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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is a lomgge planning document developed by the
Lake County/City Area Planning Council (Lake APC), which serves as the Regional
Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for the Lake County region. It is prepareoidaration

with federal, State, regional and local partner agencies, as well as other stakeholders, including
tribal governments and system users. The Plan coversg@a2Morizon with an overall goal of
promoting the safe and efficient management, digereand development of a muttiodal
transportation system that, when linked with appropriate land use planning, will serve the mobility
needs of people and goods movement throughout the region.

DEVELOPMENT OF THE 20 26 REGIONAL TRAN SPORTATION PLAN

Sincethe RTP was last updated in 202Banges have occurred in numerous areas. New laws
have been enacted, public policies adoptedl new issues have developed. PO@6 RTP
provides an evaluation tfiese changes in terms of the challenges and opportunities they present
in the ongoing effort to manage and improve ttransportation system throughout thake
Countyregion

The RTP is broken into elements which address multiple modes of transportation including the
state highway system, local streets and roads, public transit, active transportation and aviation, as
well as tribal transportation. (Rail transportation does not exist in Lake Cpuiyere
appropriate, each of the elements identify and describe:

Current issues, challenges and opportunities

Performance measures

Action elementsconstrained and unconstrained lists of projects
Potential funding sources to complete the project lists

Goals, objectives and policies

= =4 =4 -8 -9

Each of the elementalso contairs a discussion of estimated costs and the likely funding
availability for projectgelevant to the individual element. AhnOv er ar chi ng | ssues
further included, which discussesmprehensive items or challenges faced by the region as a
whole Theseven elements coveredtire RTP can be summarized as follows:

Overarching Issues Included to cover issues that transcend multiple transportation randes
reflects the interconnected relationship between modes and system users.

State Highway SystemThis element analyzes issues involving the five State routes lying either
all or partially within the Lake County region including State Route (SR) 20, SR 29, SR 53, SR
175 and SR 281.



Local Streets andRoads: Local transportation systems are covered in this element, centered
around streets and roads located within the cities of Clearlake and Lakeport, as well as those lying
within the unincorporated regions of the County.

Active Transportation: Thi s el ement -metweszadotbecfinon of
on bicycle and pedestrian facilities and infr
Transportation Pl ano was -aaedotumentindDgcedbd0d6. L a k e
Since that time, subsequent updates of the RTP (in 2017 and 2022) have included concurrent
updates of the Active Transportation Rlarhich continues to serve bo#sthe nonmotorized

elemenbf the RTP, as well as a staatbne plan

Public Transit: This element analyzes fixed route bus services provided by the Lake Transit
Authority as well as related programs assisting senior, disabled, eindavwe populations.

Il ncluded within the el ement are progrtaions pr ov
Services Agency (CTSA), known as Lake Links.

Tribal Transportation : Transportation issues and projects impacting tribal lands of the seven
recognized tribes are evaluated in this section of the RTP.

Aviation: This element discusses current and toaigge issues involving air travel in the region,
with a focus on the Countyds sole public faci

RELATED PLANS AND PROGRAMS

References are made throughout the RTP to related plans or relevant prapleral State or

federal levels The 2@6 RTP was developed with and guided by the expectation that its own
goals, objectives and policies remain consistent with these companion documents and programs.
Relevanttransportation plannindocuments are listed withinkabliography found at the end of

this Phan (see Appendix F).

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

The RTP was developed with input from the public, local agencies and other stakeholders
including existing committees that represent broad segments of regional system users, such as the
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and the Social Services Transjortadvisory Council
(SSTAC). Public involvement was guided in part by the Public Participation Plan (PPP) adopted
by the Lake APC in 2021, which calls for pubdiwareness and accessibility to the transportation
planning process. Outreach was based oarigty of methods including iperson presentations

at a number of public meetings (County Board of Supervisors, municipal advisory bodies, regional
tribal outreach forums, etc.), and soliciting input through advertised interactive mapping tools and
surveys. (see Appendi for further details in the Public Participation Report).



|. INTRODUCTION

Transportation is a central feature of everyday life. It connects individuals with the larger
community providing access to housing, schools, jobs, markets, healthcare, natural resources,
recreation and various other social interactions. Given its Hmaitial nature, it impacts far
reaching societal goals including economic development, public health, environmental policy and
overall quality of life. Transportation planning at the regional level therefore plays an important
role in ensuring that a wetlesigned transportation system balances multiple interests in a safe and
equitatke fashion, providing connectivityoth within and between communities, essentially tying

the local to the global.

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

The Lake County/City Area Planning Council (Lake APC) is the Regional Transportation Planning
Agency (RTPA) for the Lake County region. It was established in 1972 after passage of the
Transportation Development Act (TDA), which resulted in the creatiorsimilar entities
throughout the State (known as Councils of Governments, or COGSs) to focus on transportation
and other regional planning issues. The Lake APC is comprised of eight members: two from the
Lake County Board of Supervisors, two members frbenltakeport City Council, two from the
Clearl ake City -ICougqed | ciatnidzeanwomeimiter s appoint
Supervisors.

Four standing committees assist the decismaking role of the Lake APGlescribed as follows

Executive Committee

This is an optional committee appointed by the Council and consisting of the APC Chair, Vice
Chair and a third council member from a city, the County, or Merabearge. It may be used

for administrative and executive functions of the APC between regpglatings of the Council. It

may also be used to oversee issues of personnel budget and policy, making subsequent
recommendations to the full Council.

Policy Advisory Committee

ThePolicy Advisory CommitteéPAC) is made up of members of the Lake Area Planning Council
Board of Directors along with a Caltrans District 1 representativgaurpose is to providie
Caltrans representative, as a member of the PAC, a vote on all matters dealing with transportation.

Technical Advisory Committee

The Technical Advisory Committe€TAC) consists of the Director of Public Works of Lake
County, the Community Development Directors of Lake County and the cities of Clearlake and
Lakeport, the City Engineers or Public Works Directors of Clearlake and Lakeport, the
Commander of the Lake Coun@ffice of the California Highway Patrol, a representative from
the Lake Transit Authority, and a transportation planner from the Caltrans District 1 Office.




Chaired by the Lake APC Executive Director, it is used to draw on the professional expertise of
its membersproviding recommendations to the Board based on technical considerations.

Social Services Transpdation Advisory Council

TheSocial Services Transportation Advisory Couf@5TAQ was established in 1988 as a result

of Senate Bill (SB) 498 and was formed to represent interests of the elderly, disabled and persons
of limited means. lIts role is to advise the Lake APC on transportation related issues such as Federal
Transit Administation (FTA) transit grant applidgans and unmet transit needSSTAC
membership is made up of a potential transit user 60 years of age or older, a potential transit user
who is disabled, two repsentatives of local service providers for seniors, two representatives of
local service providers for the disabled, a representative from a local social service provider for
persons of limited means and two representatives from the local Consolidategortaion
Services Agency (CTSA).

PURPOSE OF THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is a lomgge planning document developed by the

Lake APC as the RTPA for the Lake County region. It is prepared in cooperation with federal,
State, regional and local partner agencies, as well as other stakehotaduding tribal
governments and system users. The Plan covergag2torizon{updated every four yeangjth

the purpose of establishing regional goals, identifying and establishing future needs, deficiencies
and constraints, analyzing potential wans estimatingavailable funding and proposing
investmentsT he Feder al Hi ghway Administration (FHWA
of the ways the region plans to invest in the transportation system...[including] bottatweg

and shorrange program strategies/actions that lead to the development tdgraied intermodal
transportatonysst em t hat facilitates the efficient m
update to the RTP was developed in accordance with these and other gurdiimgsrprovided

in the 2024 RTP Guidelinesadopted by the California Transportation Commission (CTC).

LAKE COUNTY REGION

Geography

Lake County is located in Northern Californi:
lying within the Pacific Coastal range
between the counties of Mendocino al
Sonoma to the west, and Glenn, Colusa, Y¢
and Napa to the east and south. The Cousss
consists largely of mountainous terrain ags=
resource lands surrounding Clear Lake, &%
primary geographic feature. The lake its¢®
covers approximaty five percent of théand
areaand includes a ma
population centers along its shardduch of




the northern third of the County is unoccupied and lies within the Mendocino National Forest,
while the rural southern portions are made up of sparsely populated communities divided among
agricultural and other resource lands.

The major transportation corridors in the region are:

1 Highway 20, which runs roughly east/west along the north shore of Clear Lake and links
Highway 101 in Mendocino County with Interstate 5 in Colusa County to the east

1 Highway 29, connecting Highway 20 at the northwest shore of the lake with other
communities along its southern shores and further south to Napa County

f Highway 53, which completes the highway sy
Highway 20 to Highway 29

1 Highway 175, which also connects to Highway 101 in Hopland, linking Mendocino County
with Highway 29 and southern portions of the Lake County region

Demographics

The population of Lake County was estimated at 67,254 as of January L, Pfig5ncludes a
population of 45,695 within the unincorporated communities of the County, 5,026 within the City
of Lakeport, and 16,53®&ithin the City of Clearlake. After a steady increase over a roughly 40
year period between 1970 (46,933) and 2010 (64,665), populgtiovth has largely stalled or
even trended slightly negativd8y comparison, the State grew at a much healthier pace
(approximately 6%) from 2010 to 2020, ending with the Cddpandemic leading to slight
declines and followed by a modest recovery since 2023. A number of local factors could be
responsible for thdlat lining growth, including consistent poor economic conditions; out
migration of young families, and an aging population.

Aging is one of two most notable characteri st
of residents witla disability The U.S.Censd® st i mates 23.36% of the re
65 years or older, a figure that is well above the statewide figure of 15.3% and has been trending
upward. This can be attributed, in part, to the attractive nature of the region in terms of rural and
affordable living for retirement age individuals. The region is also made up of approximately
20.6% with a disability, which significantly exceeds the statewide percentage of 1Re3&tive

to transportation issues, elderly and disabled residents are often less prone to driving than younger
individuals and more reliant on other means of transportation such as public transit or walking. In
addition, according to 2012 report from the Bureau of Transportation Statistiagsportation
difficulties negativelyaffect a number of disabled individuals, which can result in many becoming
homebound. Based on the Countyds demographic
would benefit from transit and pedestrian facility improvements in the coming years with an
emphasis on safety and accessibility.

! State of California Department of Finance
22023: ACS 5Year Estimates
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Economy

Lake County is frequently ranked among the poorest counties in the United States. Appitpximat
17.6% of County residents were considered np:¢
data® compared to 12.0% statewide. Median househaldne was $58,738 (statewide median
$96,334) as of 2023. Unemployment figdraisow Lake County (6.8%) to be above the statewide

rate of 5.0%, as of April 2025.

Numerous economic benefits could be realized from improvements to the transportation system in
the Lake County region. Among these are improved highway accommodations connecting

Highway 101 and Interstate 5 in order to better move goods or visitor tedliéiciating congestion

by providing alternative access routes within and between population and commercial centers, or
expanding and enhancing bicycle and pedestrian facilities making recreational and other tourist
activities more attractive to owff-county visitors.

Wildfires in the region have also played an outsize role in the health of the local economy. Since
2015 hundreds of thousands of adrase beermonsumed as well as thousands of homes, dozens

of commercial buildings and other structures. Aside from the property damage and strain on the
regionds infrastructure, | osses were suffered
soilheathi s moke tainto to wine grapes) anstaséonpur i s
impacs to boating,/8hing/camping related income) sectors. These disasters combined with the
threat of future events will continue to challenge economic development efforts in the region.
Impacts to transportation within ne@mcorporated portions of the County will be esplkgiacute

with a larger share of road miles to maintain and smaller relative tax base for funding
improvements.

Public Health

Health statistics in the Lake County region continue to rank near the bottom when compared to
other counties in the State. According to a 2025 County Health Rankings Reaket County

ranks in the bottom 10% (least healthy counties) nationwide in both health outcomes and
community conditions based on a list of health factors in the report. The 2024 County Health Status
Profiles published annually by the State DepartmerRudflic Health further corroborate these
findings. Examples from its findings include County death rates due to all canceosi(56 58
counties), chronic liver disease (§8accidents, or unintentional injuri¢s7"),and fAal | caus
(54M). Many of these health problems can be linked directly to lifestyle habits such as diet and
exercise. Beyond the seemingly obvious health benefits related to physical activity, research has
shown that a lack of physical activity is a major contribufiacfor © heart disease, diabetes,
hypertension, obesity, osteoporosis and some cancers.

With respect to Ahealthiero transportation ch
shown mixed signs of success. Galifornia Household Travel Survey conducted by Caltrans
released in 2013 illustrated a growing taste for-mmtorized transportation options. While

SUnited States Census, AQui ck Factso

4 California Employment Development Department, Monthly Labor Force Data, April 2025

52025 County Health Rankings Repatcollaboration of the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation and University of
Wisconsin Population Health Institute



automobile transportation was still by far the most frequently used travel mode, its overall share
declined from 86% in 2000, to 75.2% in 2620 1 2 . Over this same per
increased as an overall s haraubledfromn@.4% to 86%%.t o 1.
Despite these trends, a 2017 National Household Travel Survey provided supplemental data for
California showing a fair amount of backsliding with shares of walkers and bicyclists declining to
1.34% and 12.3%, respectively.

Similar data specific to Lake County was not available, although surveys conductedot éhe

Active Transportation Plan did point to a lack of sidewalks and bike lanes as two of the biggest
factors influencing whether to choose active modes of transportation. Another survey conducted

for a 2019 Pedestrian Facility Needs Study corroboratedintdmg with 73% of respondents
considering a nlack of trails and paths away
as key factors discouraging wallginin their communities. Improving the nomotorized
infrastructure within the region @. more bike lanes, pedestrian facilities, etc.) would thus play a
significant role in helping to promote active and healthier lifestyle choices (see Active
Transportation Element).

CONSISTENCY WITH RELATED PLANS AND PROCESSES

The 2026 RTP was developed with the guidanceeskeraldocuments adopted over the past
several years. Implementation of its goals and policies is intended to be consistent with the
following plans and programs:

California State Wildlife Action Plan (202%5)

The California State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP) was originally adopted in 2005 as a result of

the federal State Wildlife Grants program created in 2000. The @&rowgr intended to provide

federal funds to states for the conseaf wildlife diversity. In 2025, the SWAP was updated,
maintainingitd hr ee st atewi de goals to increase fiAbun
Conditions, 0 and t o AEnhance Ec ¢ssllyurrertim F u n c
A T r artasop Blanning Companion Plan w s adapted in December 2016 combining the
priorities of the SWAP with those of Caltrans when planning and designing transportation projects.
Each of the projects within the RTP are subject to environmental review per the California
Environmental Quality &t (CEQA), which are required to address potential impacts to biological
resources. For example, the Environmental Impact Report fd{ahecti Corridor(the largest

project currently underway in the region) includes analyses regarding wildlife moveseiting

in mitigation requirements for underossings within the project area. Consistency with the SWAP

will be addressed during the environmental review phases of individual projects within the RTP.

California Freight Mobility Plan (2023)

The California Freight Mobility Plan (CFMPi s t h e  Sranget sgabegy td nsanage its
freight infrastructure ensuring safety, efficiency, sustainability and competitiveness. The Plan was
initially called for by Assembly Bill (AB) 14 in 2013, with foyear updates subsequently required
through the federal Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) in 2021. Goals of the Plan



include multimodal mobility, economic prosperity, environmental stewardship, healthy
communities, safety and resiliency, asset management, and connectivity and accessibility.

Transit Development Plan (2023)

I n 2023, an update to the regiondés Transit De"
development of Lake Transit Authority services and also to improve mobility options for residents
of the Lake County region. The TDP serves as an opportonitya nal yze t he public

current operations and to identify potential changes that, if implemented during the next five years,
could improve public transit, so that it can better serve Lake County communities.
Recommendations involve transérgice (e.g. potential route reductions), capigad. purchase

of buses and bus stop amenitjes)d financial plans.

California Transportation Plan 2050 (2021)
The California Transportation Plan (CTP 2050) is a{o

range policy plan that presents a visitor a safe, California
integrated and multimodal transportation Systq Transportation
throughout the State that is equitable, accessible Plan 2050

sustainable. The CTP 2050 defines goals, policies,
strategies that are intended to meet the mobility neec-r;21
its population while alsaneeting its greenhouse gg
emissions reduction targets. The RTP was develo
with the eight goals of the CTP in mind, emphasizing,
improved multimodal mibility and accessibility, 2)
maintenance of the existing transportation system,_, :

support of a vibrant and resilient economy, 4) improved public safety and security, 5) livable and
healthy communities, 6) environmental stewardship, 7) greenhouse gas reducing and resilient to
climate change, and 8) transportation needs of disadvantagathfions in the region.

- =
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Caltrans Active Transportation Plan - District 1 (2021)

The Caltrans Active Transportation Plan for District 1 is part of a larger Statewide project to
identify bicycle and pedestrian needs on the State Highway System (SHS) in each Caltrans district
of the State. Information from the Plan will be used by Qadtra asset management, and to help

set Complete Streets targets. Many rural communities rely on Caltrans facilities for Main Street
purposes or else as connecting routes to neighboring communities. By identifying gaps and
barriers on the SHS and recomrdeny priority needs, active transportation improvements can
help communities to be more walkabltekeable and transit friendly, to the benefit of local air
quality, health, social equity, quality of life, and economic opportunity.

Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (2021)

The Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP) was develyp€dltrans to evaluate the

overall connectivity of the interregional transportation system, ensuring that major regions of the
State can be reliably accessed. It was initially released in 1998 with significant revisions made in
2015 and 2021 updatesdab with a 2022 Addendum). Relevant to the Lake County region, the
ANor t hNcCrotalser n Nevada Connectionso corridor i
two subcorridors including a northerly route through Lassen and Humboldt counties (SR 299/SR

9



44/SR 36/US 395) and its southern complement through Mendocino, Lake, Colusa, Sutter, Yuba
and Nevada (SR 20/ SR 29/ SR 53). Known as APri
been a focus in the Lake County region for decades, with a numberabplojects intended to
encourage its use.

Coordinated Public Transit i Human Services Transportation Plan (2021)

The most recent update of the Coordinated Public Traritman Services Transportation Plan
(Coordinated Plan) was adopted in 2021. Requirements for coordinated plans first appeared in
2012, in response to federal transportation legislation at thefliitbp vi ng Ahead for P
the 28'Cent ury, é21aro AMPoPal s and policies of the
awareness and safety of the existing transit system as well as expanding services and mobility for
elderly, disabled and loamcome indviduals. Projects listed within the plan also enables the local

transit provider, Lake Transit Authority, to qualify for several grant programs that may be critical

for continued maintenance and operation. The next update process is expected to dmatyn in

2026.

SenateBill 743 Vehicle Miles Traveled Regional Baseline Study (2020)

The AnSenate Bill (SB) 743 Vehicle Miles Travel
to assist local jurisdictions in complying with legislation aimed at reducing greenhouse gas
emissions. SB 743 was passed by the State legislature in 2013andfed how transportation

impacts are measured under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) with respect to

|l and use and transportation plans and projeci
Serviceo) was removedf aBt rtdires pporitneatriyo nmeianspuar cet
replaced with Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) as the preferred metric. Per the legislative changes,

as of July 1, 2020, lead agencies under CEQA were required to analyzenetaject VMT to

determine whether trapertation impacts from a given development would constitute a significant
environmental impact. The study was used to determine baseline VMT levels for each of the
regiondés jurisdictions as well as recammendi n
transportation projects subject to CEQA.

