Highway 50. For example, 
the Elk Grove-Rancho Cordova-El Dorado Connector concept includes significant rubber-tired 
transit along the White Rock Road corridor.  

 The further into the planning horizon, the more uncertain the need for future Park-and-Ride 
facilities. In recognition of the increasing rate of change in employment and housing an increasing 
number of planning efforts are looking beyond the tradition 20-25-year planning horizon. 

 
For these reasons, the following additional projects have been prioritized. 
 

 County Line Multi-Modal Transit Center and Regional Fueling Station. The County Line 
Transit Center and Regional Fueling Station projects are each potentially as complex as they are 
ambitious and these complexities have delayed addressing the urgent need for a new, permanent 
replacement Park-and-Ride facility with adequate parking capacity to meet existing and long-term 
parking demand. 

In 2014, the Western El Dorado County Park-and-Ride Facilities Study: Preliminary Assessment 
of Potential Sites quantified existing parking capacity deficits in the El Dorado Hills and Cameron 
Park areas as shown in Table 2, referencing an earlier study by LSC Transportation Consultants, 
Inc. 

Several efforts have occurred to move the County Line Transit Center project forward, including 
meetings with potential transit and funding partnering agencies (Sacramento Regional Transit, City 
of Sacramento, Sacramento Area Council of Governments, the El Dorado County Transportation 
Commission (EDCTC), and The Capital South East Connector Joint Powers Authority). 

In 2016 EDCTC submitted a grant application to further study the County Line Transit Center 
and Regional Fueling Station. However, the grant was not approved. EDCTC staff has updated 
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and re-submitted the application for discretionary FY 2017/18 planning grant funding. EDCTC 
should be notified in Spring 2017 whether the planning funds are approved. 

See Appendix H for White Paper that addresses this project in more detail.  

 
 Cameron Park Drive Park-and-Ride Facility. The remaining area in the County that needs a 

new Park-and-Ride facility is eastern Cameron Park – near the Cameron Park Drive interchange. 
The existing Park-and-Ride on Rodeo Road is located on a poorly maintained section of public 
road that has no amenities. It is also difficult to access due to increasing congestion at the Cameron 
Park Drive interchange. 

 
No specific facility is recommended now, in part because the County of El Dorado continues to 
investigate ways to improve short-term and long-term operations at the U.S. Highway 50 Cameron 
Park Drive Interchange. No preferred solution has been identified. 
 

Opportunity areas that have been identified are shown in Exhibit 1 of the Western El Dorado 
County Park-and-Ride Facilities Study: Preliminary Assessment of Potential Sites included in 
Appendix F. 
 

 New, Additional Cambridge Road Park-and-Ride Facility. A new facility was not 
previously planned for this immediate location, but is now considered important to serve 
this community. This facility would provide capacity for commuter bus patrons, with the 
existing, at-capacity facility at U.S. Highway 50 and Cambridge Road serving carpools, 
vanpools, and other forms of shared rides. This facility could supplement the existing, over-
capacity facility on the north side of U.S. Highway 50, or replace that facility with a single, 
much-larger Park-and-Ride lot. 

Opportunity areas that have been identified are shown in Exhibit 2 of the Western El Dorado 
County Park-and-Ride Facilities Study: Preliminary Assessment of Potential Sites included in 
Appendix F. 

Future Facilities Off the U.S. Highway 50 Corridor 

Finally, although the Highway 50 corridor continues to be the primary commute route, the long-term 
future suggests that other corridors could become significant enough commute corridors that additional 
Park-and-Ride facilities should be considered. El Dorado County’s topography limits the number of 
transportation connections to neighboring areas. In addition to U.S. Highway 50, there are several 
corridors that should be monitored for possible future Park-and-Ride facilities. 
 

 Green Valley Road at Sophia Parkway in El Dorado Hills. Capacity at   this   location   would   
double   as   a trailhead for bicycling and walking with the Folsom Lake recreation area and the 
American River Trail. 

 Latrobe Road south of El Dorado Hills towards Sacramento and Amador Counties. 

 State Route 49 south of El Dorado towards Amador County. 

 State Route 49 north of Coloma towards Placer County. This could be an expansion of the existing 
facility at the intersection of State Routes 49 and 193, or a new facility. 
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4. MAINTENANCE AND OPERATIONS PROGRAM 

 
Maintenance and operations includes each of the following. 
 

 Short-term, annual maintenance (such as minor pavement repairs) 

 Annual operations (such as lighting and irrigation costs) 

 Long-term maintenance (such as pavement overlays) 

 
El Dorado Transit has added several new facilities in recent years, and rehabilitated others. Still, many of 
the existing facilities are starting from a deficit of accumulated maintenance needs, often referred to as 
“deferred maintenance.” Table 5 is a detailed estimate of deferred maintenance, annual maintenance over 
a 30-year cycle, and annual operations for each existing facility.  
 
The program is shown in Table 5 representations a 30-year maintenance cycle. Surface treatment is 
recommended to be under taken every 7 years, alternating between slurry seals and asphalt concrete 
overlays. Actual wear will determine the optimum points for surface treatment and conditions will vary 
based upon use, drainage and subsurface water, and other factors. 
 
The average annual cost to maintain and operate all existing facilities is currently $135,037, up 
from $112,000 in 2007. Deferred maintenance is estimated at $0.810 million, down from $1.3 
million in 2007 due to an aggressive facility rehabilitation program and elimination of poor-
condition facilities from commuter bus routes. 
 
5. FINANCING STRATEGIES 

 
Funding to build, rehabilitate, and maintain Park-and-Ride facilities remains challenging. This Plan 
estimates funding needs in the next 20 years to be almost $28.5 million. 
 

 $12.45 million to construct El Dorado Transit’s share of new Park-and-Ride facilities in Cameron 
Park and El Dorado Hills. 

 An additional $13.275 to construct a Regional Fueling Station. 

 $300,000 to address high-priority deferred maintenance at the El Dorado Transit, including the El 
Dorado Hills Multimodal Transfer Facility and the P 

 An average of $135,037 per year is needed for existing facilities, for a total of approximately $2.6 
million. This amount of annual operation and maintenance costs is expected to grow to over the 
years as new facilities are constructed. This should be funded primarily through Local 
Transportation Funds as part of the El Dorado Transit annual budget. 

 
Obtaining funding at these levels is highly possible, but requires El Dorado Transit, its member agencies, 
EDCTC, SACOG, and Caltrans to work together to identify appropriate funding sources, and commit 
to jointly advocating for discretionary funds. 
 
 
  



Total Notes

Pavement Other Total On-Going
Slurry Seal 

(Each)
AC Overlay 

(Each)

Long-Term 
Replacement (30-
Year Depreciation) 30-Year Total 30-Year Average Irrigation Electrical Landscaping Other Total

Total Annual 
Operations and 

Maintenance 
(Annual) (Year 7, 21) (Year 14, 28) (Annual)

El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Facility
NE corner of White Rock Rd .and Latrobe Rd. $250,000 $50,000 $300,000 $5,000 $60,750 $182,250 $2,500 $711,000 $23,700 $1,800 $4,200 $3,300 $600 $9,900 $33,600
Ownership: County
Maintenance: EDCTA

Francisco Drive Park-and-Ride Facility
West side of Francisco Drive, South of Village Center Dr. $0 $0 $0 $2,500 $9,720 $109,350 $1,000 $343,140 $11,438 $0 $1,800 $1,800 $0 $3,600 $15,038
Ownership: EDCTA
Maintenance: EDCTA

Cambridge Road Park-and-Ride
NE quadrant of US 50/Cambridge Rd. Interchange $0 $0 $0 $2,500 $18,225 $109,350 $1,000 $360,150 $12,005 $0 $1,800 $1,800 $0 $3,600 $15,605
Ownership: County
Maintenance: EDCTA

Ponderosa Road Park-and-Ride (Wild Chaparral)
NW quadrant of US 50/Ponderosa Rd. Interchange $0 $0 $0 $5,000 $53,946 $161,838 $2,500 $656,568 $21,886 $500 $2,500 $1,000 $0 $4,000 $25,886
Ownership: Caltrans
Maintenance: Caltrans

Ponderosa Road Park-and-Ride (N. Shingle Rd.)
NE quadrant of US 50/Ponderosa Rd. Interchange $75,000 $25,000 $100,000 $1,000 $9,234 $27,702 $1,000 $133,872 $4,462 $0 $500 $0 $0 $500 $4,962
Ownership: Caltrans
Maintenance: Caltrans

Ponderosa Road Park-and-Ride (Durock Rd.)
SW quadrant of US 50/Ponderosa Rd. Interchange $100,000 $25,000 $125,000 $1,000 $27,702 $83,106 $1,000 $281,616 $9,387 $0 $1,000 $0 $0 $1,000 $10,387
Ownership: Caltrans
Maintenance: Caltrans

Shingle Springs Drive Park-and-Ride
NW quadrant of US 50/Shingle Springs Dr. Interchange $100,000 $0 $100,000 $500 $9,234 $27,702 $500 $103,872 $3,462 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,462
Ownership: Caltrans
Maintenance: Caltrans

Greenstone Road Park-and-Ride
NW quadrant of US 50/Greenstone Rd. Interchange $80,000 $0 $80,000 $500 $10,692 $32,076 $500 $115,536 $3,851 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,851
Ownership: Caltrans
Maintenance: Caltrans

Missouri Flat Road Park-and-Ride
SW quadrant of US 50/Missouri Flat Rd. Interchange $0 $0 $0 $3,000 $34,020 $102,060 $1,500 $407,160 $13,572 $0 $1,500 $500 $0 $2,000 $15,572
Ownership: Caltrans
Maintenance: Caltrans

Fairgrounds Park-and-Ride
North side of Fairgrounds on Armory Drive $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,800 $1,800 $1,800
Ownership: County Fair Association
Maintenance: County Fair Association

Placerville Station (Mosquito Park-and-Ride/Park-n-Bus)
West of Mosquito Road on the north side of US 50 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $2,500 $31,590 $94,770 $3,000 $417,720 $13,924 $2,500 $3,000 $2,000 $600 $8,100 $22,024
Ownership: City
Maintenance: City

Central Transit Center
Immediately west of El DoradoTransit Operatating Base $0 $0 $0 $1,500 $40,824 $122,472 $0 $371,592 $12,386 $0 $0 $500 $0 $500 $12,886
Ownership: EDCTA
Maintenance: EDCTA

Camino Heights Park-and-Ride
East of Camino Heights Drive, on the south side of US 50 $50,000 $10,000 $60,000 $500 $5,832 $17,496 $1,000 $91,656 $3,055 $0 $0 $500 $0 $500 $3,555
Ownership: County
Maintenance: No

State Route 49 / 193 Park-and-Ride
SE corner of State Route 193 and State Route 49 in Cool $25,000 $0 $25,000 $500 $3,402 $10,206 $500 $57,216 $1,907 $0 $500 $0 $0 $500 $2,407
Ownership: Caltrans
Maintenance: Caltrans

Total $810,000 Total $135,037 Total $36,000 $171,037
El Dorado Transit 2017 Park-and-Ride Master Plan, January 2017

Notes:
   1.  All figures in current (2017 dollars). No escalation factor for inflation.
   2.  Deferred maintenance represents the one-time cost to restore an existing facility to 'like new' condition.
   3.  On-going maintenance represents annual cost of routine maintenance and repair, such as pavement crack sealing and repair of broken irrigation systems.
   4.  Slurry seal and asphalt concrete (AC) overlay represent surface treatment over a 30-year cycle.
   5.  Long-term replacement represents the cost to reconstruct pavement sections after a 30-year life. Facilities built in the last 15 years are assumed to not require long-term replacement, due to the quality of design, materials, and construction.