Bus Passenger Facilities Pta(2019)

Adoptedin 2019, the Bu$assenger Facilities Plan provides gmiceand recommendations for
improving the safety, comfort and accessibility of transit system passenger facilities, and also to
connect passenger facilities to new or existing bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure.

Context Sensitive Solutions

Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) refers to an approach to planning and designing transportation
projects that emphasizes collaboration with stakeholders and other interested parties potentially
affected by a given project. Itis intended to level thgiptafield between agency and community

needs byntegrating and balancifgc o mmuni ty, aesthetic, historic
transportation safety, maintenanc-22[11:2001). per f o
Flexibility, creativty and consensus are key to addressing multiple factors when making decisions

on individual projects so as to avoid a fione
otherwise overlooked in the process. Examples of CSS are found in tlredezftvoundabouts

10



located along the north shore of Clear Lake in which local community input led to certain
landscaping and design pattern themes on the faces of the structures.

General Plars and Area Plans within the Region

Lake County adopted its current General Plan in 200& Transportation and Circulation
Element of the General Plan discusses goals and policies for the County as a whole, while eight
separate AArea Planso have also been adopted
component specific to thatrea. These include plans for the Shoreline Communities, Cobb
Mountain, Kelseyville, Lakeport, Lower Lake, Middletown, the Rivieras and Upper Lake/Nice.
The County is nearing completion of a comprehensive update, including area plans, in 2026.

General Plans for the cities of Clearlake (2017) and Lakeport (2009) contain their own
circulation/transportation elements, which include goals and policies specific to those
jurisdictions. Proposed projects within the RTP are expected to be consigteeaeh of the
individual planning documents.

11
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. OVERARCHING ISSUES

The transportation system in Lake Courstyised by area residelf®th parttime and fulttime),

visitors and interregional travelers to access commercial, residential and recreational services
within and beyond the Lake County regiohnumber of issues relevant to regional transportation

involve multiple policy areas, transportation modes and jurisdictional boundamaisfor this
reason, are felt to be bett eTfhisaathm ®leRER] I n a
AOver ar chi ng sebleg obepdived and relategwley areasthat cover such
overlapping topics. Included in this element are matters of regional concern such as Greenhouse
Gas reduction, housing policy, wildfire preparedness and other relevant issues

COMPLETE STREETS

The Compéte Streets Act of 2008 requiredat
updates to local general plans include polic
i ncorporating Acompl e
local transportation network&uch improvement
are aimed at benefiting all users of the syst
including motorists, pedestrians, bicyclisggople
with disabilities, movers of commercial goods a
those reliant on public transportationFor the #=
purposes of the RTP, the concept of Compl&
Streets touches on several transportation modes S

could be discussed as part of a range of elem@
such as those involving the State Highway Syste
Local Streets and Roads, Active Transportaticsh
Transit. Complete Streetsemain an especially
relevant topic for the communities of Lake Cou
as many roads continue to lack adequg
infrastructure for multiplaisers, yet are still shareg
by motorists, pedestrians and bicyclists through
the region.

i pl es

Caltrans has taken steps to institutionalize Complete
Streets throughDi r ect or 6 s37 (Bignédi Degembé&r 21, 2021), which requires all
transportation projects funded or overseen by
and connected complete streets facilities for
recently,Senate Bill 960 (20249trengthened this commitment by requiring Caltrans to integrate
Complete Streets features into state highway projects, explicitly prioritiXingneeds of
pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders.

Examples of such projects within the region can be found along the North Shore of Clear Lake.
Caltrans is currently in the process of implementing Complete Streets projects on State Route 20
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that wil | benefit residents of sever al uni nco
St r e et One of $hese projects focuses on the town of Lucerne connecting its waterfronts,
parks, elementary school, and downtown area with improvements including separated bikeways,
sidewalks, transit stop enhancement, and rectangular rapid flashing beacons)(FREBsfor

Upper Lake, Nice, Glenhaven, and Clearlake Oaks have also been proposed by Caltrans which
would include similar bicycle and pedean facility improvements linking commercial and
recreational destinations in those communities with safeymaiorized travel options.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

On June 1, 2005, Executive Order3®5 was signed by the@alifornia Governor Arnold
Schwarzenegger setting the following Greenhouse Gas (GHG) reduction targets: by 2010, reduce
GHG emissions to 2000 levels; by 2020, reduce GHG emissions to 1990 lenklsy 2050,

reduce GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels. In 2006, Assembly Bill (AB) 32
(California Global Warmingolutions Act of 2006) was passed granting authoritiygdCalifornia

Air Resources Board (CARB) tdevelop regulations and marketechanisms enabling those
targets to be met. Mandatory caps began in 2012 for significant emissions sources as part of its
marketb a s e d-anCraggde 6 program | aunched at that tim
40 percent below 1990 levels by 208@s established by Governor Jerry Brown on April 29,
2015, through Executive Order-E)-15, helping to ensure that the previously set goals could
remain on track. That directive was codified through the enactment of Senate Bill (SB) 32 in
September 201@&ssentially updating CARB regulations to meet the targets.

Additional commiment was shown by the Statedbgh subsequent executive orderd WN19
(embedding climate change goals into state investments, transportation decisions, and government
operations), N79-20 (mandating thall new lightduty vehicles sold in the state be emissiae

by 2035, and N27-25 (r ei nf or c i -engssidntagend® in eespendesto atteanpte at
federal rollbacks of State and federal policy).

Rural areas such as Lake Quy are not normally subject to the same transportation planning
requirementsaa r eas wi th subst aandaaridn neinrt qau aelaistoy) (ofrn
urban populations. However, becatise transportation sector accounts for nearly 50 percent of

GHG emissions irCalifornia, long-range transportation planning plays an important avlell

levelsin helping the State to reladts overall reduction goals. eéducingthe number of vehicle
tripsivehicle miles taveled iskey to reducing GHG emissions, whether it is from a regional
perspective or a global perspective

Ongoing efforts within the Lake County region to provide a variety of transportation choices will
continue to assist larger societal goals in this area. For instance, the use ofgnsitigrovides

an altemative toindividual automobile trips for residents and visitorsake Transit Authority
(LTA) was formedn 1996, establishing a fixeute countywide transit service whidurrently
includes interregiondinks to Calistoga (Napa County) and Ukiah (Mendocino CouAtygcent
(2020) grant througthe Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) will help to extend
regional and oubf-county services with funding to include the purchase of hydrogen powered
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buses and fueling infrastructure. (See Public Transit Element for further details on public
transportation).

A second means of reducing GHG emissions from automobile use is through indregskd

and pedestriandrel One of the primary funding sources for these types of projects is the Active
Transportation Program (ATP), which was created at the State level in 2013. This competitive
grant program was used to consolidate formerly separate sources, including the Bicycle
Transportation Account (BTA) and Safe Routes to School (SR2S), into one centralized grant
program. In December 2016, the Lake APC adopted @iveA Transportation Plan providing
baseline information for the grant writing process by helping to identify key routes, needs and gaps
within the existing network of bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The adopted Active Transportation
Planwasfirstinelded i n the 2017 -RAtPoriszedd ngl eament s &an
to do so through subsequent updates. These and other alternativeu{oimobile) modes of
transportatiomnill help reduce vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled throughelitake County

region, furtheing GHG reduction goals of the State.

Finally, Lake APC was recently awarded a grant through the Sustainable Transportation Planning
Grant program to prepare a countywide Zero Emission Vehicle Infrastructure (ZEVI) Plan. The
project (initiated in late 2024) wile x ami ne t he regionos existin
infrastructure and develop a plan to guide expected future expansion in this area. It supports State
goals to increase the use of alternative fuel vehicles, reducing reliance on fossil fuels and furthering

its push to decrease GHG ennss.

CLIMATE ACTION PLAN TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE

The Climate Action Plan for Transportation Infrastructure (CAPTI) is an investment framework
prepared by the California State Transportation Agency (CalSTAQ21. It was ceveloped in

response to executive ordaigned by Governor Gavin Newsom2019(EO N-19-19)and 2020
(EON7920)desi gned to reduce GHG emi ssi Bxeative n t he
Order EO N1919 directed the Depart ment o f Financ
Framework, 0o and to fAalign the Statebs <climate
programming and mitigation. o0 THEON7M@whicH ol | ow
focused on fAactions necessary to comb-atdte t he ¢
sales of fApassengaadheasydu sy a enlbé ziieeenssion ip 2035

and 2045, respectivelyTheresulting CAPTIframework provide guidance to State officials in

how discretionary transportation fungtsould be spentith a focus on combating and adapting to

climate change, while also supporting public health, safety and eBuyituly 2024, all 34 of the
original actions outlined in the plan were co
programs with its climate goals.

A public engagement process was conducted throughout 2024 to update CAPTI strategies and

actions in order to further its goals, with feedback from the outreach efforts incorporated into the
updated ACAPTI 2.00 i n ear | ygean? actionsdéslgreedta p d a t
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further reduce emissions, iIimprove the State t
deliver equitable outcomes, and improve transparency and accountability.

TRANSPORTATION SAFETY

Since the adoption of t#022Regional Transportation Plathere has been a renewed emphasis

on safety across multiple modes of transportation within State and local syftesns. at least
partially in response to the upward trend of fatal or serious injuries on California highways, streets
and roads which saw a 46% increase from 2010 through 2020. While the figures spiked in the early
2020s (pandemic years), there have beetable declines since 2022 and indications that a
downward trajectory is taking place. Some credit for thpesstive trends must be attributed to
policies and programs initiated in recent years at the federal, State, and local levels focusing on
transportation safety. A few of the more noteworthy efforts are listed as follows:

Vision Zero

The concept of Vision Zeris proposed teealize
a roadway system which eliminates all road traf
related fatalities or serious injuries over ti
Begun in Sweden in the late 1990s, the project
spread to over a hundred countries, regions,
cities throughout the worldlurisdictions making
the commitment to adopt such policies
implicitly placing a much higher value on life a
health over conventional calculations
cost/benefit analyses when determining rof
system expenditures focusing dacreased risk.
As might be expected, results can vary widé
based on a number of localized factors,
significant declines have been noted in area s
as Sweden (65% decrease in annual road de
between 1997 and 2021) and New York C
(26% declingn traffic deaths and 42% decline i
pedestrian fatalities between its adoption in 20
and 2018). The State has integrated the con¢
into a | arger ASafe S
fatalities/serious injuries by 2050 and Vision Zef
has also beemcorporated into all modes withi
the 202024 Strategic Highway Safety Plan.

ng fo

National Roadway Safety Strategy

In January 2022, the United States Department of Transportation first released its National
Roadway Safety Strategy (NRSS), which looked at methods to address serious or fatal injuries on
Amer i cabs r o aterwgosl ef the Sirdtegy id tmreaghvaroadway fatalities through

use of the ASafe System Approach, 0 stressing
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bodily harm to those involved in crashes that do occur. Key principles of the Safe System
Approach include elimination of fatalities, recognizing the potential for human error, the physical
vulnerability of humans, proactive safety measures and redunadrsafety measures in the
system in the event of partial failure. Federal grant funding such as the Safe Streets and Roads for
All (SS4A) program can be used to prevent fatalities and injuries in support of the NRSS and Safe
System Approach.

Caltrans Dire8@ orodos Policy DP

Released by Caltrans in February 20B2, r ect or 6 86 hRaglhildayghDbDRB t he fAs
mindseto by developing and i mplementing new pt
vision, Caltrans has adopted the fed&afle System Approadtom the federaNational Roadway

Safety Strategygescribed aboverhe policy also sets as a goal to attain zero fatalities and serious
injuries by 2050.

Highway Maintenance Safety Program

The Highway Maintenance Safety (HMSafety) Program was initially begun as a pilot program

in fiscal year 20222 to fund quick turnaround (within one year) safety projects, or those not
requiring time consuming rigtaf-way issues, environmental reviewtility relocation, or
hardscaping. Its early successes led to its expansion into a fullydauprogram dedicated to
delivering proven safety countermeasures involving pedestrian safety, signage, striping or other
pavement markings. The program prasda shorterm fix to safety concerns and complements
efforts with longer development times intended to improve safety in areas identified as
problematic.

Local Efforts

The Lake Area Planning Council is also funding current projects to assist local communities in
making safety improvements. Included are updates to Local Road Safety Plans (LRSPs) for each

of the three local jurisdictions (County of Lake, cities of Lakepod Clearlake) that are intended

to identify priority safety projects that woub@eligible for federal or State grant program funding.

I n addition (and speci fSR 83 Pubbc Outteach f@ iPrioyty Safety Cl e a
ProjectsS t u Was adopted in September 2025
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WILDFIRES

Wildfires have become a recurring threat to many rural regions of the State. Largely a result of
climate change (e.g. drought lengths/frequencies, higher average temperatures, stronger/less
predictable wind patterns, etc.), the Lake County region haseshdaveral years of catastrophic

wildfire seasons. Between 2015 and 2024 alone, hundreds of thousands of acres were consumed
(nearly 70% of the Countyds |l and mass), destr
that timeframe. The following lighcludes

the most significant of such event:

2015 Valley Fire

One of the most devastating fires in the
countyo6s history, the V
over 76,000 acres, destroyed nearly 2,000
structures, and claimed four lives. The fire

led to widespread evacuations and severely
impacted the communities of Middletown,

Cobh and Hidden Valley Lake.

2015 Rocky Fire

The Rocky Fire consumed 69,636 acres near

Morgan Valley Road and Rocky Creek

Road east of Clearlake. This was the first

* significant evacuation of Lower Lake and
Clearlake.

. 2016 Clayton Fire

B The Clayton Fire burned approximately
4,000 acres and destroyed nearly 200
structures in Lower Lake, causing
significant damage to the small, rural town.
This fire, reportedly started by arson,
underscored  the  vulnerability  of
% communities in fireprone aras.

Photo by Cole Euken

2017 Sulphur Fire

The Sulphur Fire burned for 122 days off Hwy 20 and Sulphur Bank County in Clearlake Oaks.
The fire destroyed 162 structures and damaged an additional eight across the 2,207 acres that
burned.

2018 Mendocino Complex Fire
Consisting of two fires, the Ranch and River Fires, the Mendocino Complex Fire became
Californiads | argest wildfire on record at the
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counties, including most of Lake County. Although the Ranch Fire contributed most of the acreage,
Lake County communities saw extensive impacts from both fires. This fire required evacuation
outside of the county, and highlighted the importance of MOUs suitrounding counties.

2020 LNU Lightning Complex Fire

Sparked by dry lightning, this complex fire burned across multiple Northern California counties,
including parts of Lake County. The LNU Lightning Complex burned over 363,000 acres in total,
causing widespread evacuations and infrastructure damage. réhinsginlighted the challenges
posed by dry lightning in wildfirgorone regions.

2021 Cache Fire

While smaller than previous fires, the Cache Fire impacted the City of Clearlake, destroying over
80 structures, including homes. It intensified efforts to strengthen defensible space measures and
fire mitigation strategies around residential areas.

2024 Boyles Fire
The Boyles Fire burned 81 acres, impactimg City of Clearlake. The fire destroyed 33 structures
and damaged an additional six. The cause of the fire is currently still under investigation.

2024 Glenhaven Fire

The Glenhaven Fire burned approximately 417 acres, impacting the communities of Glenhaven
and Clearlake Oaks. The fire destroyed two structures and damaged a third. The cause of the fire
is currently still under investigation.

During each of the individual events, combined efforts of local leaders, emergency responders and
public transportation officials were used to help evacuate communities of vulnerable or
underprivileged residents, providing them with access to provisitredless set up in various
locations throughout the County. Limited access has been a concern in some areas of the region
(e.g. Anderson Springs Road, Hobergs, Spring Valley, etc.), with the risk-efayp@/oneway-

out road closures or stranded commiesiduring wildfire events.

To help address these issues, Lake APC was awarded a Caltrans grant in 2023 to prepare a Wildfire
Evacuation and Prepaheess Plan. The project examinedrrent evacuation protocols and
procedures for relevant agencies operating within the region, witesbking Plan available as a
reference document aimed at seamless coordination between agencies with respect to
transpotation and evacuation services. Overall, it providgdcuation strategies, recommended
agency roles and responsibilities, and keysatgrations for relocating individuals from hazardous
areas to designated safe zones.

GOODS MOVEMENT

Freight mobility is another important issue with respect to regional and interregional
transportation, affecting both the economic health and quality of life within and beyond the Lake
County region. Raw materials, sefni ni shed Ai nput 06 goodefficientand f i
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modes of transportation for an economy to function properly. Lake County relies exclusively on
commercial trucking for freight movement in and through the refyahtransportatiordoes not

exist in Lake County underscoring the importance of road maintenance and adequate facilities.
According to the2023 California Freight Mobility PlafCFMP), interstate freight volumes are
projectedo grow by 65% from 2023 to 2050. Along with normal population growth estimates and
the continuing rise of-eommerce and parcel delivery service, freight movement through the Lake
County region is likewise expected to increase for the foreseeable future.

Routes through Lake County play a significa
and integral role in the supply chain of goo
bet ween the Centr al
North Coast. Traditional patterns

interregional traffic through the County ha
relied almost exclusively on Stateotte (SR)
20 in its entirety (i.e. across therthern shores
of Clear Lake), which includes commerci
trucking. For a number of reasons involvin
safety, environmental considerations, a
impacts to local communities, the lomm

goal of Caltrans Digsict 1, regioml

transportation plannerfycal stakeholderand

community memberbas beerto redirect these
interregional patterns away from the northe-
shores and towards the southern shores of

lake.

The #APriority I nterit concep
refers to this preferred route between Interst Waes

5 and U.S. 101, utilizing the noted passa __’f;;"';:,—;
south of Clear Lake. It is considered one of 11 ‘ ' .
AStrategic | nterr egi2024 aterregional 'IFranspmrtatlsrrStrateglc Rlane St e
(ITSP) a statdevel planning document which helps to guide funding decisions for interrégiona
transportation improvementshe Lake County portion of the corridor consists of SR 20, 53 and

29, with SR 29 serving as a kepmponent in completing theouthern portion of the route
connecting SR 53 with SR Z6eepages281 f or di scussi on,iactuditnghe f Ko
Map 3.). An eightmile section of SR 29 is currently planned for improveméptstially

completed in 2023)hat would widen it to a fodiane divided expressway (see State Highway
System EIl ement) . Whil e not specifically a nf
freight travel through the region by creating additional passing oppeesjmtidening shoulders,

separating traffic and decreasing traffic queuing and delays within the Priority Interregional
Facility.

Overall, this route is instrumental in connecting four important interregional corridors, including:
Interstate 5 (upper Central Valleyy . S. 101 (Cal i f,®&R 89 (enfiresCemMralr t h C
Valley), and SR 70 (western 3ra). As pointed out in the023 CFMR the larger eastest
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corridor is not only critical for recreational travel between the Sierra Nevada mountains and the
North Coast. I't is also a major fAcrossroadso
North Central Valley and through the Yuba City/ Marysvilleanized areas (for connections to

SR 99 and SR 70). In time, use of the preferred route (SR 20/53/29) is expected to result in
improved regional and interregional freight transportation.