Table 5
Summary of Maintenance and Operations Costs

Annual operations includes garbage 
collection.

Deferred Maintenance 30-Year Maintenance Cycle Annual Operations

Annual operations includes garbage 
collection.
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This plan includes a comprehensive assessment of the costs of expanding, maintaining, and operating 
the Park-and-Ride system. Full funding of the Park-and-Ride system, in accordance with a long-range 
financing plan achieves several important objectives. 
 

 Ensures that parking supply continues to exceed parking demand. 

 Allows commuter transit systems to expand in response to customer demand. 

 Ensures that facilities are safe and comfortable, and meet the expectations of the customers that 
utilize them. 

 Ensures a business-like approach to operating, maintaining, and expanding the Park-and-Ride 
system. 

 Positions the region for new and emerging requirements to consider system-wide performance 
measures, and climate change in planning and project selection. 

 Optimizes the investment in public transportation, carpool lanes, and ridesharing programs. 

 Contributes to the success of carpool lanes. 

 Emphasizes regional commitment to complete transportation corridors that support all modes of 
transportation. 

 
With so many competing priorities for limited funds, Park-and-Ride facilities can be easily overlooked. 
The reasons are less about the degree of support for Park-and-Ride facilities, and more about the nature 
of Park-and-Ride facilities. 
 

 Most Park-and-Ride facilities were constructed concurrent with the freeway system, some on 
lands being preserved for the possible future expansion of freeway interchanges. These facilities 
were considered ancillary and temporary. 

 Park-and-Ride facilities are components of both the road and transit systems, yet are not usually 
thought of as integral components of either. Even more sophisticated traffic forecasting models 
do not usually assess Park-and-Ride capacity as an important linkage in the transportation system, 
particularly in suburban and rural areas. 

 Most Park-and-Ride facilities are owned by State and local agencies that have much broader 
missions – while considered important, Park-and-Ride facilities generally receive less attention. 

 
Cost Avoidance and Reduction Strategies 

Before discussing ways to finance the construction and operation of Park-and-Ride facilities, it is 
appropriate to discuss strategies to reduce and avoid future costs. 
 

1. Plan and build Park-and-Ride facilities concurrently with new development. The size and location 
requirements of Park-and-Ride facilities make it difficult to retrofit the built environment with 
unplanned lots. 

2. Preserve adequate areas for future facilities along corridors most-likely to be heavily used as 
commuter routes, even where commuter transit services are not expected to be provided for 
several years. 

3. Where possible, standardize features – such as lighting fixtures – to provide cost efficiencies in 
maintenance. 
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4. Develop agreements under which El Dorado Transit is responsible for maintaining all Park-and-
Ride facilities it serves to provide cost efficiencies. 

5. Adopt strategies to formally manage existing Park-and-Ride use – directing carpoolers and 
vanpoolers to designated joint-use spaces in commercial parking lots and other locations not 
served by El Dorado Transit – keeping the expensive Park-and-Ride capacity for transit service, 
as much as possible. Develop agreements as needed. 

6. Install landscaping that minimizes need for on-going maintenance and structural elements that 
minimize vandalism. 

7. Install garbage collection systems only at Park-and-Ride facilities that are located within walking 
distance of commercial areas/fast food. 

8. Include Park-and-Ride facilities in lighting and landscaping (or other maintenance districts) to 
fund some or all of long-term operations. 

9. Work with the City and County to combine the annual Park-and-Ride facility surface treatment 
with the local annual road surface treatment programs to achieve cost efficiencies. 

10. Monitor the cost of contract landscape maintenance services and seek cost-reduction options. 
Seek price quotes from the City, County, and special district grounds-keeping services and 
consider hiring ‘in house’ staff. 

 
Funding Sources 

Several funding sources are available to fund Park-and-Ride construction, and capital rehabilitation and 
maintenance. These sources are summarized in Tables 6 and 7. 
 
Most of these funding sources require some discretionary action by an agency other than El Dorado 
Transit. However, generally, El Dorado Transit is the primary claimant of State Transit Assistance and 
Transportation Development Act (Local Transportation Funds). 
 
Recommended Financing Program 

Over the last 20 years, most of the formula-based funding programs available to add or expand Park-
and-Ride facilities have been exhausted. These include the Proposition 116 program that funded several 
Park-and-Ride projects in the 1990s, and the Proposition 1B transit-related programs that funded several 
recent projects. 
 
Table 8 defines the recommended core financing program combines El Dorado Transit funding with 
funding from partnering agencies. This program is based upon revenues that El Dorado Transit 
can reasonably assume will be available. 
 
Specifically, the primary funding sources that El Dorado Transit should use to perform capital 
rehabilitation projects, and to construct the highest priority Park-and-Ride facilities in the next 10 years 
are State Transit Assistance and the Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality. 
 
To emphasize the lack of available capital funding for transit projects, the base funding program 
now includes Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality (CMAQ). In past years, this was considered 
“possible” but could not be relied upon because of strong competition from Caltrans, the City 
of Placerville, County of El Dorado, and the Sacramento Area Council of Governments, each of 
which sponsored their own CMAQ projects.  
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Looking forward, El Dorado Transit is going to need to be compete for CMAQ funding to implement 
this plan. 
 
El Dorado Transit should also continue to develop and foster the local and regional partnerships to 
compete for discretionary funds, through joint applications for Federal Transit Administration, “Cap-
and-Trade”, and Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER). This will be 
particularly important to complete large, inter-regional projects like the Countyline Transit Center and 
Regional Fueling Facility projects.  
 
Local Transportation Funds and State Transit Assistance funds in its operating budget to fund annual 
operating costs of Park-and-Ride facilities. 
 

Table 6 

Summary of Most Probable Funding Programs – New Construction 

Funding Source Eligible/ Likely Available 

Local and Regional Sources 

Congestion Mitigation / Air Quality Yes 

Local Transportation Fund Possible, but unlikely 

State Transportation Improvement Program (all 
component programs) 

Possible, but unlikely 

Surface Transportation Block Grant Program  Possible, but unlikely 

State Transit Assistance Yes 

Traffic Impact Mitigation Fees (City and County) Possible 

State and Federal Sources 

Federal Transit Administration – Section 5307 Yes 

Federal Transit Administration – Section 5309  
(Bus and Bus Facilities) 

Yes 

Federal Transit Administration – Section 5311 Yes 

Federal Transit Administration – Section 5339(a) 
Buses and Bus Facilities Formula Program 

Yes 

Minor A, Minor B Programs Yes, but unlikely 

State Highway Operation Protection Program Yes, but unlikely 

Transportation Investment Generating Economic 
Recovery (TIGER) 

Yes 

El Dorado Transit Draft Park-and-Ride Master Plan, January 2017 
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Basing implementation of this plan primarily on these revenues provides El Dorado Transit with greater 
financial certainty. El Dorado Transit should aggressively pursue discretionary regional, State, and Federal 
funds to fully fund priority projects, with the goal being to secure discretionary funds so that more-
flexible local funds can be preserved for other purposes. 
 
Funding in later years assumes greater participation of discretionary funds – in part because of the 
opportunities to position these projects to be highly competitive, and in part because many of these 
projects are envisioned as joint-use Park-and-Ride facilities. 
 
Table 9 recommends a financing program for the recommended capital improvements, including 
reasonable cost sharing between El Dorado Transit and others. Table 10 is a 10-year program for the El 
Dorado Transit share. 
 

Table 7 

Summary of Most Probable Funding Programs – Maintenance/Operations 

Funding Source Eligible/ Likely Available 

Local and Regional Sources  

Congestion Mitigation / Air Quality No 

Local Transportation Fund Yes 

State Transportation Improvement Program (all 
component programs) 

Possible, but unlikely 

Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Possible, but unlikely 

State Transit Assistance Yes 

Traffic Impact Mitigation Fees (City and County) Yes 

 

Federal Transit Administration – Section 5307 No 

Federal Transit Administration – Section 5309  
(Bus and Bus Facilities) 

No 

Federal Transit Administration – Section 5311 Yes 

Federal Transit Administration – Section 5339(a) 
Buses and Bus Facilities Formula Program 

No 

Minor A, Minor B Programs Yes, but unlikely 

State Highway Operation Protection Program Yes, but unlikely 

Transportation Investment Generating Economic 
Recovery (TIGER) 

No 

El Dorado Transit Draft Park-and-Ride Master Plan, January 2017 
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 Table 8 

Recommended Financing Program – New Construction 

Project Priority 
Total 
Cost 

El 
Dorado 
Transit  
Share 

Other 
Public 
Share 

EDTCA 
Funding 
Source 

Other Funding 
Source 

Western 
Placerville 

Interchanges 
Park-and- 

Ride 
 

1 PREVIOUSLY FUNDED ($1.1 M) 

County Line 
Multi-Modal 
Transfer Facility 

2 $6.075 M 
$ 6.075 M 

(assume 50% El Dorado 
Transit share) 

Regional Project with Regional Funding 
Partners, and most-likely funding through a 
regional application for TIGER, “Cap and 
Trade” or other funds. 
 
El Dorado Transit may need to pursue fast-
track R/W acquisition for a new Park-and-
Ride facility in advance of a partnership. 
Estimated R/W cost $1.875 M. 

Bass Lake Hills 
/ Marble Valley 
Multi-Modal 
Transfer Facility 
– Phase 1 

3 ---- ---- ---- N/A New Development 

Cambridge 
Road Park-and-
Ride Facility 

4 $ 2.725 M $ 2.725 M ---- 
STA 

CMAQ 
 

Placerville 
Station – Phase 
II Expansion 

5 $ 0.882 M ---- $ 0.882 M N/A 
City of Placervillle lead. 
Federal earmark, In-Kind 
Right-of-Way Donation 

Missouri Flat 
Road 
Park-and-Ride 
Facility 

6 ---- ---- ---- N/A New Development 

Cameron Park 
Drive Park-and-
Ride Facility 

7 $ 3.650 M $ 3.650 M ---- 
STA 

CMAQ 
 

County Line 
Regional 
Fueling Station 

8 $13.275 M 
$13.275 M 

(assume 50% El Dorado 
Transit share) 

Regional Project with regional funding 
partners, and likely funding through a 
regional application to TIGER, or other. 