Improvements made to SR 29 will also help to lessen truck USR 20 along the north shore of
Clear Lake. This is significant in that SR 20
small communities (Clearlake Oaks, Glenhaven, Lucerne, and Nice), with heavy truck use
contributing to local congestion and reed safety for multimodal users (i.e. bicyclists,
pedestrians) of the highway facilities. Reducing the heavier truck (combined with other
interregional) traffic along thaorth shorewill also help to reconnect the communities to their
greatest asset, access to the lake. Traffic calming and active transportation improvements within
the Northshorecommunities have been the focus of several regional planning studies that would
further contribute to quality of life and economic benefits by improving the attractiveness of the
locales for both residents and visito@urrently, severaComplete Streets projecédong SR 20

are in various phases of planning, programming, or implementation throegé Main Street
communities.

Finally, rapid growth in ecommerce haed to newer transportation and land use patterns that

have impactedreight infrastructure throughout the State. With more traditional forms of retalil,
consumers would patronize local stores or malls to purchase goods. The cooemberce trend

involves online purchasing and individualized ground deliveries shippetiffgrent means such

as courier service (e.g. FedEx), independent owperators of light vehicles (e.g. DoorDash), or
Transportation Network Companies (TNCs) like Uber or L¥ffte use of distribution centers and
warehousing, evolving trucking pattetns ncl uding | i ght and medi um d
miled direct deliveries to consumer), retail |
an increase in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). This in turn has led to increased fossil fuel
consumptn/emissions and wear and tear on State, interregional, and regional highways, as well

as on local road systems.

As the 2023 CFMPnotes, the true lonterm impacts of ommerce remain uncertain. Early
research suggestscemmerce may reduce someperson vehicle trips but will likely decrease
local retail jobs, increase demand for higlsh and warehouse employment, and complicatd
tax revenues. For Lakéounty,theyarealready facingeconomic challenges tied to employment
and public works funding these trends will be closely monitored by local decisiakers in
evaluating future infrastructure and fiscal dee

FUNDING CHALLENGES

Poor existing road conditions combimewith limitations on repair and maintenanitading

continue to be amonthe biggest challengefor the local circulation system. THealifornia

Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assesép@23)listed Lake County as one of only
eightcountiesinthe &tt e t o receive a fApooro rating, bas
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Index (PCI) of 35 out of 100. This shows a modest decrease from the 2020 level of 37, although
the number has been trending downward since 2016 when it stood at 40.

Various funding methods have been employed to help address this ongoing issue. For instance,
two local sales tax measures were approved in 2016 by voters in the cities of Lakeport and
Clearl ake. Lakeport s Menasslesrtax aufie nw ai sn gp at shsee dCi
general fundfor use onpublic safety and road/infrastructure maintenance neeiimilarly,
Clearlake voters passed Measure V,aorent fAspeci fico tax (receivir
of at least 66.7%), which has generated @Zemillion annually for road maintenance purposes.

The County of Lake has also expressed interest over the years in putting similar transportation
sales tax measures on the ballétpoll conducted in 2016 did not show sufficient support for a

ballot measure at that time, and a second poll conducted in early 2020 was undermined by the
COVID-19 pandemic without providing useful direction.

In 2017, the State legislature passed a transportation funding bill (SB 1), which increased gas and
diesel fuel taxes as well as vehicle registration fees, to address an array of transportation projects
such as road safety improvements, pothole and sepairs, and work on State highways and
bridges. SB1 generates over $5 billion on an annual basis Statewide, with a number of its programs
intended to help local agencies.

Table 2.1 provides a rough estimate of funding expected over the next ten years from various
sources. These estimates are derived from historical funding trends, recent gas tax revenues, and
anticipated distributions from SB 1 programs. However, actudirigrievels can vary

significantly from year to year. The table excludes competitive grant funding sources, which are
highly variable and not guaranteed. Nonetheless, the figures offer a general sense of regional
funding capacity. Additional RTP sectionpide more targeted project lists with associated

cost estimates and potential funding sources.

Table 2.1Estimated Funding Availability

Funding Source Estimated Funding Over
Next 10 Years ($1,000)
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) $9,000*
Highway Users Tax Account (HUTA) $40,477**
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $8,000**
State Highway Operating and Protection Program (SHO $278,000
Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Program (SB 1) $41,831**
Total $377,308

*based on average of past 5 cycles
** based on average afost recendl-year period
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GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES

Table 2.2 below lists Objectives and Policies, which are intended to guide transportation
development projects over the next four years.

Table 22 Overarching Issues Goals, Objectives and Policies

Goal: Develop a multtmodal system of seamless transportation facilities designed
serve both regional and interregional needs.

Objectives

Policies

Ol-1: Coordinate,
support and encourage

Ol-1.1: Participate irtheregional planning efforts of other
agencies

multi-modal regional
planning activities in
Lake County across
jurisdictional
boundaries.

Ol-1.2: Coordinate with local and State agencies on healt
security and emergency response planning effértsrk
cooperatively with local, regional and State agencies to er]
effective emergency response efforts are well coordinated
during natural disasters such as wildfire or flood events.

Ol-1.3: Support normotorized, recreational opportunities i
and around Clear Lake such as increased public access t
lake, trail development for hiking and equestrian uses, an
continued efforts to develop a bike route around the lake.

Ol-1.4: Evaluate individual projects with an eye for potent
regionwide impacts when formulating, designing and
constructing transportation projects of various modes and
all levels.

Ol-1.5: Work with local jurisdictions to further housing goa
of the region and to update and implement Regional Housg
Needs Allocations (RHNA).

Ol-1.6: Encourage projects that emphasize infill and trans
oriented development within the region.

OI-2: Support Complete
Streets planning to

Ol-2.1: Pursue funding in partnership with federal, State a
local agencies to fund projects consistent with Complete
Streetconcepts and design strategies.

improvemulti-modal
forms of connectivity
within the transportation

Ol-2.2: Encourage local agencies to adopt Complete Stre
policies and implement Complete Street strategies and
projects.

system.

OI-2.3: Incorporate Complete Streets concepts and policie
into future planning documents.

Ol-2.4: Implement existing strategies within planning
documents such as Active Transportation PlanHigbdway
20 Northshore Communitiebraffic Calming Plan

Ol-2.5: Coordinate with Caltrans to incorporate Complete

Streets policies into projects on State Highway facilities
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Goal: Develop a multtmodal system of seamless transportation facilities designed
serve both regional and interregional needs.

Objectives Policies
consistent wittCaltransDi r e ct o r 6:37anBSehatec
Bill (SB) 960.
Ol-2.6: Support efforts to reduce dependency on automok
useincluding promotion of bicycle/pedestrian transportatio
and public transit use.

Ol-3: Reduce Ol-3.1: Facilitate implementation of the Active

Greenhouse GA§&HG)
emissions by promoting
and facilitating transit
use and increasirgrtive
transportation
alternatives

Transportation Plan (ATP) and construction of ATP projed
to encourage students to walk and bike to school rather th
traveling by car.

Ol-3.2: Update the Active Transportation Plan consistent
with the Regional Transportation Plan update schedule, o
needed to keep the plan current and meaningful

OI-3.3: Support increased frequency/expansion of transit
service consistent with the local Unmet Transit Needs
process

OlI-3.4: Support and facilitate the installation of electric
vehicle charging stations for public ysensistent with the
Lake County Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEVI) Infrastructure
Plan. Explore options for affordable, clean energy technol
and programs.

OI-3.5: Support planning projects that further greenhouse
reducing efforts at the State level such as SB 32, SB 375,
SB 743.

OI-3.6: Support planning projects which will facilitate a
transition to zero emission vehicles consistent with Execu
Order EO N79-20.

OI-3.7: Ensure planning projects are consistent with
objectives of the Climate Action Plan for Transportation
Infrastructure (CAPTI) and the Caltrans System Investme
Strategy (CSIS).

Ol-4: Reduce and
mitigate environmental
impacts of current and
future transportation
projects

Ol-4.1: Early in the planning and design process, involve

community members and environmental organizations to

identify potential environmental issues as well as potentia
avoidance, minimization and mitigation opportunities

Ol-4.2: Work with local jurisdictions to develop project
specific mitigation measures as a means of reducing Veh
Miles Traveled (VMT) resulting from land use developmer

OI-5: Increaseor ensure
steady stream dtinding
for transportation

OI-5.1: Pursuéboth traditional andiorttraditional funding
sources for planning, preconstruction and construction of

transportation projects
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Goal: Develop a multtmodal system of seamless transportation facilities designed
serve both regional and interregional needs.

Objectives

Policies

planning,pre
construction activities
and construction

OI-5.2: Work cooperatively and collaboratively with other
agencies and organizations to secure funding for projects
which further the goals, objectives and policies identified i
the Regional Transportation Pland Active Transportation

Plan.

OI-6: Supportplanning
projects that will benefit
public health in the
region.

Ol-6.1: Pursue funding sources that encourage active
transportation and promote active forms of recreation for
residents and visitors of all ages and physical capabilities

Ol-6.2: Encourage nomotorized planning activities that
result in lower GHG emissions and other air pollutants as
means of improving air quality in the region.

OI-6.3: Pursue funding sources for mobilityiented projects
that improve access to health care for seniors, disabled o

economically disadvantaged residents of the region.
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lll. STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

The State highway system is made up of a network of highways, or routestetftatned and
maintained by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). Each highway is designated
a State Highway Route number, differentiating one from another, as well as from U.S. and
Interstate highways. This element provides an overvietive State highway system as it pertains

to the Lake County region.

CURRENT ISSUES, CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES

All of the main routes entering and leaving Lake County are State highways, including State Route
(SR) 20, SR 29 and SR 175. The State highway system within the region also includes SR 53 and
SR 281 (running concurrent with a thmegle portion of Soda BaRoad), with all but SR 281
considered to be primary routes for regional and interregional travel. Each of these facilities are
owned and operated by the State Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

In the past, Caltrans prepared Transportation CorRepbrts (TCRs}o study issues on state
routes.The focus of these loagange planning documents was on increased safety and improved
mobility to meet the community and environmental needs of the individual cori@itsanshas

since transitionedway fromTCRs to focus on delopingCorridorManagemenPlans(CMPs).

The newer emphasis on Corridor Planning uaesnultimodal approactrecognizing that
transportation needs earbased on complexeggraphic,demographic, economic, and social
characteristics of communities. Looking beyond the corridor as a single purpose route for
automobile traffic, the processasllaborative and done in partnership with local communities and
transportatiorpartners.

As the regionds most | mp ocortidarprovidésma vital ink betvéeo na | r
Il nterstate 5 in the Sacramento Valley and Hig
the north shore of Clear Lake, SR 20 also servea agghwayii Mai n Stgewmlt 0 f or
communities. Both the lake and the topography of the County work to constrain options for
expanding capacity along this section of SRI@@ding tdaruck related delays, slower travel times,

and reduced safety for pedestrians and bicyclistsgely because of this, the preferred
interregbnal route through the County relies on a southerly course aroutakéhddentified by
Caltrans as a fiStrategic Interregional Corrid
(2021),thesout hern (referred t outetheugh llake CouKtptiizesc t i Co
portions of SR 20, as well as SR 53 and SR 29, to complete a passageway which is better able to
address congestion and safety issdesocti Corridor improvements have been (and continue to

remain) a top priority for the regn.
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STATE HIGHWAYS

The following provides a brief overview of the State routes within the Lake County region:

State Route 20

State Route 20 (Principal Arterial Corridor)

The State Route 20 Principal Arterial Corridor (including portions of SR 20, SR 29 and all of SR
53) refers to the preferred interregional route through Lake Cdalgy known as the Konocti
Corridor, see Map 3.1page 3}, connecting two important interregional north/south corriders: |

5 to the east and Highway 101 to the west. It has been identified inltren€2021 Interregional

Transportation Strategic Plams one of sever al Apriority int
considered importardonneting routes outside of urbanized areas prongdaccess to, and links
bet ween, the stateds economic centers, maj or

Through Lake County, the corridavoids theNorthshoresegment of SR 20, instead utilizi&R

20 east of its intersection with SR 53, the entire emiteé section of SR 58&hrough the City of
Clearlake, the SR 29 corridor west of Lower Lake, and SR 20 west of its intersection with SR 29
to the Mendocino County linéSee a more detailed degtion of the Konocti Corridor on Page

28, below.) A roundaboutvest of Upper Lakavas built at the SR 20/SR 29 junction within the
pastdecaddacilitating safer andnore orderly traffic movement through the corridarsecond
roundaboutwas completedn 2021 at the junction of SR 20 and SR 53 (just east of the
unincorporated community of Clearlake Oaki&gewise improving safety and mobilitghrough

the route

State Route 20 (Minor Arterial Segment)

The Minor Arterial Segment of SR 20 stretches from
Upper Lake (intersection with SR 29) to just east of
Clearlake Oaks (intersection with SR 53). While much of
Lake County is impacted by increased seasonal and
recreational traffic during the summer montiss portion

of SR 20 is even more so when combined with everyday
F» interregional traffic between the US 101 aridorridors.

¢ State Route 2 characterizetiereby extensive roadside
development, unrestricted lake access, -curvilinear
alignment, numera speed zones and few passing
| opportunities.

It also serves as Main Street to theorthshore
communities of Nice, Lucerne, Glenhaven, and Clearlake
Oaks. Residents and visitors wishing to access the lake,
parks or other attractions (such as commercial lodging)
often must cross SR 20 in areas lacking safe or appropriate
. crossing facilities. Théong-term planfor the route calls

for additional traffic calming measures in deyedareas

and Complete Streets improvements along the Main Street
segments. This also complements the Principal Arteriaid@wrconcept in the 2021 Interregional
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Transportation Strategic Plan, iwh encourages use of SR 29 and SR 52indif passage through

the Northshore communities. Improvements along this corridor include pnootorized
enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle lanes, and streetlamps) through Clearlakeo®gksted in
2019), as well aseveral Complete Streets projects in various phases of planning, programming,
or implementation through the noted Main Street communities.

State Route 29

SR 29 can be described in two sectitimsughouthe Lake County region. The first is a segment
extendingrom the Napa County line north to its junction with SRrbBower Lake This portion

of SR 29 is considered a Minor Arterial and has historically experienced congestion through the
community of Middletown during morning peak hour commutes, due in part to the relative
affordability of housing in south Lake County and the bettaployment opportunities in Napa

and Sonoma counties.

The second section (considered a Principal Arterial) extends from the junction of SR 53 in Lower
Lake northwest to SR 20 in Upper Lake. This segment experiences greater volumes of traffic as

a connecting link between Lakeport and Clearlake, the two reajptoyment and aomercial

areas in Lake CountyAs noted, it is also a key link within the Principal Arterial Corridor
(including SR 20, SR 53, and SR 29) connecting Interstate 5 and U.S. 101. Widening and safety
improvementplannedalong an eightile sction of this SR 29 segmentll convertit from a

two-lane highway to a fodiane divided expresswayhen completedThe first phase of the

project, consistingf the westernmost thresile sectionbegins at the SR 29/SR 175 intets@at

and extends just west of the fAKitéds Corner o |
was completed in spring 2023. The remaining sc¢
intersection with Diener Drive. Funding for rigbt-way aquisition was secudefor Segment 2B

in 2024, while further funding required for rigbt-way and construction has yet to be determined

for the remainder of these two segmentamBined with future trafficalming measures along the
Northshore these improvements are expected to incentivize use of the Principahl Cmidor,

while alleviating Main Streatongestion on thilorthshoreand providing unimpeded flow south

of the lakeLake APC in collaboration with Caltrans will continue to pursue funding opportunities

to see these projects through to completion.

‘ SR 53 extendsorthfrom its intersectio with SR

29 in Lower Lake, bisecting the City of Clearlake,
and terminating aits junctionwith SR 20just
east of Clearlake Oaks. The highway stretches
approximately 7.5 miles, with the northern half
mainly consisting of twdanes and the remainder
widening to foudanes beginning at the %0
Avenue/Lakeshore Drive intersection in the City
of Clearlake. Several -grade, signalized
intersections exist on the highway as it continues

StateRoute 53
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south bisecting the City. In addition to local, regional and interregional vehicle traffic, SR 53 is
traveled by pedestrians and bicyclists. It is also integral to local circulation needs providing
north/south access. While the important downtown andftake areas of the City lie west of the
corridor, a considerable amount of residentia
5, fast food restaurants), and ciacilities (County services, Adventist Health hospital, public
schools) are locatad the eastalong witha new regional transit hub scheduled to be constructed

by 2@7. Potential improvements have been evaluated (e.g. grade separated interchanges,
bicycle/pedestrian overcrossings, lighting, etc.) that would reduce delays, improve safety, and
further facilitate use of the Principal Arterial Corriddn addition, Lake APChas recently
completedh local outreach effo(SR 53 Corridor Priority Projects Outreach StQdy determine
preferred safety projects of SR 53 users in the region.

State Route 175

SR 175 begins in Hopland (Mendocino County) at its intersection with US 101 and extends over
the Hopland Grade to the south end of Lakeport. From there, a portion of SR 175 runs concurrent
with SR 29 to a point southeast of Kelseyville where it contisepsrately over Cobb Mountain

and again intersects with SR 29 in the community of Middletown. This route is popular for
motorists traveling from the south County (Middletown) to the Kelseyville and Lakeport
communities. Bottle Rock Rodd County ownedrad maintained facility)which runs from SR

175 (near the Black Rock Golf Course) to SR 29 (south of Kelseyville) is also a common route for
regional travel associated with SR 175 and is often the preferred route between the south County
and Clear Lakeds west shore.

State Route 281
SR 281 is approximately three miles in length and provides access from SR 29 to the Clear Lake

Riviera community and Konocti Bay. The route
Cornero) and transfor ms i ntwest&onglthe laBeshpretBthe d a s
community of Lakeport. It is also served by

KONOCTI CORRIDOR

As described aboveonmpletion of the Konocti Corridois an important legacy project for the
Lake region having remained@gionalpriority for over three decades. The goaoi€ncourage
a sustaineduse of tke preferredinterregional (south) route around Clear Lalkegional
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) funds have been comangedhe yearto aid in
its completion with a focuson threekey areas of improvementWhen combined, these
improvements will comprise the Konocti Corridor.

1. Lake 29 Improvement Project
The projecinvolvessafety and capacity improvements along an engite stretch of SR
29 between the intersections of SR 175 and Diener Ditive intended to accommodate
existing and expected future traffic flows, alleviating safety concerns from its current
design limitations such as inadequate sight distance, limited passing opportunities, and
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narrow shoul der s. It wi ||l al so provide saf
primary economic centers of Lakeport and Clearlake. Further, this southern passage around
the lake is sparsely developed compared withNtbghshorecommunities along SR 20.

When combined with several current traffic calming and complete streets projects along

SR 20 (in various planning, programming, or implementation stages)preferred
southernroute will avoid Main Streetises of the facility, resulting in feweimpacts to
residentsalong theNorthshore

The project was broken into three distinct
2 C Tadate, project accomplishments include the certification of a Final Environmental
Impact Report anccompletion ofthe westernmost 3:thile portion of the project

i S e g me nFundi@gQvasorecently secured to cover rghtvay costs for the middle

section (Segment 2B). However, construction costs for that segment, as well as all other
funding costs related to Segment 2A, will still be needed to completerdiexipin its

entirety.

. SR 53 Improvements through the City of Clearlake

This component is likewise intended facilitate traffic along the southerly route by
limiting the use o8R 53 for local circulation purposdotential projects along this section
could include alternatives to existingt-grade intersectionsr reducing the number of
driveway encroachments.