Total  $ 26.607 M $ 16.050 M $ 10.557 M   

El Dorado Transit Draft Park-and-Ride Master Plan, January 2017 
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Projects with Partial Funding Contributions by New Development 

Three projects are recommended to be partially funded through the City and County traffic impact 
mitigation fee programs or exactions on new development (direct mitigation measures and conditions of 
approval). This will require close coordination with these local agencies at both the staff and policy levels. 
 

 County Line Transit Center (impact fees) 

 Cameron Park Drive Park-and-Ride Facility (impact fees) 

 Missouri Flat Road Park-and-Ride Facility (exaction) 

 Bass Lake Road Park-and-Ride Facility (exaction) 

 Marble Valley Park-and-Ride (exaction) 

Alternatively, these projects could be funded through other mechanisms tied to new development, such 
as parcel taxes. 
 
Projects Developed through Partnerships 

 
Two projects are envisioned to be developed as a partnership with others. The County Line Multi-Modal 
Transit Center should be developed in partnership with the City of Folsom, and others, as should the 
Regional Fueling Center. 
 
6. IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES 

 
Realization of this plan requires commitment to the vision by planning, funding, and implementing 
agencies. El Dorado Transit is only one of many partners that will be key in the long-term construction, 
maintenance, and operation of Park-and-Ride facilities in El Dorado County. 
 
Key public agency partners for El Dorado Transit include: 
 

 California Department of Transportation; 

 City of Placerville; 

 County of El Dorado; 

 El Dorado County Transportation Commission; and, 

Table 9 

Recommended Base Funding Sources: 10-Year Program 

Funding Source 
Capital Rehabilitation 

(Deferred Maintenance) 
New Facilities and 

Expansions 

On-Going 
Maintenance and 

Operations 

Congestion Mitigation / 
Air Quality 

No Yes No 

State Transit Assistance Yes Yes Yes 

El Dorado Transit Draft Park-and-Ride Master Plan, January 2017 
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 Sacramento Area Council of Governments. 
 

The Southeast Connector Joint Powers Authority, City of Folsom, City of Rancho Cordova, and County 
of Sacramento are other potential partners. 

 

Regional Planning Implementation Measures 

 The El Dorado County Transportation Commission (EDCTC) will consider incorporating the 
policies, projects, and financing strategies of this plan into its plans and programs. 

Table 10 

El Dorado Transit 10-Year Funding Program (all figures x $1,000) 

 

 FY 
16/17 

FY 
17/18 

FY 
18/19 

FY 
19/20 

FY 
20/21 

FY 
21/22 

FY 
22/23 

FY 
23/24 

FY 
24/25 

FY 
25/26 

Revenue 

STA  0.700 0.700 0.700 0.700 0.700 0.700 0.700 0.700 0.700 
CMAQ (assume 

25% for El Dorado 
Transit projects of 
$2.0 m regional 
apportionment) 

  0.500 0.500 0.500 0.500 0.500 0.500 0.500 0.500 

           

Total  + 1.200 1.200 1.200 1.200 1.200 1.200 1.200 1.200 

Expenditures 

County Line 
Transit Center 

 
 

0.600  1.925 3.550      

Cambridge Road 
Park-and-Ride 
Facility 

  0.300 0.600  1.825     

Cameron Park 
Drive 

    0.500 0.900  2.200   

County Line 
Regional Fueling 
Station 

    1.125  1.925 10.225   

 

Capital 
Rehabilitation 
(EDHMTF) 

   0.300       

 

Total  0.600 0.300 2.285 5.175 2.725 1.925 12.425 --- --- 

“Carry Forward”  0.100 1.000 (0.085) (4.060) (5.585) (6.310) (17.525) (16.325) (15.125) 

Note: All figures in 2017 dollars. No escalation. 

El Dorado Transit Draft Park-and-Ride Master Plan, January 2017 

 



El Dorado County Transit Authority  
Park-and-Ride Facilities Master Plan (Draft, January 2017) 

 
 

 
Page 26 

Time frame: As soon as possible, and on-going. 

 The Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) will consider incorporating the policies, 
projects, and financing strategies of this plan into its plans and programs. 

Time frame: As soon as possible, and on-going. 

 The California Department of Transportation will consider incorporating the policies, projects, 
and financing strategies of this plan into its plans and programs. 

Time frame: As soon as possible, and on-going. 

 El Dorado Transit will continue to review and comment on proposed developments and capital 
projects, consistent with the policies above.  

Time frame: On-going. 

 The City of Placerville should continue to refer proposed development and capital projects to El 
Dorado Transit for review. 

Time frame: On-going. 

 The County of El Dorado should continue to refer proposed development and capital projects to 
El Dorado Transit for review. 

Time frame: On-going. 

 
Locating Park-and-Ride Facilities 

 El Dorado Transit and the County will jointly study the best location for a future Cameron Park 
Drive Park-and-Ride and Missouri Flat Road Transit Center. 

Time frame: As soon as possible. 

 EDCTC should consider completing the proposed study for the County Line Transit Center, 
consistent with the FY 2017/18 discretionary planning grant, and look for other possible funding 
sources if the FY 2017/18 grant application is not funded.  

 Time frame: As soon as possible. 
 
Financing Implementation Measures 

 EDCTC will consider including the Master Plan financing strategies in the base funding scenario 
of its future transportation plans and programs. 

Time frame: As soon as possible, and on-going. 

 SACOG will consider including the Master Plan financing strategies in the base funding scenario 
of its future transportation plans and programs. 

Time frame: As soon as possible, and on-going. 

 El Dorado County should consider including the following three projects in the next 
comprehensive update of its traffic impact mitigation fees: El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Parking 
Garage; Cameron Park Drive Park-and-Ride Facility; and, Missouri Flat Road Park-and-Ride 
Facility. 

Time frame: As soon as possible. 

 El Dorado Transit will consider including adequate funding for annual operations and 
maintenance, and long-term maintenance and rehabilitation in its annual base operating budget. 
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Time frame: Annually. 

 El Dorado Transit, EDCTC, the City of Placerville, and the County of El Dorado should annually 
consider jointly supporting priority Park-and-Ride facility projects in annual Legislative platforms, 
and jointly sponsor Park-and-Ride projects as part of the annual Cap-to-Cap advocacy program. 

Time frame: On-going. 
 

Facility Administration Implementation Measures 

 The State of California will consider working cooperatively to relinquish other existing Park-and-
Ride facilities that are served by El Dorado Transit to the County of El Dorado. 

 
El Dorado Transit, EDCTC, and SACOG should actively support this relinquishment in its 
plans, and contribute staff time towards this effort in the 2016/17 and 2017/18 fiscal years. 

Time frame: Relinquishment should be completed as soon as feasible.  
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Maintenance and Operations Agreement – Model Example 
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BACKGROUND 

In 2007 the El Dorado County Transit Authority prepared a Park-and-Ride Facilities Master Plan. The purposes 

of this report are to:  

 Provide an update to the 2007 Park-and-Ride Facilities Master Plan;

 Identify in more detail the opportunities and constraints to advancing each priority project in the

western portion of the U.S. 50 Corridor, from the Cameron Park Drive interchange to the Sacramento

County line; and,

 Recommend a series of next steps, and obtain direction from the El Dorado County Transit

Authority, on how to proceed.

The approved Park-and-Ride Master Plan identified, and prioritized, twelve (12) improvements needed over a 

twenty-year horizon, but with capacity to serve well beyond. These are shown in Table 1. 

TABLE 1 – EXISTING PARK-AND-RIDE PRIORITIES 

Priority Facility Status 

1 Bass Lake Road Multi-Modal Facility 
Included in Bass Lake Specific Plan – previously 
assumed to be done as  part of new development 

2 Ponderosa Park-and-Ride Reconstruction Complete 

3 Placerville Multi-Modal Station - Phase II Construction scheduled for Summer 2014 

4 Central Transit Center Complete 

5 Missouri Flat Road Park-and-Ride 

Previously assumed to be done as part of new 
commercial development (Sundance Plaza or other 
north of U.S. 50 on Missouri Flat Road). Upgrades to 
existing transfer point on Missouri Flat Road 
completed as a short-term solution. 

6 County Line Multi-Modal Transit Center 
Preliminary concepts underway. Concept for new 
State funding source developed and being discussed. 

7 Fairgrounds Transit Center 
Deferred due to advancing of Ray Lawyer Drive project 
(#11 below) which will meet the 10+ year demand. 

8 County Line Regional Fueling Station 
Under preliminary consideration as part of the County 
Line Transit Center (priority #6 above). 

9 Cameron Park Drive Park-and-Ride Facility 

No current work being done. Facility previously 
considered as part of County studies to improve the 
Cameron Park Drive Interchange. No financially-
feasible interchange solutions were found. 

10 Forni Road Interchange Park-and-Ride Facility 
Determined infeasible due to conflicts with road and 
and trail components of the interchange project.

11 Ray Lawyer Drive Park-and-Ride Facility Construction funding applications submitted. 

12 El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Parking Structure No current work being done. 
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El Dorado Transit, with the City, County, El Dorado County Transportation Commission, and other partners, 

has successfully advanced all of the priority needs east of Cameron Park. At the same time, from Cameron 

Park to the west a series of unrelated issues has impeded progress on each critical facility. 

Finally, for many years there has been significant discussion about a Park-and-Ride facility at the new Silva 

Valley Interchange. However, the terrain, parcel shapes and sizes, ownership, and zoning made any regionally-

significant Park-and-Ride very unlikely, even in 2007 when the Master Plan was developed, unless prime 

commercial land was acquired under eminent domain. Moreover, a Silva Valley Park-and-Ride did not serve a 

unique population that could not be fully accommodated by large facilities at Bass Lake Road (priority #1) and 

the County Line (priority #6). 

DISCUSSION 

This preliminary evaluation of potential sites for western El Dorado county park-and-ride facilities is critical to 

providing the policy basis necessary for El Dorado Transit to work with private land owners and the County to 

ensure a long-term supply of large, high-density park-and-ride facilities, with compatible, transit-supporting 

adjacent land uses. 

Current Situation 

In the Cameron Park and El Dorado Hills areas all  existing Park-and-Ride facilities are at capacity, and there 

is a dwindling number of viable parcels in the immediate vicinity of the U.S. Highway 50 corridor that are not 

either entitled for future development, or in the entitlement process. 

The long-term viability of expanding commuter bus and other mass transportation services is threatened at 

the same time that State and Federal requirements, including AB 375, appear to be directing land use and 

transportation policy to be more multi-modal than ever. 

1. Sufficient parking capacity is the key piece of supporting infrastructure to El Dorado Transit’s service, 
particularly the commuter bus service. This capacity must be convenient to users, and located in close-

proximity to existing routes.

2. A series of un-related challenges has prevented the expansion of parking capacity in the most-heavily

impacted communities of Cameron Park and El Dorado Hills since the 2007 Park-and-Ride Master Plan.

3. With the development economy recovering, El Dorado Transit is facing the threat of losing out on the

remaining viable sites that are suitable for construction of new parking capacity.

Table 2 shows the long-range, new parking capacity needed in the Cameron Park and El Dorado Hills areas, as 

identified in the2007 Park-and-Ride Master Plan. These capacity figures are still considered current. 

Table 2 also describes the specific circumstances that have affected progress on implementing the 

recommendations and priorities in the2007 Park-and-Ride Master Plan. 
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TABLE 2 – ADDITIONAL PARK-AND-RIDE CAPACITY CAMERON PARK TO SACRAMENTO COUNTY LINE

Facility 

Additional 
Parking 
Spaces 

Status 

Cameron Park Drive Park-and-Ride Facility 100 

No current work being done on this Park-and-Ride facility. Facility previously 
considered as part of County studies to improve the Cameron Park Drive 
Interchange. No financially-feasible interchange solutions were found. 

Identification of a long-term, viable site is challenging without improvements to the 
existing U.S. 50 / Cameron Park Drive Interchange, or connection of Wild Chaparral 
Drive with Palmer Drive. 

Bass Lake Hills Multi-Modal Facility 200 

Preferred location is in the Bass Lake Hills Specific Plan – a 200-space facility with 
development responsible for complete right-of-way acquisition and construction of 
the first 100 spaces.  The second 100 spaces would be funded by El Dorado Transit 
through future grant funds. The Bass Lake Hills Public Facility Financing Plan states 
that a site has been designated on the east side of Bass Lake Road adjacent to the 
historic Clarksville Toll Road. 

This facility, if developed as part of the Bass Lake Specific Plan is intended to also 
serve as a parking area for the east-west pedestrian trail. A dimensional site plan 
was developed. Development within the Specific Plan has been challenged by a 
number of issues. It is unclear whether the current Bass Lake Hills Specific Plan is 
sufficiently viable to lead to completion of this facility which is currently required to 
be complete before issuance of the 600th building permit. 

County Line Multi-Modal Facility 250 Specific concepts under development. 

El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Parking 
Structure 

325 
Deferred in favor of the County Line facility above, due to cost, institutional 
issues, future traffic congestion forecasts, and other reasons. 

Total 875 
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Two related road improvements have been significantly advanced since the 2007 Park-and-Ride Master Plan. 

 The Silva Valley interchange is under construction and is expected to be complete in 2016.

Throughout project development, El Dorado Transit staff has worked with County staff to determine

the potential for using remnant parcels from the interchange right-of-way acquisition as Park-and-

Ride facilities. However, it appears that, at most, these remnants would yield relatively small,

isolated opportunities, and would likely not serve commuter bus passengers. Moreover, the owners

of large parcels near the interchange that would be suitable for a Park-and-Ride facility have

consistently indicated that they are not interested in a friendly acquisition. This confirms the findings

during the preparation of the Park-and-Ride Master Plan in 2007.

 Work continues on plans for the Capitol Southeast Connector which includes future improvements to

White Rock Road from the Sacramento County line to the Silva Valley Interchange. As this project has

continued to progress, it is more clear than ever that a transit facility, similar to the County Line

Transit Center described in the Park-and-Ride Master Plan, could be a significant part of the multi-

modal transportation corridor, and could serve as a transfer point between transit services based in

Sacramento County, and El Dorado Transit.

Criteria for Evaluating/Prioritizing Sites 

Key factors for evaluating and prioritizing candidate sites/projects that add parking capacity in the Cameron 

Park / El Dorado Hills area include the following. 

 Historically, parking further west is more desirable to users, regardless of the community they live in.

The reasons for this are not fully understood, but from this it can be concluded that 200 spaces in El

Dorado Hills would be more likely to be used than the equivalent new capacity in Cameron Park.

 Future parking demand should be centralized in as few a number of facilities as possible, minimizing

the impact on operations and providing the most parking-per-acre, giving priority to the larger

opportunity areas.

 Facilities should be located within 2 minutes of the Highway 50 corridor to ensure minimal impact on

routing and on-time operations.

 At least one major increment in parking capacity should be located along the Capitol Southeast 
Connector.

 Priority should be given to locations that could be expanded vertically (i.e. parking garages) to provide

the flexibility for significant very-long-term increases in capacity to handle demand beyond any

reasonable planning period, since available land is at such a premium within the immediate Highway

50 corridor.
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Opportunities and Constraints 

The following series of figures are presented in geographic order, from east to west. Order does not imply 

priority. 

Exhibit 1 shows the general areas that should be considered in the future for a new Park-and-Ride facility in 

the area of U.S. 50 at Cameron Park Drive. 

Exhibit 2 shows the general areas that should be considered in the future for a new Park-and-Ride facility in 

the area of U.S. 50 at Cambridge Road.  A new facility was not identified for this immediately location in the 

2007 Park-and-Ride Facilities Master Plan but is now considered important to serve this community and the 

lack of progress on a facility in the Bake Lake Road area. This facility would provide capacity for commuter bus 

patrons, with the existing, at-capacity facility at U.S. Highway 50 and Cambridge Road serving carpools, 

vanpools, and other forms of shared rides.  

Exhibit 3 shows the general areas that should be considered in the future for a new Park-and-Ride facility in 

the area of U.S. 50 at Bass Lake Road. Given the challenges faced over many years in implementing the Bass 

Lake Specific Plan, this figure identifies potential facility locations in a broader area. 

Exhibit 4 shows the general opportunity areas for an interim facility in Town Center East, and the immediate 

area. Traffic and proximity issues limit the potential for any of these sites to serve as viable long-term 

candidates. One other opportunity for an interim facility is north of Highway 50, the area previously used as 

parking for the now-closed Executive golf course. This is not shown in Figure 4. 

Exhibit 5 shows the general opportunity areas for a County Line Transit Center in Town Center West. This 

facility is considered absolutely critical, and if necessary, opportunities along the County Line in Sacramento 

County should also be considered. 
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Exhibit 1 

Cameron Park Interchange 

Park-and-Ride Facility 

Opportunity Areas 

Possible Future Connection between 

Palmer Drive and Wild Chaparral Drive 

Possible Future Extension 

of Robin Lane 

Possible Future 

Extension of Coach Lane 

6
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Exhibit 2 

Cambridge Road Park-and-Ride Facility 

Opportunity Areas 

Possible Future Connection to Marble Valley 

Existing Park-and-Ride – 

expanded in 2006 and at 

capacity again 

U.S Highway 50 

7
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Exhibit 3 

Bass Lake Interchange Area Park-and-Ride 

Facility 

Opportunity Areas

Possible Future extension of Country Club Drive to 

Silva Valley Interchange 

8
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U.S Highway 50 

White Rock Road 
67

Exhibit 4 

Town Center East Interim Park 

–and-Ride Capacity

Opportunity Areas

9

11

1

10 

8 

9
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Reference 
# Acres Zoning 

Size (Approximate 
# of Parking Spaces) 

1 5  Commercial/PD 500-600 

2 7 Commercial/PD 600 

3 1 Commercial/PD 75 

4 32 Commercial/PD 4000 

5 6 Commercial/PD 750 

La
tr

o
b

e
 R

o
ad

 

U.S Highway 50 

1 

2 

4 

5 

Exhibit 5 

County Line Transit Center Opportunity Areas

3 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

The following are general recommendations to the El Dorado County Transit Authority. Following the general 
recommendations are a series of project‐specific recommendations, in order of the proposed new priorities. 

General 

 Accept this report for planning purposes.

 Authorize  staff  to  use  the  information  from  this  report  to  update  the  2007  Park‐and‐Ride  Facilities
Master Plan.

 Direct staff to present the updated Park‐and‐Ride Facilities Master Plan to the El Dorado Transit Board
by June 30, 2014 for acceptance and further direction.

 Accept the regional priorities in Table 3 for inclusion in the Park‐and‐Ride Facilities Master Plan.

TABLE 3 – RECOMMENDED PARK‐AND‐RIDE PRIORITIES 

New 
Priority 

Existing 
Priority 

Facility  Notes 

1  N/A  El  Dorado  Hills  Interim  Park‐and‐Ride 
Capacity Expansion.  Underway. Expected to be complete in 2014. 

2  11  Ray Lawyer Drive Park‐and‐Ride Facility  In final design – applications for construction 
funding submitted. 

3  6  County Line Multi‐Modal Transit Center 
Preliminary  site  locations  and  concepts 
underway.  Concept  for  new  State  funding 
source developed and being discussed. 

4‐A  1  Bass Lake Road Multi‐Modal Facility 

Included in Bass Lake Specific Plan – previously 
assumed  to  be  done  as  part  of  new 
development.  Pursue  similar  facility  in  the 
Marble  Valley  Specific  Plan.  Monitor  other 
possible locations. 

4‐B  N/A  Cambridge Road Park‐and‐Ride Facility  No current work being done.  

5  5  Missouri Flat Road Park‐and‐Ride  No current work being done. 

6  9  Cameron Park Drive Park‐and‐Ride Facility  No current work being done. 

7  7  Fairgrounds Transit Center  Long‐term  priority  with  multiple  potential 
uses. 

 Eliminate the following projects from the updated Park‐and‐Ride Facilities Master Plan.

 Ponderosa Road Park‐and‐Ride Facility Reconstruction ‐ existing priority #2. Project is complete.

 Placerville Multi‐Modal Station – Phase II – existing priority #3. Anticipated construction in 2014.

 Central Transit Center– existing priority #4. Complete.

 Forni Road Interchange Park‐and‐Ride - existing priority #10. Determined infeasible.
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 County Line Regional Fueling Station – existing priority #8. Project is intended to combine a

regional fueling station with a transit transfer point. No feasible location exists any longer in El

Dorado Hills, with compatible zoning and location, to make this project feasible, although there

is still a potential long-term demand that could be served for public and private fleets.

 El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Parking Structure – existing priority #12. Project may still provide

benefit, but likely infeasible as a public transportation facility due to physical size, institutional

issues, and future traffic congestion. Combined with County line facility (675 total spaces).

County Line Transit Center 

 Authorize staff to work with staff from the County of El Dorado, El Dorado County Transportation

Commission, Capitol Southeast Connector Joint Powers Authority, City of Folsom, Sacramento Area

Council of Governments, and Sacramento Regional Transit to advance the County Line Transit Center

concept, including significant parking capacity, bus transfer point, and possible fueling station concept.

 Also authorize staff to work with these agencies, and other suburban regional transportation planning

agencies to develop a funding source for preliminary engineering, State and Federal environmental

documents, and right-of-way acquisition.

 Authorize staff to work with property owners in the identified area, and any similar properties, to

determine feasibility and jointly pursue development of one or more concepts that could be advanced

by El Dorado Transit separately or in coordination with land development proposals.

Bass Lake Road Park-and-Ride Facility 

 Authorize staff to work with staff from the County of El Dorado to identify more-detailed options and

recommendations and to determine the most-effective way to incorporate this project need into the

County’s land use and transportation plans, beyond the approved Bass Lake Hills Specific Plan.

 Authorize staff to work with proponents of the Marble Valley Specific Plan to explore options and

opportunities for a new, possible joint-use, Park-and-Ride facility within that planning project.