In 2011, a corridor study specific to SR 53 was completed, which analyzed traffic
conditions at SR 53 intersectiottwrough the City of Clearlakand identified potential
long-range improvements for interregional travel through Lake County. In addition, the
study examined ways to facilitate local traffic movement within the City, reducing impacts
on the highway system due to local congestion. Several recomnossdaitthe 2011 plan

were implemented since that #mAmong the most important was construntiof a
north/south connector road between Dam Road Extension and Phillips AVhayeoject
provided a | ink betwereshentdaeeceas (heh€i Ayésu
key retail/commercial (WalmarBig 5, fast food restaurantahd civc facilities (County
services, Adventist Hedlthospital, public schoolddcated to thesouth Completion of

that project in 2018 has helped to alleviate pressure on the SR 53 corridor for local
circulation purposes

A follow up study(State Route 53 Corridor Local Circulation Styidyas completed in

2022 to reflect updated conditions along therridor. Additional projects were
recommended over multiple time fras®uch as a roundabout at the Dam Road/Dam Road
Extension intersection (short term), future access controls, or grade separated interchanges

at various intersections (long terneveral of theecommended improvemerftem the

2022 study(e.g. increased pedestrian safety thgbuintersection improvements or
footbridge crossinggperational improvementsddingturning lanes, roundabajtetc.)

were further endorsed in a ASR 53 Corridor
in 2025. Projects highlighted withirthe noted studies/plans aegpected to make the

Konocti Corridorconceptasafer andnore attractive alternative for interregional travelers.
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3. Traffic Calming and Multimodal Improvements on SR 20 Northshore Segment

An important component of the KonoctCorridor
strategy involves redirecting interregional traffic aw
from the Northshore segment of SR 20 and encoura
use ofan improvedsouthern route over SR 29 and SR &
However, a large volume of through traffic continuesg
utilize this A Mi nSRr2Q which
also serves a Main Street function for the s
communities of Nice, Lucerne, Glenhaven, a
Clearlake OakslongC | e ar Northsherd s

The lake and surrounding topography of thegion
combine tophysically constrainimprovement option
that would increase safety (e.g. shoulder widen
realignment, etc.) or reduce congestion (e.g. provi
pasing opportunities)Pedestrians and bicyclists mu

share the corridor witthelocal and interregional traffiavith conflictsfurther exacerbated

by SR 20's physical separation of residential and commercial areas from tiieldkeing
interregional trucking and other through traffic uses gltre Northshorewill increase
safety, enhance the economic viability and livability of these strugglingjnceme

communities, improve disproportionally poor health statistics by making biking/walking a

more attractive option for residents and visitors, and reducesiemssresulting from
existing traffic congestion.

Severalktudiessupported by strong public engagement feedplaaie focused on traffic
calming measureand multimodal improvements ddR 20 through the unincorporated
Northshore commuities Reducing vehicle speeds on this corridor would further

incentivize use of the preferred southevate for interregional traveWwhile alsocreating
opportunities to recorect communitiesvith the lakefrontand provide safer means of
norrmotorized travel for pedestrians and cyclsterall

Current Caltrans plans include a Complete Streets project in Lucerne, scheduled for
implementation in 2029, which features separated bikeways, upgraded sidewalks,
improved transit stops, and enhanced pedestrian crossings. Additional plans for Nice and
Glerhaven are anticipated in subsequent years, with further details subject to funding

availability and project development timelines.

As noted, realization of the Konocti Corridmojectwill entail consistent and sustained use of the

preferred interregional route through the County. The intended result is improved safety, traffic
flows, travel time reliability (for goods movement as well as interregional through traffic), reduced

congesbn, and increased options for multimodal travel.
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Regional Transportation Plan
2026 Update

Map 3.1
Legend R
mmmm SR 53 Safety and Lighting Improvements
- = - Highway 20 Pedestrian Enhancements
- Lake 29 Segment 2B (PM 26.9 t0 29.3) |
Lake 29 Segment 2C (PM 29.9 to 31.6)
Lake 29 Segment 2A (PM 23.8 to 26.9)
E=n Proposed 4 Lane Expressway
City Boundaries
State Highways
SR 20 Northshore Minor Arterial Segment

Konocti Corridor

County Boundal

State Highway System in Lake County
Konocti Corridor A
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS SINCE 2022 UPDATE

The following is a list ohotableState Highway Systeiprojects completedince the previous
RTP was adopted in 2022:

1 State Route 20 Shoulder and Safety Improvements/Bridge Rehab
1 State Route 29 Coyote Grade Shoulder Widening

1 State Route 175 Storm Damage Repairs

1 State Route 29 Pavement Overlay (North Lakeport to SR 20)

In total, approximately $220 million was invested between February 2022 and July&lags
to a range of projects such esadway safety, bridges, resurfacitgoadband, storm damage
culverts and maintenance.

Partial Completion of the Konocti Corridor ( Segment fA2C0o)

The Lake 29 Improvement Projeportion of the Konocti Corridoproposes to widen an
approximately eighinile stretch of State Route (SR) 29 from an existing-lam@ highway to a

four-lane divided expressway with controlled access. From west to east on SR 29, the
improvements begin west of its intersection with SR a@ will ultimately end at its intersection

with Diener Drive. The goals of the | arger ik
improve safety while alleviating interregional coagei on t hr o u g MNorth€hbre a r L a
communities. Broken down into three segments to help diffuse the overall burden of funding,
Segment fA2C0 was completed in 2024-milesectorghl y c
of the project. However, funding forrigpf-way cost s o,f0 Saemdnemnd n Fit2rAu c t
of both A2A0 and fi2B0 have yet to be secured.

PLANS, REPORTS AND STUDIES

A number of studies and reports have been completed identifying issues involving the State
highway corridors in Lake County. These documents, several of which are described below, are
referencd throughouRTP and listed in a Bibliography (see Appendix F).

State Route 53 Corridor Priority Projects Outreach Study(2025)

The intent of theproject was to gather concerns and insights of community members on safety
projects along the SR 53 corridor within the city limits of Clearl@gen the safety concerns of
pedestrians, bicyclists, and motor vehicle usdéwag SR 53the Studywas usedo develop a list

of community led priorities for biking, pedestrian, and operatiomglrovements along the
corridor. The primary goal of theti®ly is to strengtherfuture applications for grant funding by
providing documented supg for identified improvementsir{cluding those already featured in
previous plang as well as demonstratimgoject readiness and local commitment, both of which
are critical factors in competitive grant programs.
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Rural Counties Task Force (RCTF) Rural Induced Demand Study (2025)

I n response to the Stateos hei ghtened empha:
determining transportation impacts on the State Highway System, the Rural Counties Task Force
prepared d&ural Induced Demand Studyhe study examined how induced demand from added
roadway capacity differs between rural and urban areas, particularly in environmental analyses of
VMT. Rural agencies often prioritize safety, reliability, goods movement, emergency evacuation,
orotherneds t hat are fre@puentsliyzeovdartisookdd bay pa ofi
The studyobés recommendations aim to highlight
properly considered when evaluating and funding capauityasing projects. These findings

may have direct imations for largescale projects in the region, such as improvements along

SR 29between Lower Lake and Kelseyville making up an important iglet portion of the

Konocti Corridor(see above)

Konocti Corridor Vehicle Miles Traveled Study (2024)

The Konocti Corridor Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Study
was completed in 2024. Its purpose was $3eas VMT
impacts and other changassociated wittheimplementation

of interrelated planning projects along the Konocti Corridor
Findings from the Studgoncludedthat despite amodest
increase in road miles and travel timerouting regional and
interregional trips to th&outhshorg SR 53 and 29) would
lead to only negligible increase in VMT per day
(approximately 0.3%)The findings emphasized that overall
regional benefits would outweigh the minor VMT increase.
These benefits include improved traffic mobility, safer
operational conditions, and mordieent vehicle flows on the
designated corridors. Additionally, the shift would provide
important advantages to Northshore communities by reducing
traffic speeds and congestion, improving 1matorized travel
options, and creating safer, more livable emwments.

State Route 53 Corridor Study (2022)

The State Route 53 Corridor Stud/an update to a similar plan for SR 53 adopted in 2011. The
study was used to evaluate current and future traffic conditions, with an emphasis on access points,
future interchange locations, and designs. It involves improvements meant to encourage
interregional traffic use of thEonocti Corridorbetween 45 and U.S. 101, while also taking into
consideration local and regional circulation neetiSR 53 users Recommendations from the

2011 studyled to a north/southroute within the City of Clearlake (Dam Road Extension)
connecting residential neighborhoods with important commercial and civic centers to the south
(formerly accessed by SR 53 alone), and a roundabout at the intersection of SR 20/SR 53.
Recommendations from the updated study reflect current conditions, regional travakpatidr

local ciraulation needsAmong its core objectives are to reduce travel times, enhance safety, and
support normotorized transportation options for Clearlake residents.
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Highway 20 Northshore Communities Traffic Calming Plan and Engineered Feasibility

Study (2020)

TheHighway 20 Northshore Communities Traffic Calmifignand Engineered Feasibility Study

was prepared to evaluate the needs, priorities and feasibility of traffic calming measures along
Hi ghway 20 through four communities fronting
and Clearlake Oak# key goal of the plan is to improve safety and mobility for all users (residents,
visitors and through traffic) by slowing traffic and providing a mix of transportation madides.

study analyzed current catidns and formulated potential projects such as bicycle, pedestrian and
transit friendly developments meant to improve the attractiveness and overall livabilitg of
unincorporated townsThe Study has been useful in developfdgmplete Streets and active
transportation type improvements along this segment of the Highway 20 corridor, fitting with the
larger concept of encouraging future use of the Principal Arterial Corridor south of Clear Lake.

State Route 29 South Corridor Engineered Feasibility Study (January 2014)/

Middletown Community Action Plan (March 2014)

In early 2014, a study of the southern corridor of SR 29 (from the southern terminus of SR 53 to
the Napa County line) andMiddletown Community Action Plan (MCA®Y the unincorporated
community of Middletown (which is bisected by the highway) were adopted. The dual studies
were used to identify safety and operational improvements including possible bicycle and
pedestrian facilities and traffic calming measutles@that portion of the SR 29 corridor. Other
potertial improvements include multiodal conections and gateway features focusing on a
driverb6s fisense of arrival o with the goal of
Transportation Program grant was awarded in 2015 for one of the projects identified in the MCAP,
whichled toa paved multuse pathinking Middletown and Twin Pine Rancheria to the sdoth
bicyclist, pedestrian and equestrian use within the SR 29afghiy.

SAFETY

Lake County continues to face significant roadway sa

challenges. According to UC Berkeley SafeTREC,

countyods fatal Sh)mate wasesb.3 meuf 2

100,000 residents in 202tearlythree times the statewid ]
average of 57.,2ranking Lake mmong the highest rura P ]

counties in California in that category. Further findings sh_
Lake County having theeconéhighest pedestrian fatalit
ratein the State a5.9 per 100,000 Collisions along SR 20
through Northshore communities have been espedia *
troubling. From 2020 thraigh 2024, theTransportation
Injury Mapping System (TIMS)logged 17 pedestrian ;
involved injury crasheg12 resulting in death or seriou®

truck-involved injury crashegl1 with severe outcomesnd
62 crashes attributed to unsafe speedhese pattern
reinforce longstanding support for diverting heavy truck a

Pt
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interregional traffic t&SR 53 and SR 2%vhich are more suited to higlolume and freight travel
south of the lake.

Since the 2022 Regional Transportation P@@aifrans has further strengthened its commitment to

safety Building on a goal otero traffic deaths by 205Caltrans releasddi r ect or 6s Pol i
36in February 2022, stressing a fisafety first
new programs to enhance the saf gagegabilityfandur r o
mode based disparities i n reveathis visianf @altrgns lmait c o m
adopt exda fteh eSyfist efrom the flederaNatohab Roadway Safety Strategihis

method prioritizes eliminating severe crashes through proactive and reactive safety measures,
including systemic assessments, road safety audits, aneriskghite targeting. The aim to

eliminate fatal and serious injuries focuses on a road sytbtmanticipates human mistakes and

strives to hold potential bodily harm from crash impacts to tolerable levels.

The commitment is reflected in both traditional programs such as the State Highway Operation
and Protection ProgranSHHOPP)as wellasnewdr ni t i at i ves -8Bulddfprojaceé t he
delivery approximately a year and a hatighway Maintenanc&afety (HM4 Safety) Program
SHOPPemphasizes asset management by maintaining and preserving the State Highway System,
although safety improvements are one of its primary investment categories and projects funded
through this program are typically aligned wsisfety goals of the State. The FAMProgram was

initially begun as a pilot program in fiscal year 2€22.to fund quick turnaround (within one year)
safety projects, or those not requiring time consuming-offay issues, environmental review,

utility relocation, or hardscaping. Its early successes led to its expansion into a fejledour
program dedicated to delivering proven safety countermeasures involving pedestrian safety,
signage, striping or other pavement markings.

Key examples of safetipcused projects in Lake County include:

9 Curve realignment and shoulder widening near Blue Lakes (SR 20)

1 Highvisibility crosswal ks, flashing beacons
Northshorecommunities (SR 20)

1 Lighting and Complete Streets upgrades on SR 53

9 Sidewalks, restriping, and shoulder improvements in Middletown (SR 29)

Additional safety projects are in various stages of development and will continue to support State
(and regional) commitment dision Zero goals over the long term

PERFORMANCE MEASURES

Like many rural areas, Lake County agencies and local transportation officiafseafaced with
limited resources in which to collect and analyze useful performance data. The performance
measures identified below were drawn in part fromltsssportation Performance Measures for
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Rural Counties in Californig2015) prepared for the Rural Counties Task Foroadentify
metrics that are appropriate for rural and small urban areas.

Table 3.1 Performance Measures

Category

Performance Measure

Safety reduction in fatalities, injury and
property loss of system users and worke|

- Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis
System (TASAS}Ylata (accident by type)

- Law enforcement traffic collision reports
(TCRs)

- National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration NHTSA) dataon costby
accidentype

System Preservationmaintaining the
condition of the network

- Pavement Management Program (PMP)

- Pavement Condition Index (PCI)

Mobility/Accessibility - ease or difficulty of
traveling from an origin to a destination

- Travel Demand Model
I Travel times and distances
1 Interregional vehicle trip numbers
1 Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) for
interregional travel
1 Origin and destination data

- Walkability
9 Pedestrian access to transit facilities
within 0.25 mile
9 Pedestrian access to commercial and/c
shopping centers within 0.25 mile

Goods Movement improved
trucking/shipping travel times

Travel Demand Model
I Travel times and distances
1 Interregional vehicle trip numbers
1 Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) for
interregional travel
Origin and destination data
North shore/south shore route splits

= =4
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INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) refers to a group of communicditasesl technologies
designed to enhance highway safety, efficiency, and reliability. This can include areas such as
monitoring and rgulating traffic flow, providingwarning and advisory messages to mistsr
scheduling and routing transit tripsy, providing rapid emergency incident response capabilities

for emergency and law enforcement personr@&pecific éamples of ITS technologies include
advanced traffic signals, roadwaydaweather monitoring stations, bus and maintenance vehicle
location systems, and electronic roadside information signs.

In 2018, Caltrans completed an Upstate California Regional ITS Plan, which addresses the use of
ITS strategies for the 16 rural counties makipgut he A Nor t h SThistaalitidduper
of primarily ruraltranspatation planning agencies shaimilartransportation characteristics such

as remote andifficult to maintainroad systemdonger than average trips lengths, lower rates of
congestionandlimited communications systems

ITS projects that have been implemented in the Lake County region include the following:

1 Deploymentand maintenancef motorist call boxes under the Lake Service Authority for
Freeway Emergencies (SAFE) program administered by L&ke A
1 Installation of changeable message signs by Calttasighout the Counfyproviding
warnings and traffic information for users of this and connected regional routes
Installation of automatic vehicle locator equipment on Lake Transit Authority buses
Continued development of Traffic Management System (TMS) improvements on the State
Highway System through the region in which traffic volume data can be derived from
existing traffic signals

E

Implementation of these and similar projects are expected to conform to the Regional ITS
Architecture and, by extension, the National ITS Architectireddition, Caltrans is currently
studying implemeration of truck priority signalization in support of the Konocti Corridor.
Ultimately, the intenis to provide a coherent network of ITS strategies suppddagd, regional

and Stateransportation goals.

ACTION PLAN (PROPOSED PROJECTS)

This Action Plan includes projects on State highways in Lake County as well as some local
projects. The projects included are financially constrained in that they are currently programmed
in the State Transportation Improvement Program (B oiHdentified by local agencies and
projects that are expected to be funded.
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Table 3.2 State Highway Projectist i Financially Constrained

Lane Safety Improvemen{g01-
0OL220)

PM 17.61 18

Project | Project Name Timeframe* | Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000) | Funding
Sources

SHS1 SR 29Konocti Corridor Segment 2B | Short term $43,541 | ITIP (1IP)
Rightof-way acquisition***

Roadway, Freight, Bike/Pd&01-
29831)

(Note: the balance of the larger proje
Is included in the weonstrained
project list.)

SHS2 SR 20 Pedestrian Enhancements | Short term $2,300 | Other State
Roadway, Complete Streets, Bike/F Funds, HM4,
(#01-OK660) Minor A
Various Locations PM 2.4 30

SHS3 SR 29Middletown Safety South Short term $13,500 | STIP,
Complete Streets, ADA, Roadwa SHOPR
Drainage(#01-OL590) Other State
PM 571 5.59 Funds

SHSA SR 53 Safety and Lighting Short term $12,500 | Other State
Improvements Funds
Roadway, Complete Streets, Bike/Pi
PM 0.61 3.0

SHS5 SR 20/29/53 Short term $450 Other State
ITS Truck Signal Priority Feasibility Funds
Study
Various Locations

SHS6 SR 20 Curve Realignment, Shouldel Short term $12,060 | SHOPP
Widening Safety Improvemen(g01-

OM310)
PM R43.91 R44.2

SHS6 SR 29 Roadway Widening, Median | Short term $20,284 | SHOPP
Safety Improvement§01-OM470)

PM 7.4i 8.9

SHS7 SR 29 Pavement Rehab/ Shortterm | $32,470 | SHOPP
Upgrade Guardrail and Signa@1-
0J930)

PM 11.9i 23.6
SHS8 SR 29 Left Turn Lane, Acceleration | Short term $4,977 | SHOPP
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Lanes, Lighting Safety Improvement
(#01-0OL590)
PM5-5.9

Project | Project Name Timeframe* | Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000) | Funding
Sources
SHS9 SR 29 Shoulder Widening, Median, | Short term $30,319 | SHOPP
Left Turn Lane Safety Improvements
(#01-OM570)
PM 31.4i 33.7
SHS10 | SR 29 Pavement Rehab, Bike/Ped | Shortterm | $54,415 | SHOPP
Infrastructure Safety Improvements
(#01-0OL260)
PM 31.6i 52.5
SHS11 | SR 29 Shoulder Widening, Left Turn| Short term $16,324 | SHOPP

* Shorttermprojectsareexpected to be completed within a etetenyear period.
Long-termprojects are those expected to be completed within an elevementyyear period.
** Estimates reflect potential rates of inflation over term of project.
*** Project considered regionally significant.

Table 3.3 State Highway Project Listi Financially Unconstrained

Project | Project Name Timeframe* | Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000) | Funding
Sources

SHS12 | SR 29 Konocti Corridor Short term | $90,000 | STIP,
Segment 2A* SHOPR
Roadway, Freight, Bike/Ped#01- TCEP,
29841) Federal
PM 23.601 26.90 Grants

SHS13 | SR 29 Konocti Corridor Short term | $88,500 | STIP,
Segment 2B* SHOPR
Roadway, Freight, Bike/Ped#01- TCEP,
29831) Federal
PM 26.10i 29.10 Grants

SHS14 | SR 20Complete Streets Improvemer Shortterm | $47,000 | STIP,
(#01-ON340) SHOPR
PM8.3-29.54 Federal

Grants

SHS15 | SR 20Lucerne Improvements Shortterm | $31,000 | SHOPR
Roadway, Complete Streets, Bike/R Federal
(#01-OK660) Grants
PM 16.74i 18.02
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SHS16 | SR53Interim Safety Improvements | Short term | TBD STIP,
Roadway, Complete Streets, Bike/P SHOPR
Various Locations Other State
Funds,
Federal
Grants
SHS17 | SR 20/29/53 Shortterm | TBD Other State
Regional Wildfire Evacuation Funds, State
Improvements or Federal
Roadway, Safety, Bike/Ped Grants
Various Locations
SHS18 | SR 53 Reconnectivity Improvementsg Longterm TBD STIP,
Complete Streets, Bike/Ped SHOPR
Various Locations PM 0.07.5 Federal or
State Grants
SHS19 | SR53 Interchange/Intersection Longterm TBD STIP,
Improvements SHOPR
Roadway, Freight, Complete Streets Federal or
Bike/Ped State Grants
PM 1.471 2.96
SHS20 | SR 53/29 Intersection Improvementg Long Term | TBD STIP,
Roadway, Complete Streets, Bike/P SHOPR
Federal or
State Grants

* Shorttermprojectsareexpected to be completed within a etetenyear period.

Long-termprojects are those expected to be completed within an elevementyyear period.
** Estimates reflect potential rates of inflation over term of project.
*** Project considered regionally significant

Table 3.4Additional SHS Needs Identified Through LAPC Planning Processes

Project Name Timeframe* | Cost** Potential
($1,000) | Funding Sources

SR 175 Pedestrian Facilities/Intersection Long Term | $1,500 ATP, SHOPP,

Improvements (Park Rd to SR 29) HSIP

SR 175 Pedestrian Facilities/Intersection Long Term | $1,042 ATP, SHOPP,

Improvements (Golf Rd to Cobb Mountain HSIP

Elementary School)

SR 281 Pedestrian Facilities/Intersection Long Term | $994 ATP, SHOPP,

Improvements (Tenya Way to Point Lakevie] HSIP

Road)

* Shorttermprojectsareexpected to be completed within a etetenyear period.
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Long-termprojects are those expected to be completed within an elevementyyear period.
** Estimates reflect potential rates of inflation over term of project.

POTENTIAL FUNDING SOURCES

Funding for transportation projects on the State highway system comesedvenalsources that

are managed e California Transportation Commissio@ TC) andCaltrans, with involvement

by LakeAPC. The two main programs are the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)
and the State Highway Operating and Protection Program (SH(HeRate Bill 1 (SB 1) was also
enacted in 201, 7which was instrumental in augmenting the amount of transportation funding
available for the State in general. These souaceslescribed below.

State Transportation Improvement Program

The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is the main source of transportation related
capital funding within the Lake County region. At the State level, these funds are divided into two
programs. The first is the Regional Improvement ProgRIR)( which isfunded from a local

share of the 75% of State Highway Account (SHA) funds set aside for regional transportation
agency programming. The Lake Area Planning Council (APC), as the Regional Transportation
Planning Agency (RTPA), has authoriyt deci de how to program the L
of RIP funds, subject to STIP eligibility guidelines. To be eligible, projects must be nominated by

the regional agency in their biennial Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP).

The second of the two programs, known as the Interregional Improvement Program (lIP), receives
the remaining 25% of SHA funds. Caltrans has the authority to program these funds for projects
of interregional significance, subject to nomination within tiderregional Transportation
Improvement Program (ITIP). Projects nominated for both the RTIP and the ITIP must first be
included within the RTPFunding through the ITIP also requires a project to be lssquart of a
fiStrategic InterregionaRoute in the Caltransinterregional Transportation Strategic Plan
(ITSP)

STIP funds are primarily intended for capital projects. Eligible projects can include the
construction or widening of State highways, local roads, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, grade
separations, intemodal facilities, public transit improvements (including buses), and safety
projects. While these funds may also be used for local road rehabilitation, the California
Transportation Commission (CTC), which has authority over the STIP, has not supperted th
programming of STIP funds for these tgpef pojects in recent cycles (nor have these been
considered fAregi onal prioritieso by the Lake

Currently, the regionbés RTIP i novbruod Begments ndi ng
2A and 2B of th&onocti Corridor An important example of ITIP funding for the region includes
right-of-way purchase for Segment 2B of tkenocti Corridor Other projects receiving RTIP

funding includdocal projects of reigo n a | significance such as envi
Dam Road/ Dam Road Extension roundabout and th
Bay Road improvements (rigbf-way purchaseral construction).
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State Highway Operating and Protection Program

The State Highway Operating and Protection Program (SHOPP) isyefauprogram of projects
which focuses on collision reduction, major damage restoration, bridge preservation, roadway
preservation, roadside preservation, mobility enhancement and ateseof other transportation
facilities related to the State highway system. Jdapital projects are programmed through
SHOPR which is adopted simultaneously with the STIP every two years. While the Lake APC is
allowed to provide input into SHOPP dsioins, the State has sole discretionary authority over the
use of SHOPP funds. Funding estimates from this source have been historically difficult to
determine based on the Statewide competition for safety related project dollars.

Table 3.5State Highway Funding

Funding Sources for State Highway Projects Estimated Funding*
over next 10 years ($1,000)

State Transportation Improvement Program (ST

$9,000
State Highway Operating and Protection Prog
(SHOPP) $278,000
Total $287,000

*Both programs are updated with funding every two yeBnse to unknown future budget
availability, heseamounts can vary greatly between cycles and the estimates are based on averages
from the past several cycles (STIP), or else current best information available (SHERPRtes

do mot include consideration of major damage, minors, highway maintenance, or reservation
projects.

Highway Maintenance Safety (HM-4 Safety) Program

Initially begun as a pilot program in fiscal year 2622, it was soon after expanded into a full,
four-year program to fund quick turnaround (within one year) safety projects. Eligible projects
will not require time consuming rigitf-way issues, environemtal review, utility relocation, or
hardscaping and include safety countermeasures such as pedestrian safety, signage, striping or
other pavement markings.

Senate Bill (SB)1 Funds

In 2017, Senate Bill (SB) 1 was passed at the State level. Through a combination of increased
taxes and fees, its enactment has generated several millions of extra dollars for highway, street,
and road projects in the Lake County region. SRréatedthe Road Maintenance and
Rehabiitation Account (RMRA), providinga significant amount of additional funding divided
among Statdighwayand local streets and roads projects. Existing programs such as the Active
Transportation Program, the State Highway @pen and Protection Program and the State
Transportation Improvement Program were augmented as part of the legislation. Available fund
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are also disbursed through a variety of SB 1 created programs (both formula as well as competitive
based), including the following:

Trade Corridor Enhancement Program (TCEP)

The competitive Trade Corridor Enhancement Program (TG&Medicated to infrastructure
improvements on federally designated Trade Corridors of National and Regional Significance, on
California's portion of the National Highway Freight Network (as identified in California Freight
Mobility Plan), and along otherorridors that have a high volume of freight movem@aiirans

and Lake APC havactively pursued TCEP fundintp support improvements alongh e r egi on
primary trade route, thKonocti Corridor and will continue to partner in futustichendeavors

when appropriate

Solutions for Congested Corridors Program (SCCP)

Another competitive program funded by the RMRA, the SCCP is intended for projects within
comprehensive corridor plans that improve safety, congestion, and accessibility (among other
criteria) on state highways or local streets and roads. Preferred prejeatd balance
transportation improvements, community impacts, and provide environmental bémefitgh

highly congested corridors.

Maintenance

Aside from increasing the amount of maintenance funding within the STIP and SHOPP, the
RMRA also funds bridge and culvert repairs on the state highway network and other ongoing
maintenance activities such as litter removal and pothole repair.

GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES

Table 3.6below lists Goals, Objectives and Policies, which are intended to guide transportation
development projects over the next four years.

Table 3.6State Highway System (SHS) Goals, Objectives and Policies

Goal: Provide a safe, welimaintained and efficient State highway network that
addresses regional and statewide mobility needs for people, goods and services.

Objectives Policies

SHS1: Improve SHS1.1: Support as the highest priority, completion

mobility on the State remaining segments of ti@nocti Corridor

highway system SHS1.2: Coordinate with Caltrato seek ITIP, SHOPP, S

throughout Lake County 1, BUILD, or other discretionary grant programs to se(
funding for theKonocti Corridor
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Goal: Provide a safe, welmaintained and efficient State highway network that
addresses regional and statewide mobility needs for people, goods and services.

Objectives

Policies

SHS1.3: Support periodic update of the approy
environmatal document for thEonocti Corridorto ensure its
long-term viability in aiding project implementation into t
future.

SHS1.4: Identify for funding consideration mobilit
improvements on SR 20 consistent with the Highway
Northshore Communities Traffic Calming Plan and the Ac
Transportation Plan.

SHS1.5: Identify for funding consideration projects consist
with the SR 53 Corridor Study.

SHS1.6: Implement strategies and projects to encou
trucks and interregional traffic to use the Principal Arte
Corridor (includes segments of SR 20 and SR 29, and all g
for travel through Lake County.

SHS1.7: Implement strategies and projects consistent with
Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP)
California Freight Mobility Plan (CEMP).

SHS1.8: Identify for funding projects that will work to redug
access points and/or minimize conflict points within impor
regional and interregional corridors.

SHS-2: Improve safety
conditions on the State
highway system serving
Lake County.

SHS2.1: Coordinate with Caltrans to identify safety issu
develop solutions and identify funding opportunities. Incl
regional input into the District 1 State Highway Operations
Protection Plan (SHOPP).

SHS-2.2: Coordinate with local and State agencies on sec
and emergency response planning efforts, including
identification of key evacuation and emergency access ro

SHS-2.3: Implement traffic calming and safety improveme
along State higway segments that function as Main Stre
within communities such as Middletown, Nice, Lucer
Glerhaven,and Clearlake Oaks.

SHS2.4: Identify for funding consideration safety projects
all State highways (SR 20, SR 29, SR 53, SR 175 and SR
in Lake County.

SHS25:Support projects whSafe
System approacld® ¢ o n puspantstaD{ r ect or
DP-36) including those intended to eliminate severe cra
through proactive and reactive safety measures (Vision Z

SHS2.6. Cooperate with Caltrans and Lake County

facilitate implementation of the Highway 2Borthshore
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Goal: Provide a safe, welmaintained and efficient State highway network that
addresses regional and statewide mobility needs for people, goods and services.

Objectives

Policies

Communities Traffic Calming Plan projects in northare
communities.

SHS2.7: Pursue grant funding for studies and projects
improve active transportation alternatives within S
highway segments that function as Main Streethin Lake
County communities.

SHS2.8 Consider construction of grade separations
interchanges, overpasses, underpasses) and roundabd
long-term solutions to safety and capacity issues at n
intersections/junctions on the Principal Arterial Corridor.

SHS-2.9 Facilitate the identification of State highway rela
safety issues within local communities and throughout
County.

SHS-2.10 Support the continued development of the Ups
CA Regional ITS Master PlarEnsurefuture ITS projects
affecting the Lake County region are in conformance with
goals of the Plan.

SHS-3: Facilitate
efficient and safe
transportation of goods

SHS-3.1: Identify constraints to highway freight movement
segments of the Principal Arterial Corridor not
programmed for improvement.

within and through Lake
County.

SHS3.2: lIdentify for funding consideration mobilit
improvements along the Principal Arterial Corridor (SR 20,
53 and SR 29) consistent with the California Freight Mob
Plan 2020 (CFMP) and Trade Corridor Enhancement Pro
(TCEP) Guidelines.

SHS-3.3: Identify improvements to Minor Arterial segmer
of the State highway system that facilitate safe and effig
goods movement.

SHS-3.4: Work with the California Trucking Association af
other industry organizations to improve safety and ren
constraints to safe and efficient goods movement.

SHS-3.5: When planning and designing road projects, cons
the needs of vehicles used for goods movement, incly
Surface Transportation Assistance Act (STAA) trucks

vehicles transporting agricultural commodities and produg

47



Regional Transportation Plan

2026 Update Map 3.2

-,,‘iib;\/i N Z . Legend

DL P T TN 5
f\l 3 SN Middletown Safety South Projects

Highway 20 Pedestrian Enhancements

Lake 29 Segment 2B (PM 26.9 to 29.3)

Proposed 4 Lane Expressway
Public Airport Facilities
City Boundaries
State Highways

County Bounda

Lake 29 Segment 2C (PM 29.9 to 31.6) |

Lake 29 Segment 2A (PM 23.8 to 26.9) |

W ¥4
VoA

: LA A
\ )

\' N b &
N OCIO\I\tardhle“ <

\

USGS, (c) Oper

i 1N 3

T

hétregtMap‘ A
sri, NASA, NGA, USG

=

ST

Proposed Projects on State Routes A

48



IV.LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS

Local streets and roads comprise the majority of the transportation network within Lake County.
Poor road conditions along with limited funding continue to plague the region, which has been
reflected fairly consistently in periodic Statewide assessmémtsgmnal pavement conditions.

Local, State and federal resources are made available to address streets and road repairs and
i mprovements for each of the regionds three |
of Lakeport and Clearlake). Thelement will be used to discuss these and related issues.

CURRENT ISSUES, CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES

As i n pr evi ou s23 Cakfgnar Statewide tLdta StidetsOand Roads Needs
Assessment 0 again |isted Lake County as one ¢
A p o pavament conditiomating. Unpaved or failing roads requiring complete reconstruction
continue to exist throughout the region. Many other local streets and roads fall short of current
standards or else lack adequate kHgftvay to safely accommodate transit, pedestriarg an
cyclists The issue was also noted through fualirveys and other feedback platforms during the
community input process of the RTP update, with poor road conditions repeatedly identified as a
major concern in the region. Local public works departments are challengednaiti
identifiable needs in this area combined with inadequate road maintenance and rehabilitation
funding. Addressing this issue will likely continue as a primary focus of local agendies
foreseeable future.

As each of the jurisdictions within the region are responsible for their own individual circulation
systems, local streets and roads can be broken down into three succinct jurisdictional boundaries.
Current or continuing issues for each are summarizéallews:

City of Lakeport
Constrained east/west circulation h
been an ongoing issue for the City. Tl
primary means of

downtown and lake shore areas are (&=
Eleventh  Street and Lakep
Boulevard corrides. Eleventh Stre

.

narrow rightof-way restricting the ==
ability to add adequate pedestrian, bi
or transit facilities along the routg
Lakeport Boulevard provides a seco
SR 29/Main Street access at the so
end. Other local circulain issues of
concern include discontinuous stree
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impacts of regional travel, sidewalk gaps and the need for traffic control improvements at key
intersections.

City of Clearlake
In 2018, Dam Road Extension was completed,

R o connecting commercial and other servizeented
b B B | and uses with the residen
2 6, Cityof {84 the north. Prior to this, State Route 53 had

provided much of the access between these two

Calfornia i it important areas. Compleh of the connecting
o 3 ‘ | road fulfilled a longplanned north/south
o circulation goal of the CityFurther bicycle and

: | ! pedestrian improvements were completed along
CRE A M8 Dam Road Extensioim 2021,which will provide
norrmotorized access to a new regional transitergplanned for construction in 2026 and 2027.
Additional onrgoing issues include narrow rigbt-way, unpaved streets, inadequate drainage, a
lack of sidewalks, and limited muitiodal (e.g. vehicles, pedestrian, cyclist and transit) access
(east/west) across the State Route 53 corridor bisecting the City.

Unincorporated Areas of Lake County

The County Department of Public Works has completed a number bridge replacements and paving
projects in recent years. With nearly 600 centerline miles of roads to repair or maintain, the County
is in adifficult position ofhaving toaddres both current and lortgrm transportation needs with

costs easily surpassing available funding. Continuing issues within the unincorporated regions of
the County include the noted funding limitations for the maintenance of roads and bridges, as well
as aditional mattes such as incomplete bicycle and transit routes linking communities,
constrained rightf-way ard Countywide pedestrian safety.

ROADWAY CLASSIFICATION

The term ARoadway Classificationo refers to t
are grouped according to the type of service they are intended to provide. Although definitions
can differ slightly between local or regional characterizati@ms,individual classifications are
described in general below:

Freeways

A freeway is a divided highway with controlled access (i.e. regulated ingress/egress) and
unrestricted traffic flow (i.e. absence of traffic signals, intersections or property access), intended
to provide for the expeditious movement of large volumesafficroetween and through regions,
cities and communities. Aside from an approximately sewg® segment of State Route 29
consisting of a foutane freeway facility south of Lakeport Boulevard and north of Lyons
Road/NiceLucerne Cutoff interchanges, other highways of this type exist in the Lake County
region.
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Expressways

Similar in many ways to a freeway, an expressway is a divided highway with partial control of
access, allowing for a limited number of driveway andratie intersections. This classification
includes several segments of SR 29 and SR 53, allowing foivedyafree movement between

and through regions, cities and communities along these corridors.

Arterials

Major/Principal Arterials

Major or principal arterials are restricted access facilities that provide for traffic movement
between and across cities and communities, both within and outside of the region. Examples in
Lake County include portions of State Route (SR) 20, SR 53 an2ZBS®Rhich are considered
segments of the regionds east/ west Principal

Minor Arterials

Minor arterials are intended to provide throttggific between communities and the region.
Further functions of this classification are to provide service to principal traffic generators (e.g.
commercial centers, etc.) or connections to major or priheiparies. Regulation of parking,
turning movements or driveways is common to maintain smoother traffic flows. Olympic Drive
(City of Clearlake), Lakeshore Boulevard (City of Lakepat)d SR 20 along the north shore of
Clear Lake (unincorporated regioareeachclassified as minor arterials.

Collectors

Major Collectors

These facilities are used to connect residential neighborhoods, commercial/retail hubs, industrial
and/or other employment centers. They provide arterial traffic access and intraregional travel
routes to higher density land uses and abutting propefEramples of major collectors include
Scotts Valley Road (unincorporated region), Twentieth Street (Lakeport) and Old Highway 53
(Clearlake).

Minor Collectors

Minor collectors araisedto link local roads to higher density land uses or to other collector streets
and roads. This classification is seldom used (approximately 10% of regional system) with
examples including Big Canyon Road near Middletown (unincorporated region) and $tegth

west of SR 29 (also unincorporated, just outside of Lakeport City limits).

Local Roads

All remaining rural or residential streets and roads are considered local roads. This classification
serves travel over relatively short distances with a primary function of providing access to adjacent
lands. Local roads within the system are primadnilg-lane facilities.
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LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS

Local streets and roads are considehedbackbone of the regional transportation system. As a
means of accessing commercial and retail services, employment centers and other daily functions
outside of the home, these facilities have a direct impact on the lives of local residents. riRlepair a
maintenance of local streets and roeaistinues to béhe top priority noted during the community
outreach phase of the RTP update.