 Monitor other parcels within the immediate vicinity of the Bass Lake Road Interchange that might

become available for purchase and that are large enough to construct a minimum 100-space park-

and-ride facility.

Cambridge Road Park-and-Ride Facility 

 Authorize staff to work with staff from the County of El Dorado to identify more-detailed options and

recommendations and to determine the most-effective way to incorporate this project need into the

County’s land use and transportation plans.

5 

Authorize staff to work with proponents of the Marble Valley Specific Plan and other developments
to explore options and opportunities for a new, possible joint-use, Park-and-Ride facility within that

planning project.


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Missouri Flat Road Park-and-Ride Facility 

 Authorize staff to work with property owners in the identified area, and any similar properties, to

determine feasibility and jointly pursue development of one or more concepts that could be advanced

by El Dorado Transit separately or in coordination with land development proposals.

 Authorize staff to work with staff from the County of El Dorado to identify more-detailed options and

recommendations and to determine the most-effective way to incorporate this project need into the

County’s land use and transportation plans.

Cameron Park Drive Park-and-Ride Facility 

 Authorize staff to work with staff from the County of El Dorado to identify more-detailed options and

recommendations and to determine the most-effective way to incorporate this project need into the

County’s land use and transportation plans.

 Monitor new proposed roadway and land use projects for opportunities to advance this project.
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Outline of a Possible New Multi-County Transit Facility Funding Source 
 
The following talking points describe a possible multi-County approach to obtain funding for a major 
transit hub in each jurisdiction that would serve as a gathering point and a transit connection to the 
nearest High Speed Rail Station. 
 

 The California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32) and the Sustainable 
Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008 Senate Bill 375 (SB 375) were enacted to 
define and implement State's climate action goals to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions 
through coordinated transportation and land use planning with the goal of more sustainable 
communities. 

 Metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs, which exist in regions with a central urbanized 
area of 50,000 persons or more) are required to prepare a sustainable communities strategy, 
including the requirement utilizing the most recent planning assumptions considering local 
general plans and other factors. 

 Further laws and regulations are likely to be implemented in the coming years to clarify and 
strengthen these requirements, at the State level. 

 It is reasonable to assume that future State funds of all types will be tied to performance 
measures that relate to SB 375 and AB 32 implementation measures. 

 It is also possible that new Federal law/regulations will be implemented to achieve similar 
purposes with similar requirements for the use of Federal transportation funds. 

 A key factor in achieving the goals and objectives is a robust public transportation system for 
everyone. 

 For many suburban areas that are within MPOs, and for larger rural communities outside of 
MPOs this request a single, properly located central transit station (bus transfer point, park-
and-ride facility). This may be less an issue for Counties that will have a station along the new 
High Speed Rail corridor. 

 The properties that are large enough and located such that they are considered most desirable 
for these facilities are dwindling and with the economy tentatively improving many land 
owners are being approached by developers. 

 It is estimated that there are between 12 and 15 counties that urgently need to consider the 
acquisition of land for a large transit center. 

 At a minimum, funding needs to be developed to allow concept-level design, and hardship 
acquisition to acquire the appropriate property. Hardship acquisition authority needs to be 
clearly established – in a manner that either streamlines CEQA or defers CEQA to a later 
stage. (Note: public agencies can acquire land without a substantial analysis if it is not for a 
specific purpose). 

 A related issue is Federal acknowledgement and/or legislation to not preclude these projects 
from future Federal funding because of how the land acquisition was streamlined. 

 Funding opportunities include multi-partner collaborations for cap-and-trade related funds, 
Federal Transit Administration funds, and/or Transportation Investment Generating 
Economic Recovery (TIGER) funds. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Issue 

The existing El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Transfer Facility, with approximately 120 parking spaces, has 
been over capacity for more than 10 years. 

Preserving the property for a new, replacement Park-and-Ride facility in El Dorado Hills has become a 
critical issue as the inventory of suitable properties has shrunk in recent years, and may be down to a 
single parcel. 

Recommendation 

Review this White Paper, and direct staff to return at the March 2 2017 El Dorado Transit Board meeting 
with recommendations to ensure that a suitable parcel can be acquired or preserved through an option-
to-purchase agreement, as quickly as possible.  

Further studies of the potential for a major inter-service bus transfer facility and regional fueling station 
can be studied as planning funds become available. 

Background 

In 2007 El Dorado Transit accepted the Park-and-Ride Master Plan. The Park-and-Ride Master Plan 
identified twelve (12) high-priority capital improvement projects along the U.S. Highway 50 Corridor 
from Placerville to El Dorado Hills that were projected to be needed within a ten-year period (fiscal year 
2007/08 through 2016/17). 

As shown in Table 1, substantial progress has been made to complete most of the twelve priority projects: 

 Three (3) projects are complete; 

 Two (2) additional projects have completed final design and are scheduled to begin construction 
in the next 18 months; 

 Two (2) projects are largely funded by new developments that were delayed due to the recession; 
and,  

 Two (2) projects have been deferred because the demand has not materialized as quickly as 
anticipated. 

Planning has been initiated for the remaining three (3) projects, all clustered in El Dorado Hills near the 
intersection of White Rock Road and Latrobe: 

 County Line Multi-Modal Transit Center (County Line Transit Center); 

 County Line Regional Fueling Station (Regional Fueling Station); and, 

 El Dorado Hills Multimodal Parking Structure. 

There are two, related reasons for the concentration of so many similar facilities in El Dorado Hills. 

 The existing Multi-Modal Transfer Facility on the northeast corner of White Rock and Latrobe 
Roads is at capacity, and has been for nearly a decade. Moreover, there is likely an undetermined 
latent demand for parking that has been suppressed by the lack of consistently-available parking. 
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Table 1 

Existing Park-and-Ride Facility Project Priorities 

Priority Facility Status 

1 Bass Lake Road Multi-Modal Facility 
Deferred. Included in Bass Lake Specific Plan to be 
constructed as a condition of approval on new 
development. 

2 Ponderosa Park-and-Ride Reconstruction Complete 

3 Placerville Multi-Modal Station - Phase II  Deferred by the City of Placerville 

4 Central Transit Center Complete 

5 Missouri Flat Road Park-and-Ride 

Complete (short-term solution - upgrades to the existing 
bus transfer center on Missouri Flat Road).  
The long-term Park-and-Ride parking capacity is 
assumed to be done as part of new commercial 
development north of U.S. 50 along Missouri Flat Road. 

6 County Line Multi-Modal Transit Center 

Planning initiated. Concept for new State funding 
source developed and being discussed. A grant 
application was submitted by the El Dorado County 
Transportation Commission (EDCTC) to Caltrans for 
discretionary planning funding starting in FY 2017/18. 
EDCTC expects to be notified in Spring, 2017 regarding 
whether this planning grant application will be funded. 

7 Fairgrounds Transit Center 

Eliminated. 20-year demand now expected to be met by 
the Park-and-Ride component of the Western Placerville 
Interchanges project scheduled for construction in 
starting in 2018. 

8 County Line Regional Fueling Station 
Planning initiated. An application has been submitted 
by the EDCTC for planning funding starting in FY 
2017/18. (Priority #6 above). 

9 Cameron Park Drive Park-and-Ride 
Facility 

Deferred. Facility previously considered as part of 
County studies to improve the Cameron Park Drive 
Interchange. No financially-feasible interchange 
solutions were found. 

10 Forni Road Interchange Park-and-Ride 
Facility 

Eliminated. 20-year demand now expected to be met by 
the Park-and-Ride component of the Western Placerville 
Interchanges project scheduled for construction in 2017.  

11 
Western Placerville Interchanges Park-
and-Ride Facility (formerly Ray Lawyer 
Drive Park-and-Ride Facility. 

Construction scheduled for 2018. 

12 El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Parking 
Structure 

Planning initiated. An application has been submitted 
by the EDCTC for planning funding starting in FY 
2017/18. (Priority #6 above). 

Source: El Dorado Transit Park-and-Ride Master Plan, 2007 



El Dorado Transit 

White Paper: El Dorado Hills Transit Facility 

January 25, 2017 

Page 3 

 The intersection of White Rock Road and Latrobe Road has been, and is projected to continue to 
be, the most-congested intersection within unincorporated El Dorado County. This intersection 
is the point at which several regional roads intersect.   

 Latrobe Road to the south is not only a major local connection to the El Dorado Hills 
Business Park and Blackstone development, but is also the connection into Amador 
County, and points beyond. Travelers originating along the Highway 49 corridor, as far 
south as Sonora, often use Highway 49 to the Highway 16 intersection near Plymouth, 
and then reach the Highway 50 / Latrobe Road interchange via State Route 16 and 
Latrobe Road. 

 Latrobe Road through El Dorado Hills (onto El Dorado Hills Boulevard) is a key 
facility for this Highway 49 traffic to reach Interstate 80, and points further north, 
particularly in the winter months when facilities like State Routes 120, 4, and 88 are closed 
over the Sierra Nevada summit. 

 White Rock Road, to the east and north, connects to U.S. Highway 50 interchange at 
the newly-completed Silva Valley Road interchange, and continues north as a major artery 
to the Serrano development and Green Valley Road. 

 White Rock Road to the west is not only a local connection into commercial areas in 
Folsom, Intel, and Aerojet, but it is also the eastern end of the 34-mile long Southeast 
East Connector expressway into Southern Sacramento County, terminating in Elk Grove. 

The County of El Dorado has enacted special policies to limit certain types of development in 
the vicinity to partially address this situation.  

Exhibit 1 below is a map of these regional connections. 

Just as this intersection, and the vicinity, are expected to continue to see heavy volumes of local, regional, 
and inter-regional vehicular traffic, it is expected to become a major intersection of existing and future 
transit systems that are likely to be provided by more than one service provider. 

2. DISCUSSION 

Existing Facilities 

The existing El Dorado Hills Multimodal Transfer Facility was constructed by the County of El Dorado 
using Proposition 116 funds. This facility has approximately 120 parking spaces and has been out of 
capacity for more than 10 years. 

To address the lack of capacity, in 2013 El Dorado Transit entered a lease agreement for additional, 
temporary parking in Town Center East, near the movie theater. The owner has a proposed multi-family 
development on the site of the temporary overflow parking that could well be underway in less than three 
years, pending resolution of existing litigation and/or approval of a new development application. 

Once the apartment project moves into construction, the lease for the temporary overflow parking would 
be terminated, and El Dorado Transit would need to find alternative parking locations for existing 
commuter bus riders. 
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Exhibit 1 

Regional Roadways Converging at the White Rock Road/ Latrobe Road 
Intersection 

http://www.connectorjpa.net/project-overview.html
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Existing Priority Projects 

As above, the 2007 Park and Ride Master Plan envisioned three new projects in the El Dorado Hills area. 

 County Line Transit Center, a new park-and-ride facility with a major inter-service bus transfer 
facility (priority #6). 