Pavement Management Program

The Pavement Management Program (P
examines the overall condition of the roz
network and highlights options for improvin
the current networkevel pavement conditior e
index (PCIl). The PCI is a measurement |
pavement condition ranging from 0 to 10A8.
newly constructed road would have a PCI
100, while a failed road would have a PCI of
or less. Overall, he PCI scale is divided int
four general condition categories. Pavements
ifGoodo condition h a
pavements i non fmdave a POl
bet ween 50 and 69,
condition have a PQbetween 25 and 49, an
below 25 is consideredi F a i paweinent
conditon A Fai | edo roads,
between 0 and 25 PCI, typically require major
rehabilitation. And because the costs involved with the reconstruction of failed roads are greater
than those borne for egoing preventative maintenance, available funds are often spent in large
part to save tfhae |iendtoe grroyaody&ll oitbedisiepaidn general, PCI
scores provide an objective measure from which roadway improvements can béedvahdc
prioritized.

The PMP serves as an important tool to identify and balance maintenance needs withdtes proje
revenues of a given yeatJpdates were last completed for each jurisdiction in 2022, consistent
with a threeyear review cycle historically providedy the APC. However, withrecent
advancements in Artificial Intelligence (Al), some agencies have shown an inteaéistiative
Al-driven tools to evaluate PCI for their local road networks. The way in which individual
jurisdictions opt to move forward in thisea will determine how (or whether) PMP updates will
continue to be used in the future.

The averag@022PCI of the road networks in the region are shown below:
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Table 4.1 Road Conditions for Lake County Region

Jurisdiction Current % of Paved Roads with
Average AFai M&Gomrdo Conditi
PCI

Unincorporated Lake Countj 34 35.8%

Clearlake 51 55.6%

Lakeport 41 43.%%

(based on 282 PMP)

County of Lake

The existing funding levefort h e

C oroad mainfesance ag $4.5 million per year. The
current Average PCI fell from 37 to 34 between 2018 and 2022. Ae@nwork plan was

developed with the intention of raising the average PCI from 34 to 40. The financial commitment

was estimated to be $122.8 million over thatiget While an average PCI of 40 would still be

consider ed

= 70 Average PCI) may be prohibitive without additional resources (e.g. grants, oStattesor

federal assistance).

City of Clearlake

fiPoor ,

0

the cost s

of further

NCr ec

The City of Clearlake has made significant improvements to its road network in recent years. This
can be attributed in large part to the voter approved Measure V in 2016, providing over a million

dollars a year in revenues from a ayent sales tax usedespfically for road maintenance. The

Average PCI rosenarkedly from 40 to 51 between 2018 and 2022 according to the figures from

the two most recent PMPs. The GitfyClearlakebudgetedb5 million a year in 2023, 2024, and

2025 towards road improvemenitgiich will be reduced to $1 million per year beginning in 2026.
Funding at these levels is forecasted to raise the Average PCI to 73 and stabilize to the low 70s

thereafter.

City of Lakeport

Current expenditures for the City of Lakeport approximately$285,000per year. Maintaining

its current Average PCI of 41 (up slightly from an Average PCI of 40 in 2018) would require about

$8.5 million over the next ten yearBhe estimated costs over a-4gsar period tamprove the

net wor kos

AfFarg (RCH etwde 50 arid 6@)ould raise the cost to $12.7 million.

Table 4.2 below shows the number of paved miles of streets and roads that each jurisdiction is
responsible for within the region.

Table 4.2Paved Local Road Network

Road Classification| Centerline Miles

Lake County Clearlake Lakeport
Arterial 13.1 6.1 6.7
Collector 182.9 23.7 9.0

53



Residential/Local | 3014 50.7 14
Other/Airport 1.7 X X

Gravel 5.9 33.3 0.3
Totals 505 113.8 30

(based on 202PMP)

Bridges
The maintained road systen
within the Lake County region
consists of over 600 miles of roac
that include 125 bridges. The Cit, .
of Clearlake has three bridges (o0
is a Cache Creek Bridge on Lakes
Street that is shared with th®
County), while the City of} ,
Lakeport has only two.No new BSEEE="C
bridge work has been initiated i
either of the two cities in rece
years.

Table 4.3 lists recent, current @
planned bridge projects within th
unincorporated County regions.

Funding for the projects has come from federal Highway Bridge Program (HBP) monies.

Table 4.3 Lake County Region Bridge Projects

Project Name | Status

Lake County

14G-0049 Upper Wolf Creek Bridge (Wolf Creek Rd) Construction Date 2026
Replacement

14G-0051 Lower Wolf Creek Bridge (Wolf Creek Rd) Construction Date 2030

Replacement

14G-0015 Clover Creek Bridge (First Street) Replacement Construction Date 2026

14G-0022 Clover Creek Bridge (Bridge Arbor North Road) Construction Date 2026
Replacement

14G-0102 Cooper Creek Bridge (Witter Springs Road) Construction Date 2027
Replacement

14G-0106 Bartlett Creek Bridge (Bartlett Springs Road) | Construction Date 2027
Replacement

14G-0035 St. Helena Creek Bridge (Ward|&iveet) Construction Date 2027
Replacement
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Project Name Status
14G-0114 Big Canyon Creek Bridge (Big Canyon Road) | Construction Date 2030
Rehabilitation

14CG0089 Soda Creek Bridge (Elk Mountain Road) Construction Date 2028
Rehabilitation
Bridge Preventative Maintenance PlaRM00070 Construction Date 2027
(Maintenance)

Bridge Preventative Maintenance PTlaRM00138 (Scour) | Construction Date 2027

14G-0008 Kelsey Creek Bridge (Soda Bay Rd) Rehabilitat Construction Date TBD

14G-0060 Big Canyon Creek Bridge (Big Canyon Rd) Construction Date TBD
Replacement
14G-0075 Anderson Creek Bridge (Rose Anderson Rd) | Construction Date TBD
Rehabilitation
14G-0115 Big Canyon Creek Bridge (Big Canyon Rd) Construction Date TBD
Replacement

PLANS, REPORTS AND STUDIES

The following plans have been adopted in recent years to help identify potential improvements to
local streets and roads in the Lake County region:

State Route 53 Corridor Local Circulation Study(2022)

The primary focus of thé&tate Route 53 Corridor Local Circulation Stutyto provide an
overview of goals and objectivesmed at improvingstate Route 53As an update to a similar

plan for SR 53 adopted in 2011, the study evaluates current and future traffic conditions, with an
emphasis on access points, future interchange locations, and designs. Many of the recommended
improvements are meant to encouragernegional traffic use of the Konocti Corridor between |

5 and U.S. 101, whilalso taking intoconsideration potential conflicts within the local street
system

Local Road Safety Plang2021/22)

At the end of 2021 and beginning of 2022t he r egi ondés three | ocal
Local Road Safety Plans (LRSPs). Each wapared to establish processes meant to identify,
evaluate, and prioritizéansportation safety improvemenwislocal road systems. The overall goal

is reducing fatalities and serious injuries on the local road netl@dhwas developed through

a process of stakeholder collaboration, publitreaach, and crash data analysis, and allow the
jurisdictions to qualify fo Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) or similar funding
programs.
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Eleventh Street Corridor Multi -Modal Engineered Feasibility Study (2020)

The Eleventh Street corridor is one of two primary-@asit arteries through the City of Lakeport
providing access to its downtown and lakefront areas. RifgiMay constraints within residential
segments along with other speed or safety concerns hatedlimultrmodal uses of the corridor.
TheEleventh Street Corridor MuHilodal Engineered Feasibility Studyas adopted in 2020 to
address concerns in these areas by analyzing transportation alternatives, costs, and options related
to potential street wihing projects accommodating bicycle, pedestrian or transit facility
improvements within the corridor. Recommendations from the study will also help to improve
access to regional employment centers as well as County services (e.g. courthouse, County
adminstration, etc.) located in the heart of Lakeport.

Countywide Sign Inventory Plan (2020)

The Countywide Sign Inventory Plamas adoptedh 2020 to develop an dijo-date inventory of

traffic signs within the more than 750 miles of maintained street/road systems (including
approximately 153 unpaved) of the County and two cities. Data collected for each sign was entered
into an existing sigmlatabase (or other database as recommended by the consultant) for each of
the jurisdictions. Features such as GPS coordinates, photos, sigrefiettvity, size, type,
condition and other attributes as needed were included in the inventory.

Lake County Pedestrian Facility Needs Study (2019)

ThePedestrian Facilities Needs Inventory and Engineered Feasibility Studys o known as f
Wal ks, 6 was approved by the Lake APC Board in
existing deficiencies in the pedestrian network of the region by identifying priority projects and
determining the feasibility of constructidrased on planning level cost estimates. A total of 40
projects were identified broken up into four areas (Lakeport, Clearlake, State HighwaypRight

Way, and Unincorporated Comnitias), with 10 priority projects analyzed for each. The Study

can be used to facilitate potential future projects when funding becomes available. Ultimately, the
project provides options and recommendations leading to the eventual construction of new and

infill pedestrian facilities and/or crossings within the region.

PERFORMANCE MEASURES

Like many rural areas, Lake County agencies and local transportation officiafseafaced with

limited resources in which to collect and analyze useful performance data. The performance
measures identified below were drawn in part fromtsmsportation Performance Measures for
Rural Counties in Californig2015) prepared for the Rural Counties Task Fotoedentify
metrics that are appropriate for rural and small urban areas.
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Table 4.4 Performance Measures

Category Performance Measure

Safety reduction in fatalities, injury and | - SWITRS/TIMS data (accident by type)
property loss of system users and worke|
- NHTSA data on cost by accident type

System Preservationmaintaining the - Pavement Management Program (PMP)
condition of the roadway network
- Pavement Condition Index (PCI)

- Level of Service (LOS)

- Travel Demand Model

I Travel times and distances

1 Interregional vehicle trip numbers
Mobility/Accessibility - ease or difficulty of  Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) for
traveling from an origin to a destination interregional travel

1 Origin and destination data

- Walkability
9 Pedestrian access to transit facilities wit
0.25 mile
9 Pedestrian access to commercial and/o
shopping centers within 0.25 mile

ACTION PLAN (PROPOSED PROJECTYS)

This Action Plan includes projects within individual jurisdictions of the Lake County region. The

projects |isted are either fAfinancially const
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) or otleeu s c e s , or el se A
unconstrained, 06 which are those projects iden
unfunded.
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Table 4.5 Local Streets and Roads Project Lidt Financially Constrained

Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source
Lake County

LSR1 South Main Street at Lakepo| Short term $4,416 STIP, Local
City Limit to Route 175 funds, ATP
Extensionmprovements

LSR2 Soda Bay Road at Route 174 Short term $3,754 STIP, Local
Extension to Manning Creek funds, ATP
Improvements

LSR3 Roadway Widening and Short term/ $11,000 STIP, Local
Reconstruction Long term funds, SB 1

LSR4 Roadway Rehabilitation Short term/ $4,000 Local funds,

Long term RSTP,
CDBG, SB 1
LSR5 Roadway Overlay Short term $7,000 Local funds,
RSTP, SB 1

LSR6 Bridge Short term $44,90 HBP, STIP
Replacement/Rehabilitation

LSR7 Bridge Maintenance and Short term $3,000 HBP, Local
Repair funds, SB 1
City of Clearlake

LSR8 Lakeshore Drive Short term $8,000 Local funds,
improvements including SB 1, CDBG
roadway widening,
installation of turn lanes,
construction of sidewalks
(project limits: Olympic Drive
to Hwy 53)

LSR9 Roadway Reconstruction/ | Short term $10,000 Local funds,
Rehabilitation (includes SB 1, CDBG
roadway widening projects)

LSR10 | RoundaboutDam Road Short term $7,000 STIP,SB 1

LSR11 | Roadway Overlay Short term $5,000 Local funds

LSR12 | Crack sealing/Micre Short term $2,000 Local funds,
sealing/Lakeshore Drive (SR SB1
53 to Olympic Drive)

Olympic Drive (Lakeshore
Drive to SR 53)
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Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source
City of Lakeport
LSR13 | Lakeport Boulevard Short term $1,500 STIP, RSTP
Improvement Project Phase Local funds
LSR14 | South Main Street (First St t¢ Short term $1,200 ARPA
Lakeport Blvd)
LSR15 | Roadway Short term $1,500 Local funds,
Reconstruction/Rehabilitatior SB 1, HUTA
LSR16 | Roadway Overlay Short term $1,500 Local funds,
SB 1, HUTA

* Shorttermprojectsareexpected to be completed within a etetenyear period.
Long-termprojects are those expected to be completed within an elevementyyear period.
** Estimates reflect potential rates of inflation over term of project.

Table 4.6Local Streets and Roads Project List Financially Unconstrained

Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source

Lake County

LSR17 | Roadway Long term $40,000 Local funds,
Reconstruction/Rehabilitatior RSTP, SB 1

LSR18 | Roadway Overlay Long term $30,000 Local funds,

RSTP,SB 1

LSR19 | Bridge Long term $10,000 HBRR, STIP,
Replacement/Rehabilitation SB1

LSR20 | Bridge Maintenance and Long term $30,000 HSIP, SB 1
Repair

LSR21 | Nice Lucerne Cutoff Long Term TBD Local funds,
Pavement Rehabilitation (SR RSTP,SB 1
20 to SR 29)

LSR22 | Bottle Rock Road Pavement| Long Term TBD Local funds,
Rehabilitation (SR 29 to SR RSTP, SB 1
175

LSR23 | Redhill Road Pavement Long Term TBD Local funds,
Rehabilitation (SR 29 to SR RSTP, SB 1
175)

LSR24 | Lucerne Roads Complete Long Term TBD Local funds,
Streets and Safety RSTP, SB 1
Improvements (Improvement
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Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source

on SR 20 and%Ave thru 17
Ave)
City of Clearlake

LSR25 | RoundaboutLakeshore Short term $5,000 STIP,SB 1
Drive/Olympic Drive Short Term
Rumsey Road & Old
Highway 53

LSR26 | Rumsey Road & Old Short Term $1,300 Local Funds,
Highway 53 STIP

LSR27 | Various Roads Reconstructi¢ Short Term $1,300 Local Funds,
(Turner Ave, Washington St, STIP
Clarkson St, Emerson St,
Jackson St, Harrison St,
Green Ave

LSR28 | Various Roads Reconstructi¢ Short Term $1,600 Local Funds,
(Highlands Way, Vista Roble STIP
Way, Saroni Parkway)

LSR29 | Ridge Road Reconstruction | Short Term $340 Local Funds,

STIP

LSR30 | Robinson Avenue Short Term $410 Local Funds,
Reconstruction STIP

LSR31 | Lansing Avenue Short Term $1,000 Local Funds,
Reconstruction and Drainagg STIP

LSR32 | Uhl Avenue Reconstruction | Short Term $7,000 Local Funds,
(Old Hwy 53 to Buckeye STIP
Street)

LSR33 | 40" Avenue (Old Hwy 53 to | Short Term $1,000 Local Funds,
Alvita Avenue) STIP

LSR34 | Various Roads Short Term $1,100 Local Funds,
Reconstruction/Overlay STIP
(Ridge View Drive, Lakeside
Drive, Pineview Drive,
Pineview Court, Lakeview
Way)

LSR35 | Various Roads Reconstructi¢ Short Term $3,600 Local Funds,
(Morgan Avenue, Manakee STIP

Avenue, Huntington Avenue,
Scenic Road, Taawina Stree
Pomo Road, Mountain View
Street, Halika Street, Vista

Street, Ciwa Street, Kahul
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Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source
Street, Ukiah Street, Covelo
Street, Arcata Street)
LSR36 | Olympic Drive Grind Short Term $1,400 Local Funds,
Overlay (Lakeshore to STIP
Highway 53)
LSR37 | Roadway Long term $20,000 STIP, Local
Reconstruction/Rehabilitatior funds,
CDBG
LSR38 | Roadway Overlay Long term $15,000 STIP, Local
funds
City of Lakeport
LSR39 | RoundaboutEleventh Long term $5,000 STIP, ATP,
Street/Forbes Street HSIP, Local
funds
LSR40 | Lakeport Blvd/BevinsSt Long term $9,841 STIP, Local
Roundabout (SR 29 Lakepor Funds
Blvd Interchange)
LSR41 | Lakeport Blvd/Todd Rd Long term $5,376 STIP, Local
Roundabout (SR 29 Lakepor Funds
Blvd Interchange)
LSR42 | Lakeport Boulevard Short term $2,500 STIP, Local
Improvement Project Phase funds
LSR43 | Roadway Long term $12,000 STIP, Local
Reconstruction/Rehabilitatior Funds,
HUTA
LSR44 | Roadway Overlay Long term $12,000 STIP, Local
Funds,
HUTA

* Shorttermprojectsareexpected to be completed within a etetenyear period.
Long-termprojects are those expected to be completed within an elevementyyear period.
** Estimates reflect potential rates of inflation over term of project.

POTENTIAL FUNDING SOURCES

Funding for local road improvements comes from a number of sources. Below is a list of available
funding programs with some that are-gming, such as the State Transportation Improvement
Program, while others are competitive grant programs and onlydpeily available.
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State Transportation Improvement Program

The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is one of the main sources of transportation
related funding within the Lake County region for larger scale projects. With cycles updated every
two years, funding in the STIP is intended mainly for @projects, such as State highway
improvement, local roads, public transit (including buses), pedestrian and bicycle facilities, grade
separations, intermodal facilities and safety projects. While these funds may also be used for local
road rehabilitatia, the California Transportation Commission (CTC) has not supported such non
capital projects in recent STIP cycles, which limits the funding available for maintenance and
rehabilitation of local streets and roads.

Highway Users Tax Account

Drawn mainly from excise taxes on gasoline and diesel fuel, the Highway Users Tax Account
(HUTA) provides revenues for transportation improvement efforts. Thesgafien rates are
adjusted for inflation (as of July 2020), with a set of formulas at thte &vel used to determine

how much cities and counties receive on an annual basis. Table 4.7 provides a breakdown of
revenues to jurisdictions within the Lake County region.

Table 4.7 HUTA Funding to Local Jurisdictions Since2021

Fiscal Year 2020/21 2022/23 2023/24 2024/25 2025/26
(est.)
County of Lake | $2,779,980| $3,183,858| $3,417,913 | $3,597,422 | $3,593,841
Lakeport $107,435 | $127,734 | $138,107 $145,194 | $145,438
Clearlake $334,896 | $420,412 | $458,303 | $480,816 | $481,640

Source: California State Controller

Senate Bill 1 Funds

Senate Bill (SB) 1 was passed at the state level in 2017. Through a combination of increased fuel
taxes and vehicle fees, it has generated millions of dollars annually for transportation projects in
regions like Lake County. These funds are depositedartounts such as the Road Maintenance
and Rehabilitation Account (RMRA), which distributes money annually to state highways and
local streets and roads. RMRA funding augments existing programs, incluebngear STIP

cycles, State Transit Assistance fundsd competitive programs like the Active Transportation
Program.

Local Streets and Roads Program

With RMRA funding, evenues through the Local Streets and Roads Program (LSRP) are
distributed by formula to cities and counties for basic road maintenance, rehabilitation, and critical
safety projects on the local streets and roads system. Each year, cities and courties ageto

submit a proposed project list adopted at a regular meeting by their board or council that is then
submitted to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) for final approval prior to the funds
becoming available. e table below shows adidihal funding through the RMRA since 20

Table 4.8 RMRA Funding to Local Jurisdictions Since 201
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Fiscal Year 2020/21 2022/23 | 2023/24 2024/25 2025/26
(est.)
County of Lake | $2,686,778 | $3,192,940 $3,692,906 | $3,748,717 | $3,882,864
Lakeport $88,114 $111,565 | $128,178 $130,268 $134,930
Clearlake $282,712 $376,607 | $435,477 $441,112 $456,897

Source: California State Controller

Local Partnership Program (LPP)

The objective of this formulaic program is to provide extra funding to counties or cities in which
voters have approved fees or taxes dedicated solely to transportation improvements (specific tax
requiring a supermajority vote of 66.7%) or that have imgdses, including uniform developer

fees, dedicated solely to transportation improvements. The City of Clearlake is the only jurisdiction
from the region that qualifies for these funds based on a locally approved specific tax measure
passed in 2016.