 Regional Fueling Station (priority #8) that could include some combination of electric vehicle 
charging stations, compressed natural gas fueling for transit vehicles and public and utility vehicle 
fleets, and hydrogen fueling. 

 El Dorado Hills Multi-Modal Parking Structure which is the vertical expansion of the existing 
El Dorado Hills Multimodal Transfer Facility into a multi-story parking garage (priority #12). 

The potential to convert the existing facility into a parking garage does not specifically meet the 
needs of El Dorado Transit, or other transit providers, although it could be a significant 
community asset. 

More specifically, the location has several constraints that make it very difficult to expand into a 
parking garage and still accommodate significant numbers of large buses. These constraints 
include high voltage overhead power lines that cannot practically be relocated. 

The County has previously expressed a strong interest in retaining the property which is valuable 
as either a commercial area, and provides right-of-way that might be needed in the future to 
improve the adjacent White Rock Road/Latrobe Road intersection. 

Planning Since the 2007 Park-and-Ride Master Plan 

The County Line Transit Center and Regional Fueling Station projects are each potentially as 
complex as they are ambitious and these complexities have delayed addressing the urgent need 
for a new, permanent replacement Park-and-Ride facility with adequate parking capacity to 
meet existing and long-term parking demand. 
 

 In 2014, the Western El Dorado County Park-and-Ride Facilities Study: Preliminary Assessment 
of Potential Sites quantified existing parking capacity deficits in the El Dorado Hills and Cameron 
Park areas as shown in Table 2, referencing an earlier study by LSC Transportation Consultants, 
Inc. 

 Several efforts have occurred to move the County Line Transit Center project forward, including 
meetings with potential transit and funding partnering agencies (Sacramento Regional Transit, City 
of Sacramento, Sacramento Area Council of Governments, the El Dorado County Transportation 
Commission (EDCTC), and The Capital South East Connector Joint Powers Authority). 

 In 2016 EDCTC submitted a grant application to further study the County Line Transit Center 
and Regional Fueling Station. However, the grant was not approved. EDCTC staff has updated 
and re-submitted the application for discretionary FY 2017/18 planning grant funding. EDCTC 
should be notified in Spring 2017 as to whether or not the planning grant is approved. 

There may now be only a single parcel near the existing facility that is suitable in location, size, 
and zoning, for a new Park-and-Ride facility, regardless of the interest in, or viability of, the 
County Line Transit Center and Regional Fueling Station. 



El Dorado Transit 

White Paper: El Dorado Hills Transit Facility 

January 25, 2017 

Page 6 

Site Criteria for a Permanent El Dorado Hills Park-and-Ride Facility 

The new Park-and-Ride facility would need to meet the following three criteria. 

 Minimizes Impact on El Dorado Transit Operating Costs and on Transit Passenger 
Travel Times. Given the high number of commuter transit runs per day and the number of 
passengers traveling through the El Dorado Hills, any increase in travel distance and time has a 
substantial impact both on the transit system’s operating costs as well as the passenger’s perception 
of the quality of transit service.   

 Adequate Size. Operationally, it is important for the new facility to accommodate all transit, Park-
and-Ride, public carpool/vanpool, and other shared-ride needs, avoiding the need to schedule and 
operate service to multiple sites (and the issues arising from passengers who mistakenly find 
themselves on a bus serving the wrong site).  Preliminary planning indicates the need for 230 park-
and-ride spaces, along with space for up to nine buses.  Depending on physical layout and need 
for other site functions such as stormwater retention, this will require a site of at least 4 acres. 

 Compatible Neighbors. As the site with the greatest level of transit service, it is desirable for the 
new facility to be within a convenient walking distance of key trip destinations (major employers, 
commercial centers, etc.).  On the other hand, some aspects (the noise impacts, in particular) can 
make a park-and-ride/transit facility a poor neighbor to adjacent, relatively sensitive land uses such 
as residences. 

Although it is likely that similar criteria would drive location of a County Line Transit Center, 
this White Paper recommends that this be considered a separate project, with several key project 
partners, and should be studied separately from the urgent need to preserve property for a 
replacement Park-and-Ride facility. 

  

Table 2 

Existing Parking Capacity Deficits 

Community 

Existing Utilization Year 2010 Year 2027 

Existing 
Spaces 

Existing 
Use 

Existing 
Deficit 

Additional 
Short-Term 

Need 

Total 
Deficiency 

Additional 
Long-Term 

Demand 

Total 
Need 

El Dorado 
Hills 

120 143 23 9 60 170 230 

Cameron 
Park 

33 47 14 15 30 40 70 

* Calculation prior to expansion of Cambridge Road Park-and-Ride facility, completed in 2006. 

Sources: U.S. Highway 50 Corridor Short Term Transit Plan (LSC Tran  sportation Consultants, Inc, March 2006), Western El 
Dorado County Park-and-Ride Facilities Study: Preliminary Assessment of Potential Sites (Matthew C. Boyer and Associates, 2014) 
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Limited Remaining Parcels   

The following images show the evolution of development in the immediate area of the White Rock Road 
/ Latrobe Road intersection, and exactly why the need to preserve adequate land for a facility is so critical. 

The existing El Dorado Hills Multimodal Transfer Facility (EDHMTF) at this location was acquired and 
constructed by El Dorado County in 1994 using Proposition 116 transportation bond revenues. 
Proposition 116 was approved by California voters in 1990. El Dorado Transit operates the EDHMTF 
under an agreement with the County. 

In 1993 there was virtually no land development between the El Dorado Hill Business Park and U.S. 
Highway 50. See Exhibit 2. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Soon after the El Dorado Hills Multimodal Transfer Facility opened in 1994, land development began 
immediately north of White Rock Road, on both sides of Latrobe Road began. See Exhibit 3. 

As shown in Exhibit 4, by June 2007, during the time the Park-and-Ride Master Plan was being written, 
development in the same vicinity had continued to fill in around the existing EDHMTF. 

In 2014 the Western El Dorado County Park-and-Ride Facilities Study: Preliminary Assessment of 
Potential Sites identified the remaining potential, unbuilt, locations, as shown in Exhibit 5 below. Parcels 
labeled “1,” “4,” and “5” had other projects envisioned by the land developer / ownership group. The 
parcel labeled “3” may have significant potential environmental limitations. 

Exhibit 6 is the most-recently available aerial photograph (April 2015). And, does not show the new 
multi-family housing project that is under construction. 

Exhibit 2 

Development in the Vicinity as of May, 1993 

Source: Google Earth 
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Exhibit 3 

Development in the Vicinity as of August, 1998 

Source: Google Earth 

Exhibit 4 

Development in the Vicinity as of June, 2007 

Source: Google Earth 
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Exhibit 5 

2014 Exhibit of Potential Locations for a New Park-and-Ride Facility/  
County Line Transit Center 

Exhibit 6 

Development in the Vicinity as of April, 2015 

Multi-Family Housing Under 
Construction 

Source: Google Earth 
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Exhibit 7 taken from the most-recent EDCTC grant application identifies the only 3 remaining properties 
that could accommodate a replacement Park-and-Ride facility. The property in the far northwest portion 
of the exhibit (labeled “4” in the discussion above) is challenging because of the adjacent single-family 
residential neighborhood). The property south of White Rock Road can be considered, but does not 
provide the type of adjacent, walkable uses that the property between White Rock Road and Town Center 
Boulevard. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. OPTIONS   

For the reasons described above, it appears imperative that El Dorado Transit move quickly to preserve 
the ability to acquire property to construct a new Park-and-Ride Facility to replace the over-capacity El 
Dorado Hills Multimodal Facility. 

Whether the location selected for the permanent Park-and-Ride facility is appropriate for a County Line 
Transit Center, or Regional Fueling Facility, or whether either of these facilities are necessary, should be 
studied separately as planning funds become available. 

  

Exhibit 7 

Remaining Possible Locations  

Source: El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
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APPENDIX F 

California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32, Nunez) 
 

 



Assembly Bill No. 32

CHAPTER 488

An act to add Division 25.5 (commencing with Section 38500) to the
Health and Safety Code, relating to air pollution.

[Approved by Governor September 27, 2006. Filed with
Secretary of State September 27, 2006.]

AB 32, Nunez. Air pollution: greenhouse gases: California Global
Warming Solutions Act of 2006.

Under existing law, the State Air Resources Board (state board), the
State Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission
(Energy Commission), and the California Climate Action Registry all have
responsibilities with respect to the control of emissions of greenhouse
gases, as defined, and the Secretary for Environmental Protection is
required to coordinate emission reductions of greenhouse gases and
climate change activity in state government.

This bill would require the state board to adopt regulations to require the
reporting and verification of statewide greenhouse gas emissions and to
monitor and enforce compliance with this program, as specified. The bill
would require the state board to adopt a statewide greenhouse gas
emissions limit equivalent to the statewide greenhouse gas emissions
levels in 1990 to be achieved by 2020, as specified. The bill would require
the state board to adopt rules and regulations in an open public process to
achieve the maximum technologically feasible and cost-effective
greenhouse gas emission reductions, as specified. The bill would authorize
the state board to adopt market-based compliance mechanisms, as defined,
meeting specified requirements. The bill would require the state board to
monitor compliance with and enforce any rule, regulation, order, emission
limitation, emissions reduction measure, or market-based compliance
mechanism adopted by the state board, pursuant to specified provisions of
existing law. The bill would authorize the state board to adopt a schedule
of fees to be paid by regulated sources of greenhouse gas emissions, as
specified.

Because the bill would require the state board to establish emissions
limits and other requirements, the violation of which would be a crime,
this bill would create a state-mandated local program.

The California Constitution requires the state to reimburse local
agencies and school districts for certain costs mandated by the state.
Statutory provisions establish procedures for making that reimbursement.

This bill would provide that no reimbursement is required by this act for
a specified reason.

89



The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. Division 25.5 (commencing with Section 38500) is added
to the Health and Safety Code, to read:

DIVISION 25.5.  CALIFORNIA GLOBAL WARMING SOLUTIONS
ACT OF 2006

PART 1.  GENERAL PROVISIONS

1.

38500. This division shall be known, and may be cited, as the
California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006.

2.

38501. The Legislature finds and declares all of the following:
(a) Global warming poses a serious threat to the economic well-being,

public health, natural resources, and the environment of California. The
potential adverse impacts of global warming include the exacerbation of
air quality problems, a reduction in the quality and supply of water to the
state from the Sierra snowpack, a rise in sea levels resulting in the
displacement of thousands of coastal businesses and residences, damage to
marine ecosystems and the natural environment, and an increase in the
incidences of infectious diseases, asthma, and other human health-related
problems.

(b) Global warming will have detrimental effects on some of
California’s largest industries, including agriculture, wine, tourism, skiing,
recreational and commercial fishing, and forestry. It will also increase the
strain on electricity supplies necessary to meet the demand for summer
air-conditioning in the hottest parts of the state.

(c) California has long been a national and international leader on
energy conservation and environmental stewardship efforts, including the
areas of air quality protections, energy efficiency requirements, renewable
energy standards, natural resource conservation, and greenhouse gas
emission standards for passenger vehicles. The program established by this
division will continue this tradition of environmental leadership by placing
California at the forefront of national and international efforts to reduce
emissions of greenhouse gases.