Surface Transportation Block Grant Program

Formerly known as th&®egional Surfee Transportation Program, the Surface Transportation
Block Grant (STBG) Programrovidesfederalmoniesthat are exchanged for State funds (in rural
areas) and distsuted by the State to the APThe APC determines a methodology to distribute
these funds to local agencies, which can be used for a variety of project types including
construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, restoration and operational improvements
on roads classifiedbove a local or rutaninor collector.

Highway Bridge Program

TheHighway Bridge Program (HBR3 a federally funded program administered by Caltrans. Its
purpose is t@epla@ or rehabilitate eligible public highway bridgbat arestructurally deficient

or functionally obsoleteincluding bridges over waterways, topographical barriers, or other
highways.As most bridges in the region are on local roads and owned by local agaddigsnal
eligibility requirements may applyProjects can include replacement, rehabilitation, painting,
scour countermeasures, bridge approach barrier and railing replac@vhen¢ entire bridge
structures are to be replacelbw water crossig replacementnd ferry service replacemean
offshoot of the HBP, thBridge Preventative Maintenance Program (BPNR)vides funding for
costeffective maintenance of qualifying bridgesgnod or fair conditionaimed atextending
useful life and avoiding more costly future repairs

Highway Safety Improvement Program

More federal funding is available through the Highway Safety Improvermegtdm (HSIP). The
competitive pogram is intendedo reduce fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads.
Eligible projects can include infrastructure (i.e. pedestrian and bikeway, traffic calming, pavement
marking programs, etc.) or nanfrastructure (i.e. road safety audits, enforcement, data
improvements, etc.) projects and must be consistent with the State Highway Safety Plan (SHSP).
Since2022, all eligible agenciesnust have amdopted Local Roadway Safety Plan (LR$P)
placebefore applying for funds.

High Risk Rural Roads Program
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The High Risk Rural Roads (HRRR) Program is a competitive federal grant program. It is intended

to correct or improve hazardous roadway conditions on rural major and minor collectors and rural

| ocal roads with dAsi gni f itat &ighwaySafdtyePtary Exammek s 0 a
of such roads include those with higlteanaverage fatality rates or those correlated with severe

crash types (i.e. lack of shoulders, substandard alignment, hazardous roadside, etc.).

Federal Lands Access Program

The California Federal Lands Access Program (FLAP) is funded through the Federal Highway
Administration and is intended to improve or maintain transportation facilities providing access to
federal lands. Competitive funding is made available to State tf;dwocal, or Tribal entities that
owning or maintaining such facilities. These can include public highways, roads, bridges, trails
or transit systems located on or are adjacent (no more than 10 miles away) to federal lands. Eligible
projects are those wolving rehabilitation, restoration, construction, and reconstruction projects,
engineering and environmental, operations and maintenance of transit facilities, and transportation
related planning.

Community Development Block Grant

Community Development Block Grants (CDBG) are federal funds provided by the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) to local and state governments covering
a variety of community development activities. In California, the program is adenedsby the

State Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) with money used in many
rural communities to fund projects involving housing, economic development and infrastructure
improvement. Jurisdictions within the Lake County region havedieally used local CDBG

funds for transportation purposes, including street improvement work, paving and other road
related projects.

Local Transportation Funding Sources

Local jurisdictions have also used local ballot measures to impose either specific or general taxes
on local residents for transportation funding purposes. In 2016, Measure Z was passed in the City

of Lakeport calling foraore e nt s al e s eduiirg over5@s o votesaast) foruse on

public safety and road/infrastructure maintenance needs. The tax is estimated to generate
approximately $1.5 million annually. Clearlake voters passed&aat fispeci fi co t a
the required supermajoy of at least 66.7%) raising an estimated $1.6 million annually for road
maintenance purposes. Furthecause afhe Clearlake measure being a specific tax, thed®ity
Clearlakewas c |l assi f-heeldpoasj ua i B8slélcti on under St at
additional matching dollars through the above referenced Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation
Account (SB 1 legislation).

GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES

Table 4.9 below lists Goals, Objectives and Policies, which are intended to guide transportation
development projects over the next four years.
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Table 4.9 Local Streets and Roads (LSR}oals, Objectives and Policies

Goal: Provide a well maintained, safe and efficient local circulation system that i
coordinated and complementary to the Statélighway system and meets interregiona
and local mobility needs of residents, visitors and commerce.

Objectives

Policies

LSR-1: Maintain,

rehabilitate and construct

local streets and roads
consistent with local and
regional neds, city and
County area plansnd
policies and Complete
Streetgrinciples

LSR-1.1: Identify local streets and roads reconstruction
projects for funding consideration from the State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) as well as
other sources.

LSR-1.2: Prioritize funding resources that may be availak
through the STIP for capital and safety projects ahead of
those for potential rehabilitation projects.

LSR-1.3: Plan and design rehabilitation and reconstructic
projects consistent with Complete Streets concepts and
design strategies.

LSR-1.4: Use the Pavement Management Program to
identify and prioritize rehabilitation and reconstruction
needs.

LSR-2: Develop multi
modal transportation
facilities as needed to
adequately serve the
mobility needs of
residential, commercial
and industrial
development.

LSR-2.1: Coordinate with state and local agencies and
developers to ensure that muttiodal transportation
alternatives, consistent with the Complete Streets Act, a
considered in the design and construction of their
transportation projects.

LSR-2.2: Support establishment of traffic impact fees to
construct new transportation facilities associated with ne
development.

LSR-2.3: Identify for funding consideration multhodal
mobility improvements on the Eleventh Street corridor in
Lakeport consistent with recommendations ofEeventh
Street Corridor Multimodal and Engineered Feasibility
Study

LSR-2.4: Continue to prioritize projects identified as
regionally significant by Lake Area Planning Council
Resolution 1718-10, when considering potential uses of
STIP funding.

LSR-3: Improve traffic
capacity, safety and
operations on the local
transportation network.

LSR-3.1: Identify for funding consideration local streets a
roads capacity, safety, and operational projects from fun
sources available through STIP and other resowsuwes as

ATP.
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LSR-3.2: Coordinate with local agencies on security and
emergency response planning efforts, including the
identification of key evacuation and emergency access
routesthat may come from the/ildfire Evacuation and
Preparedness Plan

LSR-3.3: Limit the approval of new direct access points t
State highways.

LSR-3.4: Plan and design local and State improvements
consistent with th&R 53 Corridor Study

LSR-3.5:Plan and design improvements consistent with
Highway 20 Northshore Communities Traffic Calming P!

LSR-4: Pursue federal,
State, local and private
funding sources for
transportation system

LSR-4.1: Consider development and implementation of &
Transportation Impact Fee Program in coordination with
County of Lake, the City of Lakeport and the City of
Clearlake.

maintenance, restoration
and improvement projects

LSR-4.2: Assist local agencies in identifying and applying
for funding resources for improvementsalbtravelmodes.

consistent with this Plan.

LSR-4.3: Support with studies or other activities local
efforts to increase transportation fundingluding locai

option sales taxes other programs.
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Regional Transportation Plan Map: 4.1
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Regional Transportation Plan
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V. ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION

Efforts have been made recent years to promote healthier and more active lifestyles. From a
transportation planning perspective, t he conc
planning goals such as improved health, Greenhouse Gas (GHG) reduction and ditgtairtabi

element will evaluate projects involving namtorized (active) modes of transportation such as

walking and cycling by identifying infrastructure needs, safety enhancements, and connectivity
improvements within the Lake County region

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN/ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

Aseparateandstasadll one A Acti ve Transportat ifisstadopttdan f or
by the Lake APC in 2016. Becauseth f or me r | yMottiotr |eleaderd ®fNe iRTP

covered much ahe same relevant informatiamcludedin the stanehlone Active Transportation

Plan, thiselement (and all subsequent updates)deagel as ther e gi onds ATP. since
Thus, this RTRlement playa dual role. lis usedto demonstratbaseline eligibility requirements

needed for grant applicationader the Active Transportation Program within the regitiralso

continues tdunction as théicycle and pedestriamgrn-motorized component of this and future

RTP updates.Pr oj ect s within the City of Lakeportos
Transportation Plan will also be incorporated to inform and strengthen this element.

CURRENT ISSUES, CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES

As noted earlier under the Local Streets and Roads element 28 Califdznia Statewide Local
Streets and Roads Needs Assessmento |isted La
State to receive a Apooro rating. Unpaved or
continue to exist throughout the regioklany other local streets and roads fall short of current
standards or else lack adequate rigihtvay to safely accommodate transit, pedestrians and
cyclists The issuehas been consisteptinoted through public surveys and other feedback
platforms during the community input process of the RTP update, with poor road conditions
repeatedly identified as a major concern in the region. Local public works depamvitkimshe

regionare challenged witmanyidentifiable needs in this area condition often exacerbatbyg
inadequateoad maintenance and rehabilitation funding. Addressing this issue will likely continue

as a primary focus of local agencieghe foreseeable future.

One of the primary sources of fundingforrmo t or i zed projects in the r
Active TransportationProgram Through this highly competitive program, applicants must
compete against hundreds of projects statewide for a limited pot of funds with only a small fraction

of proposals ultimately being awarded. While Lake County agencies are not guaranteed funding
through a given cycle (typically every two years), they have enjoyed a fair amount of success over

the years since its inceptiom 2013. These include the following:
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2014 Cycle 1: A grant for $564,000 was awarded to the City of Clearlake for the installation of
nearly a milebs worth of bicycle | anes on ea
Avenue and 40th Avenue. The project was complemented by add@iomathunity Development

Block Grant (CDBG) funds that were used to rehabilitate the existing roadway, considered an

i mportant fAcoll ectoro street for this section

2015 Cycle 2: The County of Lake was successful in securing $481,000 from the Program for

curb, gutter and sidewalk construction within the unincorporated community of Upper Lake. The
project included over 900 total feet of sidewalk at two locations ¢Gwment Street and First
Street) near the towndés schools, creating a s:
area.

2015 Cycle 2: A second grant for $1,430,000 was awarded to the County enabling the construction
of a multruse paved path for bicyclist, pedestrian and equestrian use within the SR 28-right
way south of the unincorporated community of Middletown. Tingect helped to fill critical

gaps in the nomotorized infrastructure of the County.

2016 Cycle3 Safetyc oncer ns wer e addressed near the Cit
grant for $1,870,000 to be used for sidewalks, curbs and gutters along Hartley Street. The passage
is used by students walking to and from the complex of local schools with greviements

extending approximately fotenths of a mile between residential neighborhoods and the four
school campus. The projegas completed in 2023

2021 Cycle 5 TheCity of Clearlake was awarded a grant in the amount of $997,000 for a sidewalk

and bicycle lane project along Dam Road Extension and South Center Drive. The project
complemert a funded(yet to be builtitransit center on the corner of Dam Road Extension and

South Center Drive by providing safe bicycle and pedestrian access to and from the planned transit
development. This included sidewalks on either side of the newly constructed road segment
between DanRoad Extension and 18th Avendeur t her connecting one o
residential areas with the transit hub, schools, shopping opportunities, fast food dining and County
services.

Completion of thesand futureprojects will benefithe region withadditional or improved Active

Transportation facilities, including improved or new sidewalks, rudé @ths, and bicycle
facilities.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS SINCE 2022 UPDATE

The following is a list of notable projects completed since the previous RTP was adopted in 2022:
Spring 20221 North Main Street Sidewalk Project was completed by the City of Lakeport. The

project installed new sidewalk and driveway sections on the east side of North Main adjacent to
the new park. The project improved pedestrian access and congectivit
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April 20247 South Main Street Sidewalk Project was completed by the City of Lakeport. The
Project installed sidewalk, curb, gutter, and Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) ramps from
D Street to Lupoyoma Avenue. The project included minor paving, héndaad drainage
improvements.

December 2024 Completion of aClass | multiuse path adjacent to State Route 29 in the
community of Middletown, between Rancheria Road and Cen&ndd Road. The new facility
provides a safe alternativio State Route 29 closiran effective gap in nemotorized facilities.

This project had beelsted as a high priay project for the Middletown communityrhe Lake

APC was successful in acquiring funding for this project in Cycle 2 of the Active Transportation
Program(see above)

REQUIRED PLAN ELEMENTS

The Active Transportation Plan Guidelines state that a city, county, county transportation
commission, regiondransportatioragency, MPO, school district, or transit district may prepare
an active transportation plan (bicycle, pedestrian,-saftesto-school, or comprehensive). An
active transportation plan prepared by a city or county may be integrated into the circulation
element of its general plan or a separate plan which is compliant or will be brought into compliance
with the Complete Streets Addssembly Bill 1358 (Chapter 657, Statutes of 2008). An active
transportation plan must include, but not be limited to, the following components or explain why
the component is not applicable:

Table 5.1
Requirement Page
A. Mode Share: The estimated number of existing bicycle trips and pede
trips in the plan area, both in absolute numbers and as a percentage of 4 75

and the estimated increase in the number of bicycle trips and pedestria
resulting from implenentation of the plan.

B. Description of Land Use/Destinations: A map and description of exi
and proposed land use and settlement patterns which must include, but
limited to, locations of residential neighborhoods, schools, shopping ce 75
public buildings, major emplyment centers, major transit hubs, and o
destinations. Major transit hubs must include, but are not limited to, rail and {
terminals, and ferry docks and landings.

C. Pedestrian Facilities: A map and description of existing and prof
pedestrian facilities, including those at major transit hubs and those that 82
public and private schools.

D. Bicycle Facilities: A map and description of existing and proposed bic
transportation facilities including those at major transit hubs and those thal 83

public and private schools.
E. Bicycle Parking: A map and description of existing and proposeeben
trip _bicycle parking facilities. Include a description of existing and prop 84
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policies related to bicycle parking in public locations, private parking garage
parking lots and in new commercial and residential developments. Also inc
map and description of existing and proposed bicycle transport and p
facilities for @nnections with and use of other transportation modes. These
include, but not be limited to, bicycle parking facilities at transit stops, rai
transit terminals, ferry docks and landings, park and ride lots, and provisio
transporting bicychts and bicycles on transit or rail vehicles or ferry vessels

F. Wayfinding: A description of existing and proposed signage prov
wayfinding along bicycle and pedestrian networks to designated destinatio

85

G. Non-Infrastructure: A description of existing and proposed bicycle
pedestrian educati@andencouragement programs conducted in the area inc
within the plan

85

H. Collision Analysis: The number and location of collisions, serious injt
and fatalities suffered by bicyclists and pedestrians in the plan area, b
absolute numbers and as a percentage of all collisions and injuries, and a
collision, serious injury, and fatality reduction after implementation of the pl

85

l. Equity Analysis: Identify census tracts that are considered disadvar
or low-income and identify bicycle and pedestrian needs of those disadvat
or low-income residentsincluding lack of connectivity to key destinatiof
mobility challenges, public health concerns, and safety issues

89

J. Community Engagement: A description of the extent of comml
involvement in development of the plan, including disadvantaged
underserved communities.

89

K. Coordination: A description of how the active transportation plan has
coordinated with neighboring jurisdictions, including school districts within
plan area, and is consistent with other local or regional transportation, air q
housing orenergy conservation plans, including, but not limited to, general
and a Sustainable Community Strategy in a Regional Transportation Pla
local or regional housing plans or process improvements that are adopte
development.

90

L. Prioritization: A description of the projects and programs proposed i
plan and a listing of their priorities for implementation, including the methodd
for project prioritization and a proposed timeline for implementation.

91

M. Funding: A description of future financial needs for projects and prog
that improve safety and convenience for bicyclists and pedestrians in the plg
Include anticipated cost, revenue sources and potential funding for bicyc
pedestrian uses

92

N. Implementation: A description of steps necessary to implement th
and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agen
community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan.

93

0. Maintenance: A description of the policies and procedures for maint
existing and proposed bicycle and pedestrian facilities, including, but not li

to, the maintenance of smooth pavement, ADA level surfaces, freedom

94
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encroaching vegetation, maintenance of traffic control devices including st
and other pavement markings, and lighting.

P. Resolution: A resolution showing adoption of the plan by the city, c
or district. If the active transportation plan was prepared by a county transpo| Appendix
commission, regional transportation planning agency, MPO, school distr G

transt district, the plan should indicate the support via resolution of the city
county(s) in which the proposed facilities would be located.

A. Mode Share

ThelLake Area Planning Council currentias nomechanism for tracking the number of bicycle

or pedestria trips throughout the region. Lake APC works closath Caltrans District 1which

has recently developed a Travel Demand Model specific to Lake and Mendocino cowftiks

the model is still unable to capture the needed data to track bicycle or pedestrian trips at this time,
it is anticipated that future updates will allow for that capability. In the interim, other methods will
need to be usedKkely on acaseby-casebasis) to record baseline counts when evaluating existing
and future conditions for potential project funding.

B. Land Use/Destinations

Land use is a key indicator for determining where sidewalks and bikeways are needed. The Active
Transportation Program Guidelines require a map and description of existing and proposed land
usesas well as settlement patterhsind use is regulated at the local level, so separate maps and
discussions are provided for the County and two cities.

Lakeport
The City of Lakeport has 2025 populationestimateof 5,026. Given recent growth trendset
population is not expectdd increase substantially within the timeframe of this plan.

There are four main activity centers around which most active transportation is focused:

1 Westsde Park, on the west side $ffate Route 29

1 Downtown and the lakefront parks

1 The four Lakeport public schools (Lakeport Elementary Skhicerrace Middle School,
Clear Lake High School and Lakeport Alternative/Home School), located adjacent to one
another at the north end of town

1 The Mendocino College campus at the south end of town

The Westside Park hosts recreational ball fields. The area is accessed most directly via Lakeport
Boulevard, which crosses over a freeway segment of State Route 29. The overpass has limited
bicycle and pedestrian facilitie€lass 1V (separated) bikeways are listed as potential projects for
Parallel Drive and Westside Park Road connecting the college campus with the Westside Park
recreational sports fields to the north.
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Other bicycle and pedestrian facilities are proposed on the north end of the City to provide safe,
norrmotorized access to schools and surrounding neighborhoods.

The City of Lakeport is the County seat and c
The primary commercial corridors are:

Main Street (North and South)
Forbes Street

North High Street

Lakeshore Boulevard
Eleventh Street

Bevins Street

Parallel Drive

Lakeport Boulevard

= =4 =8 -8 _9_9_°5_--°

The City has received complaintsthe pastabout the lack of bicycle and pedestrian access along

11" Street. The Eleventh Street Corridor Muitodal Engineered Feasibility Study was
completed in 2020. This study will be used to apply for future grants or funding opportunities
when availablel n addi ti on, the Citydéds newly adopted
comprehensive framework of corridor specific recommendations that inclufieStrget
enhancements, helping to prioritize projects andtbofuture funding applications.
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Clearlake
The City of Clearlake has a ZDpopulation estimate df6,533and is the largest city ithe Lake
Countyregion TheCity of Clearlakehas constructedeveralbike and pedestrian improveme

nts

on collectors and arterials in recent yeakhough additional investment in transportation

infrastructure is needed for all modes of travel.