(d) National and international actions are necessary to fully address the
issue of global warming. However, action taken by California to reduce
emissions of greenhouse gases will have far-reaching effects by
encouraging other states, the federal government, and other countries to
act.
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(e) By exercising a global leadership role, California will also position
its economy, technology centers, financial institutions, and businesses to
benefit from national and international efforts to reduce emissions of
greenhouse gases. More importantly, investing in the development of
innovative and pioneering technologies will assist California in achieving
the 2020 statewide limit on emissions of greenhouse gases established by
this division and will provide an opportunity for the state to take a global
economic and technological leadership role in reducing emissions of
greenhouse gases.

(f) It is the intent of the Legislature that the State Air Resources Board
coordinate with state agencies, as well as consult with the environmental
justice community, industry sectors, business groups, academic
institutions, environmental organizations, and other stakeholders in
implementing this division.

(g) It is the intent of the Legislature that the State Air Resources Board
consult with the Public Utilities Commission in the development of
emissions reduction measures, including limits on emissions of greenhouse
gases applied to electricity and natural gas providers regulated by the
Public Utilities Commission in order to ensure that electricity and natural
gas providers are not required to meet duplicative or inconsistent
regulatory requirements.

(h) It is the intent of the Legislature that the State Air Resources Board
design emissions reduction measures to meet the statewide emissions
limits for greenhouse gases established pursuant to this division in a
manner that minimizes costs and maximizes benefits for California’s
economy, improves and modernizes California’s energy infrastructure and
maintains electric system reliability, maximizes additional environmental
and economic co-benefits for California, and complements the state’s
efforts to improve air quality.

(i) It is the intent of the Legislature that the Climate Action Team
established by the Governor to coordinate the efforts set forth under
Executive Order S-3-05 continue its role in coordinating overall climate
policy.

3.

38505. For the purposes of this division, the following terms have the
following meanings:

(a) “Allowance” means an authorization to emit, during a specified
year, up to one ton of carbon dioxide equivalent.

(b) “Alternative compliance mechanism” means an action undertaken
by a greenhouse gas emission source that achieves the equivalent
reduction of greenhouse gas emissions over the same time period as a
direct emission reduction, and that is approved by the state board.
“Alternative compliance mechanism” includes, but is not limited to, a
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flexible compliance schedule, alternative control technology, a process
change, or a product substitution.

(c) “Carbon dioxide equivalent” means the amount of carbon dioxide
by weight that would produce the same global warming impact as a given
weight of another greenhouse gas, based on the best available science,
including from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.

(d) “Cost-effective” or “cost-effectiveness” means the cost per unit of
reduced emissions of greenhouse gases adjusted for its global warming
potential.

(e) “Direct emission reduction” means a greenhouse gas emission
reduction action made by a greenhouse gas emission source at that source.

(f) “Emissions reduction measure” means programs, measures,
standards, and alternative compliance mechanisms authorized pursuant to
this division, applicable to sources or categories of sources, that are
designed to reduce emissions of greenhouse gases.

(g) “Greenhouse gas” or “greenhouse gases” includes all of the
following gases: carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide,
hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons, and sulfur hexaflouride.

(h) “Greenhouse gas emissions limit” means an authorization, during a
specified year, to emit up to a level of greenhouse gases specified by the
state board, expressed in tons of carbon dioxide equivalents.

(i) “Greenhouse gas emission source” or “source” means any source, or
category of sources, of greenhouse gas emissions whose emissions are at a
level of significance, as determined by the state board, that its participation
in the program established under this division will enable the state board to
effectively reduce greenhouse gas emissions and monitor compliance with
the statewide greenhouse gas emissions limit.

(j) “Leakage” means a reduction in emissions of greenhouse gases
within the state that is offset by an increase in emissions of greenhouse
gases outside the state.

(k) “Market-based compliance mechanism” means either of the
following:

(1) A system of market-based declining annual aggregate emissions
limitations for sources or categories of sources that emit greenhouse gases.

(2) Greenhouse gas emissions exchanges, banking, credits, and other
transactions, governed by rules and protocols established by the state
board, that result in the same greenhouse gas emission reduction, over the
same time period, as direct compliance with a greenhouse gas emission
limit or emission reduction measure adopted by the state board pursuant to
this division.

(l) “State board” means the State Air Resources Board.
(m) “Statewide greenhouse gas emissions” means the total annual

emissions of greenhouse gases in the state, including all emissions of
greenhouse gases from the generation of electricity delivered to and
consumed in California, accounting for transmission and distribution line
losses, whether the electricity is generated in state or imported. Statewide
emissions shall be expressed in tons of carbon dioxide equivalents.
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(n) “Statewide greenhouse gas emissions limit” or “statewide emissions
limit” means the maximum allowable level of statewide greenhouse gas
emissions in 2020, as determined by the state board pursuant to Part 3
(commencing with Section 38850).

4.

38510. The State Air Resources Board is the state agency charged with
monitoring and regulating sources of emissions of greenhouse gases that
cause global warming in order to reduce emissions of greenhouse gases.

PART 2.  MANDATORY GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
REPORTING

38530. (a) On or before January 1, 2008, the state board shall adopt
regulations to require the reporting and verification of statewide
greenhouse gas emissions and to monitor and enforce compliance with this
program.

(b) The regulations shall do all of the following:
(1) Require the monitoring and annual reporting of greenhouse gas

emissions from greenhouse gas emission sources beginning with the
sources or categories of sources that contribute the most to statewide
emissions.

(2) Account for greenhouse gas emissions from all electricity consumed
in the state, including transmission and distribution line losses from
electricity generated within the state or imported from outside the state.
This requirement applies to all retail sellers of electricity, including
load-serving entities as defined in subdivision (j) of Section 380 of the
Public Utilities Code and local publicly owned electric utilities as defined
in Section 9604 of the Public Utilities Code.

(3) Where appropriate and to the maximum extent feasible, incorporate
the standards and protocols developed by the California Climate Action
Registry, established pursuant to Chapter 6 (commencing with Section
42800) of Part 4 of Division 26. Entities that voluntarily participated in the
California Climate Action Registry prior to December 31, 2006, and have
developed a greenhouse gas emission reporting program, shall not be
required to significantly alter their reporting or verification program except
as necessary to ensure that reporting is complete and verifiable for the
purposes of compliance with this division as determined by the state
board.

(4) Ensure rigorous and consistent accounting of emissions, and
provide reporting tools and formats to ensure collection of necessary data.

(5) Ensure that greenhouse gas emission sources maintain
comprehensive records of all reported greenhouse gas emissions.

(c) The state board shall do both of the following:
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(1) Periodically review and update its emission reporting requirements,
as necessary.

(2) Review existing and proposed international, federal, and state
greenhouse gas emission reporting programs and make reasonable efforts
to promote consistency among the programs established pursuant to this
part and other programs, and to streamline reporting requirements on
greenhouse gas emission sources.

PART 3.  STATEWIDE GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS LIMIT

38550. By January 1, 2008, the state board shall, after one or more
public workshops, with public notice, and an opportunity for all interested
parties to comment, determine what the statewide greenhouse gas
emissions level was in 1990, and approve in a public hearing, a statewide
greenhouse gas emissions limit that is equivalent to that level, to be
achieved by 2020. In order to ensure the most accurate determination
feasible, the state board shall evaluate the best available scientific,
technological, and economic information on greenhouse gas emissions to
determine the 1990 level of greenhouse gas emissions.

38551. (a) The statewide greenhouse gas emissions limit shall remain
in effect unless otherwise amended or repealed.

(b) It is the intent of the Legislature that the statewide greenhouse gas
emissions limit continue in existence and be used to maintain and continue
reductions in emissions of greenhouse gases beyond 2020.

(c) The state board shall make recommendations to the Governor and
the Legislature on how to continue reductions of greenhouse gas emissions
beyond 2020.

PART 4.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS REDUCTIONS

38560. The state board shall adopt rules and regulations in an open
public process to achieve the maximum technologically feasible and
cost-effective greenhouse gas emission reductions from sources or
categories of sources, subject to the criteria and schedules set forth in this
part.

38560.5. (a) On or before June 30, 2007, the state board shall publish
and make available to the public a list of discrete early action greenhouse
gas emission reduction measures that can be implemented prior to the
measures and limits adopted pursuant to Section 38562.

(b) On or before January 1, 2010, the state board shall adopt regulations
to implement the measures identified on the list published pursuant to
subdivision (a).

(c) The regulations adopted by the state board pursuant to this section
shall achieve the maximum technologically feasible and cost-effective
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions from those sources or categories of
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sources, in furtherance of achieving the statewide greenhouse gas
emissions limit.

(d) The regulations adopted pursuant to this section shall be enforceable
no later than January 1, 2010.

38561. (a) On or before January 1, 2009, the state board shall prepare
and approve a scoping plan, as that term is understood by the state board,
for achieving the maximum technologically feasible and cost-effective
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions from sources or categories of
sources of greenhouse gases by 2020 under this division. The state board
shall consult with all state agencies with jurisdiction over sources of
greenhouse gases, including the Public Utilities Commission and the State
Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission, on all
elements of its plan that pertain to energy related matters including, but not
limited to, electrical generation, load based-standards or requirements, the
provision of reliable and affordable electrical service, petroleum refining,
and statewide fuel supplies to ensure the greenhouse gas emissions
reduction activities to be adopted and implemented by the state board are
complementary, nonduplicative, and can be implemented in an efficient
and cost-effective manner.

(b) The plan shall identify and make recommendations on direct
emission reduction measures, alternative compliance mechanisms,
market-based compliance mechanisms, and potential monetary and
nonmonetary incentives for sources and categories of sources that the state
board finds are necessary or desirable to facilitate the achievement of the
maximum feasible and cost-effective reductions of greenhouse gas
emissions by 2020.

(c) In making the determinations required by subdivision (b), the state
board shall consider all relevant information pertaining to greenhouse gas
emissions reduction programs in other states, localities, and nations,
including the northeastern states of the United States, Canada, and the
European Union.

(d) The state board shall evaluate the total potential costs and total
potential economic and noneconomic benefits of the plan for reducing
greenhouse gases to California’s economy, environment, and public
health, using the best available economic models, emission estimation
techniques, and other scientific methods.

(e) In developing its plan, the state board shall take into account the
relative contribution of each source or source category to statewide
greenhouse gas emissions, and the potential for adverse effects on small
businesses, and shall recommend a de minimis threshold of greenhouse
gas emissions below which emission reduction requirements will not
apply.

(f) In developing its plan, the state board shall identify opportunities for
emission reductions measures from all verifiable and enforceable
voluntary actions, including, but not limited to, carbon sequestration
projects and best management practices.
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(g) The state board shall conduct a series of public workshops to give
interested parties an opportunity to comment on the plan. The state board
shall conduct a portion of these workshops in regions of the state that have
the most significant exposure to air pollutants, including, but not limited
to, communities with minority populations, communities with low-income
populations, or both.

(h) The state board shall update its plan for achieving the maximum
technologically feasible and cost-effective reductions of greenhouse gas
emissions at least once every five years.

38562. (a) On or before January 1, 2011, the state board shall adopt
greenhouse gas emission limits and emission reduction measures by
regulation to achieve the maximum technologically feasible and
cost-effective reductions in greenhouse gas emissions in furtherance of
achieving the statewide greenhouse gas emissions limit, to become
operative beginning on January 1, 2012.

(b) In adopting regulations pursuant to this section and Part 5
(commencing with Section 38570), to the extent feasible and in
furtherance of achieving the statewide greenhouse gas emissions limit, the
state board shall do all of the following:

(1) Design the regulations, including distribution of emissions
allowances where appropriate, in a manner that is equitable, seeks to
minimize costs and maximize the total benefits to California, and
encourages early action to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

(2) Ensure that activities undertaken to comply with the regulations do
not disproportionately impact low-income communities.

(3) Ensure that entities that have voluntarily reduced their greenhouse
gas emissions prior to the implementation of this section receive
appropriate credit for early voluntary reductions.

(4) Ensure that activities undertaken pursuant to the regulations
complement, and do not interfere with, efforts to achieve and maintain
federal and state ambient air quality standards and to reduce toxic air
contaminant emissions.

(5) Consider cost-effectiveness of these regulations.
(6) Consider overall societal benefits, including reductions in other air

pollutants, diversification of energy sources, and other benefits to the
economy, environment, and public health.

(7) Minimize the administrative burden of implementing and
complying with these regulations.

(8) Minimize leakage.
(9) Consider the significance of the contribution of each source or

category of sources to statewide emissions of greenhouse gases.
(c) In furtherance of achieving the statewide greenhouse gas emissions

limit, by January 1, 2011, the state board may adopt a regulation that
establishes a system of market-based declining annual aggregate emission
limits for sources or categories of sources that emit greenhouse gas
emissions, applicable from January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2020,
inclusive, that the state board determines will achieve the maximum
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technologically feasible and cost-effective reductions in greenhouse gas
emissions, in the aggregate, from those sources or categories of sources.

(d) Any regulation adopted by the state board pursuant to this part or
Part 5 (commencing with Section 38570) shall ensure all of the following:

(1) The greenhouse gas emission reductions achieved are real,
permanent, quantifiable, verifiable, and enforceable by the state board.

(2) For regulations pursuant to Part 5 (commencing with Section
38570), the reduction is in addition to any greenhouse gas emission
reduction otherwise required by law or regulation, and any other
greenhouse gas emission reduction that otherwise would occur.

(3) If applicable, the greenhouse gas emission reduction occurs over the
same time period and is equivalent in amount to any direct emission
reduction required pursuant to this division.

(e) The state board shall rely upon the best available economic and
scientific information and its assessment of existing and projected
technological capabilities when adopting the regulations required by this
section.

(f) The state board shall consult with the Public Utilities Commission in
the development of the regulations as they affect electricity and natural gas
providers in order to minimize duplicative or inconsistent regulatory
requirements.

(g) After January 1, 2011, the state board may revise regulations
adopted pursuant to this section and adopt additional regulations to further
the provisions of this division.

38563. Nothing in this division restricts the state board from adopting
greenhouse gas emission limits or emission reduction measures prior to
January 1, 2011, imposing those limits or measures prior to January 1,
2012, or providing early reduction credit where appropriate.

38564. The state board shall consult with other states, and the federal
government, and other nations to identify the most effective strategies and
methods to reduce greenhouse gases, manage greenhouse gas control
programs, and to facilitate the development of integrated and
cost-effective regional, national, and international greenhouse gas
reduction programs.

38565. The state board shall ensure that the greenhouse gas emission
reduction rules, regulations, programs, mechanisms, and incentives under
its jurisdiction, where applicable and to the extent feasible, direct public
and private investment toward the most disadvantaged communities in
California and provide an opportunity for small businesses, schools,
affordable housing associations, and other community institutions to
participate in and benefit from statewide efforts to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.
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PART 5.  MARKET-BASED COMPLIANCE MECHANISMS

38570. (a) The state board may include in the regulations adopted
pursuant to Section 38562 the use of market-based compliance
mechanisms to comply with the regulations.

(b) Prior to the inclusion of any market-based compliance mechanism
in the regulations, to the extent feasible and in furtherance of achieving the
statewide greenhouse gas emissions limit, the state board shall do all of the
following:

(1) Consider the potential for direct, indirect, and cumulative emission
impacts from these mechanisms, including localized impacts in
communities that are already adversely impacted by air pollution.

(2) Design any market-based compliance mechanism to prevent any
increase in the emissions of toxic air contaminants or criteria air
pollutants.

(3) Maximize additional environmental and economic benefits for
California, as appropriate.

(c) The state board shall adopt regulations governing how market-based
compliance mechanisms may be used by regulated entities subject to
greenhouse gas emission limits and mandatory emission reporting
requirements to achieve compliance with their greenhouse gas emissions
limits.

38571. The state board shall adopt methodologies for the quantification
of voluntary greenhouse gas emission reductions. The state board shall
adopt regulations to verify and enforce any voluntary greenhouse gas
emission reductions that are authorized by the state board for use to
comply with greenhouse gas emission limits established by the state board.
The adoption of methodologies is exempt from the rulemaking provisions
of the Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 (commencing with
Section 11340) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code).

38574. Nothing in this part or Part 4 (commencing with Section 38560)
confers any authority on the state board to alter any programs administered
by other state agencies for the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions.

PART 6.  ENFORCEMENT

38580. (a) The state board shall monitor compliance with and enforce
any rule, regulation, order, emission limitation, emissions reduction
measure, or market-based compliance mechanism adopted by the state
board pursuant to this division.

(b) (1) Any violation of any rule, regulation, order, emission limitation,
emissions reduction measure, or other measure adopted by the state board
pursuant to this division may be enjoined pursuant to Section 41513, and
the violation is subject to those penalties set forth in Article 3
(commencing with Section 42400) of Chapter 4 of Part 4 of, and Chapter
1.5 (commencing with Section 43025) of Part 5 of, Division 26.
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(2) Any violation of any rule, regulation, order, emission limitation,
emissions reduction measure, or other measure adopted by the state board
pursuant to this division shall be deemed to result in an emission of an air
contaminant for the purposes of the penalty provisions of Article 3
(commencing with Section 42400) of Chapter 4 of Part 4 of, and Chapter
1.5 (commencing with Section 43025) of Part 5 of, Division 26.

(3) The state board may develop a method to convert a violation of any
rule, regulation, order, emission limitation, or other emissions reduction
measure adopted by the state board pursuant to this division into the
number of days in violation, where appropriate, for the purposes of the
penalty provisions of Article 3 (commencing with Section 42400) of
Chapter 4 of Part 4 of, and Chapter 1.5 (commencing with Section 43025)
of Part 5 of, Division 26.

(c) Section 42407 and subdivision (i) of Section 42410 shall not apply
to this part.

PART 7.  MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

38590. If the regulations adopted pursuant to Section 43018.5 do not
remain in effect, the state board shall implement alternative regulations to
control mobile sources of greenhouse gas emissions to achieve equivalent
or greater reductions.

38591. (a) The state board, by July 1, 2007, shall convene an
environmental justice advisory committee, of at least three members, to
advise it in developing the scoping plan pursuant to Section 38561 and any
other pertinent matter in implementing this division. The advisory
committee shall be comprised of representatives from communities in the
state with the most significant exposure to air pollution, including, but not
limited to, communities with minority populations or low-income
populations, or both.

(b) The state board shall appoint the advisory committee members from
nominations received from environmental justice organizations and
community groups.

(c) The state board shall provide reasonable per diem for attendance at
advisory committee meetings by advisory committee members from
nonprofit organizations.

(d) The state board shall appoint an Economic and Technology
Advancement Advisory Committee to advise the state board on activities
that will facilitate investment in and implementation of technological
research and development opportunities, including, but not limited to,
identifying new technologies, research, demonstration projects, funding
opportunities, developing state, national, and international partnerships
and technology transfer opportunities, and identifying and assessing
research and advanced technology investment and incentive opportunities
that will assist in the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. The
committee may also advise the state board on state, regional, national, and
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international economic and technological developments related to
greenhouse gas emission reductions.

38592. (a) All state agencies shall consider and implement strategies
to reduce their greenhouse gas emissions.

(b) Nothing in this division shall relieve any person, entity, or public
agency of compliance with other applicable federal, state, or local laws or
regulations, including state air and water quality requirements, and other
requirements for protecting public health or the environment.

38593. (a) Nothing in this division affects the authority of the Public
Utilities Commission.

(b) Nothing in this division affects the obligation of an electrical
corporation to provide customers with safe and reliable electric service.

38594. Nothing in this division shall limit or expand the existing
authority of any district, as defined in Section 39025.

38595. Nothing in this division shall preclude, prohibit, or restrict the
construction of any new facility or the expansion of an existing facility
subject to regulation under this division, if all applicable requirements are
met and the facility is in compliance with regulations adopted pursuant to
this division.

38596. The provisions of this division are severable. If any provision
of this division or its application is held invalid, that invalidity shall not
affect other provisions or applications that can be given effect without the
invalid provision or application.

38597. The state board may adopt by regulation, after a public
workshop, a schedule of fees to be paid by the sources of greenhouse gas
emissions regulated pursuant to this division, consistent with Section
57001. The revenues collected pursuant to this section, shall be deposited
into the Air Pollution Control Fund and are available upon appropriation,
by the Legislature, for purposes of carrying out this division.

38598. (a) Nothing in this division shall limit the existing authority of
a state entity to adopt and implement greenhouse gas emissions reduction
measures.

(b) Nothing in this division shall relieve any state entity of its legal
obligations to comply with existing law or regulation.

38599. (a) In the event of extraordinary circumstances, catastrophic
events, or threat of significant economic harm, the Governor may adjust
the applicable deadlines for individual regulations, or for the state in the
aggregate, to the earliest feasible date after that deadline.

(b) The adjustment period may not exceed one year unless the
Governor makes an additional adjustment pursuant to subdivision (a).

(c) Nothing in this section affects the powers and duties established in
the California Emergency Services Act (Chapter 7 (commencing with
Section 8550) of Division 1 of Title 2 of the Government Code).

(d) The Governor shall, within 10 days of invoking subdivision (a),
provide written notification to the Legislature of the action undertaken.

SEC. 2 No reimbursement is required by this act pursuant to Section 6
of Article XIII B of the California Constitution because the only costs that
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may be incurred by a local agency or school district will be incurred
because this act creates a new crime or infraction, eliminates a crime or
infraction, or changes the penalty for a crime or infraction, within the
meaning of Section 17556 of the Government Code, or changes the
definition of a crime within the meaning of Section 6 of Article XIII B of
the California Constitution.

O
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