The Bi keway Plan for the City of Clear/l

akeods

collectors and arterial streets where most of the commercial activity is located. The primary

commercial corridors are:

1 Dam Road/Dam Road
Extension

Old Highway 53
Lakeshore Drive

40" Avenue

Olympic Drive

= =4 =4 =4

Other important collector streets |
include: ‘

Phillips Avenue
Austin Road

Burns Valley Road
Arrowhead Road
Sulphur Bank Road
18" Avenue

= =4 =4 -8 -8 -9

Recently, the City has bee
focusing transportatio
improvements in two areag
Lakeshore Drive, and Dan?
Road/Dam Road Extensiohe
City has been working tog
implement the Lakeshore Drivg
Downtown Corridor Plan, whichg
includes upgrades to three Ci®
parks and enhanced bicycle arg
pedestrian facilities to suppo
increased use by neighboring

residents.In addition, the City is advancing plans for the Dam Road/Dam Road Extension

Roundabout, which include pedestrian and bicycle improvements.
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CITY OF CLEARLAKE
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Lake County
The unincorporated portion of Lake County hagsatimated 202Hopulation 045,695 Most of
the development is located within a number of small, unincorporated communities, including:

Upper Lake

Nice

Lucerne

Clearlake Oaks

Lower Lake

Clearlake Riviera
Kelseyville

Cobb

Middletown/Coyote Valley

=4 =4 =8 _8_48_9_9_°_2

Each of the unincorporated communities has limited commercial develop®tbet. activity
centers includeribal casinos, which are located in Upper L&Renning Creek)outside of Nice
(Robinson Rancherighetween Lakeport and Kelseyvilléonocti Vista) and on the outskirts of
Middletown(Twin Pine)

In recent years,Caltrans has funded various planning grans involving unincorporated
communities within the region (e.g. State Route 53 Corridor Study, Highway 20 Northshore
Communities Traffic Calming Plan, Pedestrian Facilities Needs Study, atd.)an Active
Transportation grant for the Middletown Muiise (Class 1) Trail project (completed in 2024).

Caltrans has also initiated safety projects
Middletown (State Route 29) and along the north shof@edr Lake in Lucerne, as well as Nice
and Clearl ake Oaks (State Route 20). AActi ved

separated bike paths, sidewalks, curb ramps, bulbouts, and crosswalk improvements.
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C. Pedestrian Facilities

Historically, planning for pedestrian travel has been the responsibility of local governments. In
2008, the Complete Streets Act was enacted, requiring that whenever a city or county substantially
revises the circulation element of its general plan, thesleive body must ensure the plan
provides a balanced, multimodal transportation network that accommodates the needs of all users
of streets, roads, and highways.

Although the Lake Area Planning Council has developed regional bikeway plans to identify
countywide bicycle priorities, most pedestrian trips remain local in nature. Regional or
interregional pedestrian planning has historically been limited to recrddtaiigies, with little

focus on dayto-day transportation. Expanding pedestrian travel for transportation purposes will
require safe, convenient, and wetinnected access to a variety of land uses.

The Lake Active Transportation Plan establishes both $éort priorities and longerm
recommendations for enhancing pedestrian infrastructure throughout the region, while integrating
relevant sections of the Cit gnsporatiohRldneopefiectt 6 s r
jurisdiction-specific needs.

To ensure accessibility for all users, pedestrian facilities must comply with the federal Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA). This requires state and local governments to provide persons with
disabilities access to pedestrian routes within the pulgiid-af-way. It also calls for curb ramps

to be installed whenever streets, roadways, or highways are altered at intersections where
pedestrian walkways cross curbs, ensuring that pedestrian facilities remain safe, accessible, and
usable for everyoneStred alterations include activities such as reconstruction, rehabilitation,
resurfacing, widening, and other projects of similar scope. Routine maintenance activities, such as
filling potholes, are not considered alterations.

Connectivity to public transit istherkey element of local pedestrian infrastructure. In the City

of Clearlake, the Lake Cotninterregional Transit Centecyrrently in the dsign phasewill

feature circulation patterns arichprovements that comply with ADAtandards, including
accessible parking, pedestrian crossings, and sidewalks to support safetodred access. To

further enhance connectivitthe City of Clearlakehas completed sidewaklndotherpedestrian
improvements along Dam Road Exseon and South Center Drive, directly supporting walkability

to and from the transit hub. These enhancements also improve safe access to nearby destinations,
including residential neighborhoods ardcal schools as well as thaVoodland Community

Coll egebs Lake County Campus, ensuring that s
and efficiently throughout the area.

Recent studies provide additiorglidance on pedestrian uses tét€ and local facilities. The

Lake County Pedestrian Facility Needs Stutympleted in 201 r ovi des a | i st of
priority pedestrian facilities. Thet&dy prioritizes projects based on technical feasibility, a scoring
framework, and stakehadd input, and includes plannirgvel cost estimates to support future

funding opportunities.
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Two additional studies were completed in 2020. Btate Route 20 Northshore Communities

Traffic Calming Studyxamined the unincorporated communities of Nice, Lucerne, Glenhaven,

and Clearlake Oaks, recommending traffic calming measures along with bicycle and pedestrian
facility improvements. Theéleventh Street Corridor Studyp Lakeport analyzed multimodal
improvenent options for one of theiCt y6s key access routes to do
Collectively, these studies provide informed recommendatifor local and regional decision

makers regarding pedestrian infrastructure improvements in the Lake County region.

Regional pedestrian facility maps can be found on phge410at the end of this element.
D. Bicycle Facilities

As in many regions, bicycling in Lake County is primarily used for recreational purposes and is
less frequently relied upon as a mode of transportation. This may reflect the longer distances rural
residents often travel to work, school, or other destinatiblowever, it also stems, in part, from

the absence (whether real or perceived) of safe bicycling facilities along local streets and roads.
Studi es show t hieuels of €rdsathroughgmpmoyed bicyck infsadtructure can

lead tohigher rates of bicycle trave| encouraging more residents to consider cycling for both
recreation and transportation.

Bikeway Classifications
Section 890.4 of the California Streets and Highways Code defines four (4) facility types that
provide for and promote bicycle travel:

1. Cl ass | Bi keways, al so referred to as fdbi
completely separated rigbf-way designated for the exclusive use of bicycles and
pedestrians with crossflows by motorists minimized.

2. Cl ass 11 Bi keways, al so referred-oftway as b
designated for the exclusive or seaxiclusive use of bicycles with through travel by motor
vehicles or pedestrians prohibited, but with vehicle parking and crossfiopedestrians
and motorists permitted.

3. Class 1I11 Bi keways, al so referr-efdvaytom as il
street or offstreet, designated by signs or permanent markings and shared with pedestrians
and motorists.

4. Cl ass |V Bi keways, al so referred to as #dncy
active transportation and provide a rigifitway designated exclusively for bicycle travel
adjacent to a roadway and which are protected from vehicular traffic. Typepafation
include, but are not limited to, grade separation, flexible posts, inflexible physical barriers,
or onstreet parking.

For most parts of the Lake Coumggion, the most efficient use of construction funding for bicycle
facilities is to provide Class Il bike lanes. The Active Transportation Program is less likely to fund
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Class 1l bike lanes, as they do not promote increased use by bicyclists of all abilities. Due to
limited road widths, close proximity to traffic and potential hazards at the edge of pavement such
as steep drainage ditches and fixed objects, bicyskstsitive to traffic stressonsider Class 1l
facilities to have an unacceptable exposure to risk. Class lll facilities are most appropriate for low
volume, low speed roads where bicycles can safely assume the travel lane.

Class | and Class IV facilities have limited applicability for most of Lake County as these types of
projects require right of way acquisition, have an expanded environmental review, and
substantially increase the cost of the project. Due to the overwigelmeied for bicycle facilities

in the region, and considering the limited supply of funding in relation to need, the region can
provide more miles of bicycle facilities and provide better access to activity centers by developing
Class Il facilities.

Investment in active transportation projects should strive to maintain geographical equity, ensuring
that mobility and safety benefits are accessible to residents throughout the region. Connectivity to
public transit is a key componeuttthis effort. Construction of thiaterregional Transit Center in
Clearlake, currently in the dgs phase, will include bicycl&iendly features such as secure bike
lockers and enhanced bicycle access. Recent improvements to bike lanes on Dam Road Extension
and South Center Drive further support this network. Once the transit hub is completed, it will link
directly to these upgrad bicycle facilities, providing cyclists with safer and more convenient
access to regional transit.

Regional bicycle maps can be found on pa&fe$09at the end of this element.
E. Bicycle Parking

Policies and programs related to bicycle parking are addressed in varying degrees across the
regi onds | uCounsydfiLake GenenakPlgmranbpertation and Circulation Element)
requires that f@Agovernment agencies and busine
parking facilities at office bu(Pdliagyil-h2y.3he schoo
County is currently updating its General PlaaKe County 205)) anticipated for completion in

2026, and it is expected thatnglar policies will be retained.

TheCity of Clearlake General Plan Circulation Elemiectudes more detailed measurésogram

Cl 4.1.3.1mandates bicycle parking requirements for-nesidential and mukiamily residential
developments, whil®rogram CI 4.1.3.2irects the City to install bicycle parking at Highlands
Park, Austin Park, and City Hall, contingent upon available fundingCliiyeof Lakeport General
Planalso includes provisions for bicycle parkifgommunity Design Policy CD 6/2quires that

all new parking facilities wh more than five spaces provide areas suitable for bicycle and
motorcycle parking.

At the regional level, theake Transit Authority (LTA)rovides bicycle accommodation within

its transit system. Every bus in the fleet is equipped with racks capable of carrying at least two
bicycles. Additionally, the new transit center planned for Dam Road Extension and South Center
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Drive (construction to begin in 2026) includes the installation of secure bike lockers. However,
bicycle parking is not currently provided at other transit stops throughout the system.

F. Wayfinding

The Clearlake General Planinckd | anguage that the
way-finding signs for the community as well as visitors and tour
who may not be familiar wi t
Comparable policies are not found in the current General Plans of ¢
Lakeport or the County of Lake. Given the limited extent of exist

norrmotorized facilities, priority is placed on developing ne
infrastructure, which reduces the immediate emighas wayfinding.

and trails. ThéActive Transportation Plaralong with any subseque
communityspecific bicycle or pedestrian studies, can serve g
reminder for lead agencies to evaluate wayfinding needs as a str;ﬁv:
to encourage broader use of active transportation facilities.

G. Non-Infrastructure

The Lake Area Planning Council hiasthe pasprovided funding and technical support to school
districts, State and local law enforcement units, and local public works staff whelogley
programs or task forcesssociated with Safe Routes to School or other traffic safety needs.
Periodic updates to th&ctive Transportation Plan offers additional opportunit@gromote or
participate in educational activitigSurrently, no programs are mandated through the Lake County
Office of Educationfor stucenss regarding bicycle safetiny education of this sort would be
organized by schools on an individual basis.

T h e fERisMransportation plannin@Education, Encouragement, Engineering, Enforcement

and Evaluation) are used when implemegtiall projects in the regionPublic Outreach
(Education) is part of all planning preajs, and mangompleted projects are presented at public

forums such as City Hall and County Supervisor meetidgsore inrdepth look at the Five 6 s
iscoverebel ow in the ACollision Analysiso section

H. Collision Analysis

Where collision records are strong indicators of safety improvement needs, funding may be
available through the Active Transportation Program, the Highway Safety Improvement Program
(HSIP), Office of Traffic Safety (OTS), or other State and federal dieaagty funding sources.

Safety projects are high priorities at all levels of government so a steady stream of funding can
reliably be expected where collision rates are high enough or where collisions tend to be severe.
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The table below outlines the incident data that has taken place in the Lake County Region between
the years 204and 202. This data was obtained from the Transportation Injury Mapping System
(TIMS) and the Statewide Integrated Traffic Recording System (SWITRS).

Table 5.2

Regional Collision Data

Clearlake

Collision | Total Percent Bicycle | Percent Percent of| Ped Percent Percent of
Severity Collision Collision Total Collision Total
Fatal 25 5.6 3 12.500 12.00% 14 21.88% 56.000
Severe 85 19.1%% 8 33.3M 9.41% 11 17.1% 12.9%8%6
Injury

Visible 242 54500 9 37.500 3.72%% 35 54.6%% 14.48%
Injury

Cfogﬁplaint 92 20.72% 4 16.6™0 4.35% 4 6.25% 4.35%
or Pain

All 444 100.00% 24 100.00% 5.41% 64 100.00% 14.4%%
Collision

Lakeport

Collision | Total Percent Bicycle | Percent Percent of| Ped Percent Percent of
Severity Collision Collision Total Collision Total
Fatal 3 1.96% 0 0.00% 0.00% 1 6.2%% 0.00%
Severe 17 11.11% 1 33.3M 5.88% 3 18.7%% 17.6%%
Injury

Visible 77 50.32% 0 0.00% 0.00% 8 50.00% 10.3%
Injury

C}(O;nplaim 56 36.60% 2 66.6 % 3.5 4 25.00% 7.1%%
or Pain

All 153 100.00% 3 100.00% 1.96% 16 100.00% 10.48%
Collision

County of Lake

Collision | Total Percent Bicycle | Percent Percent of| Ped Percent Percent of
Severity Collision Collision Total Collision Total
Fatal 144 5.10% 5 10.42% 3.4 21 21.2% 14.58%
Severe 487 17.2%% 15 31.2%% 3.08% 25 25.2%% 5.13%
Injury

Visible 1101 38.9%% 20 41.66 1.82%% 36 36.36% 3.2™%
Injury

%Oénplaim 1093 38.6%% 8 16.6®6 73% 17 17.17% 1.56%
Oor Pain

All 2825 100.00% 48 100.00% 1.70% 99 100.00% 3.500
Collision

Northshore Pedestrian Safety Corridor
Caltrans utilized Office of Traffic Safety funds to establish a pedestrian safety corridor along the
Northshore portion of State Route 20 due to the high number of pedestrian and automobile
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collisions along the segment of highway. The high number of interregional trips and through truck
trips on the state route conflicts witrethumber of communities with d@&fe highway as a main

street. Pedestrian Safety Corridor signs have been posted on either end of the corridor to alert
drivers to the presence of bicycles and pedestrians along the route. Caltrans has also installed signs
to provide notice that State Rest29 and 53, along the south shore of Clear Lake, are the
designated routes for ks hauling hazardous materials.

Three Feet for Safety

In 2014, kgislation in California was passed whigguiresautomobiles to provide three feet of
separation between the vehicle and any bicyclists on the roadway. When the roadway is too narrow
to pass slowemoving bicyclists without crossing in front of-@eming traffic, vehicles must slow

down and wait to passitil it is safe to overtake the bicyclist.

Evaluation and Assessment

Evaluation is one of the Five 6 &€dudation, Encouragement, Engineering, Enforcement and
Evaluation) and is often used with norirastructure projects as one of the approaches to promote
and enhance Safe Routes to School efforts.

Evaluation and assessmeate increasingly used to demonstrate how well transportation
investments are spent and whether or not transportation policies and programs are effective in
addr essi ng t hPerformande measuese user eastandard practiceeto assess
effectiveness

Performance measures that could be established for Active Transportation modes in the Lake
County region include:

1 The number of trips made by walking and bicycling

1 The number of injuries and fatalities to bicyclists and pedestrians

1 The amount of ADA accessible sidewalks and street crossings

1 The total amount of sidewalks and bike lanes by jurisdiction

Other performance measures may be developed as needed to address safety, system preservation
goals, mobility, accessibility, reliability, productivity, public health conditions, or other indicators
affecting the benefits or services expected from the pateation system.

In the Lake County region, bicycle and pedestrian data is not currently collected to measure system
performance. Lake APC monitors streets and highways for traffic volumes, prevailing speeds and
consultants monitor pavement conditions. ThaifGrnia Highway Patrol (CHP)and Caltrans
monitor collision history, including reported bicycle and pedestrian collisions. Bicycle and
pedestrian collisions are only recorded if law enforcement files an incident report, which is less
likely to occur for the less severe injuries. lexplenting new data collection programs will require
additional expense without the benefit of new funding sources.

At this time, no estimates for the number of bicycle or pedestrian trips are available for the region.
Most methods foestimating volumes for actiieansportation modes assume that a bicgole
pedestrian count program has besnployed and that the counts can be incorporated into area
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travel demand or other simulation models. Theoretical estimates could be determined using
California Household Travel Survey data or from manual counts with local data, but the lack of
available data introduces a high degree of uncertainty and variauiitgs the different parts of

the county.

Enforcement

Enforcement is onefahe FiveE6s and i s often used with Safe
projects due to the nature of nworirastructure funding. Examples of enforcement activities
include the posting of crossing guards, establishing school safety patrols, rewards programs (for
good behavior), and sting operations where local law enforcement issues citations for moving
violations within the school zone.

The Lake Area Planning Council hiasthe pasprovided funding and technical support to school
districts, State and local law enforcement units, and local public works staff when developing
programs or task forces, associated with Safe Routes to School or othersafdfic needs.
Periodic updates to th&ctive Transportation Plan offers additional opportunit@gromde or
participate in enforcemeattivities.

The Active Transportation Program provides funding for -imdrastructure grants on a
competitive basis for statp or pilot projects. Supplemental norirastructure projects can be
combined with infrastructure projects and result in an increase inotdanefit ratio for the
project, thus making the application more competitive. These types of projects are commonly
combined with Safe Routes to Schaogpeprojects butould be used to address other safety issues
as well.

Education

Norrinfrastructure projects consist primarily of educatielated programs that target students

and their parents. Students may attend sehade assemblies focused on pedestrian and bicycle
safety, take part in bicycle rodeos or bicycle maintenancesivogs, and attend group walkabouts

or walking audits. The intended outcomes of educational activities are to both increase the number
of student trips traveling to and from school in the near term and to establikingjfaealthful

and environmentallyfriendly habits. Currently, no programs are mandated through the Lake
County Office of Educatiofor stucents regarding bicycle safe#yny education of this sort would

be organized by schools on an individual basis.

Encouragement

Encouragement activities aimed at students help promote walking and bicycling as initial steps
toward building longterm habits of choosing nemotorized transportatiorExamples ofsuch
activities include organizirg walking school busand bicycle trains for children holding
competitions centered around bicycling and walking; and offering incentives and rewards for
students that frequently travel on foot or by bicycle.

While school children make an easy target for developing education, encouragement and
enforcement programs, transportation and local government officials in the region are encouraged
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to seek opportunities to identify and reach out to the broadest possible range of groups within their
respective communities.

Engineering
Engineering involves #Acreating operational a

surrounding schools that reduce speeds and potential conflicts with motor vehicle traffic and
establishing safer and fully accessible crossings, walkways, trais, ahi keways. 0 ‘
education, encouragement, enforcement, and evaluation are all important, engineering will create
thefacilities for people to us&ngineering has led to successful Safe Routes to School projects in
Upper Lake, Clearlake Oaks, and Clake.

l.  Equity Analysis

Lake County is frequently rank@snong the poorest counties in the United States. Approximately

1766 of County residents were considered Aperso
compared td 2% statewide. Median household income wa8,$38(statewide mediandp,339

as of 2@3. Unemployment figures show Lake Coun8.8%) to behigher than thaof the

statewide rate d.0%, as ofApril 2025. According to definitions under Assembly Bill (AB) 1550,

a Al owome communityo is charact eometfMHjeqaas ha v i
to or | ess than 80% of the statewide average.
low-income under this definition.

Low-income families often have limited access to personal vehicles, making them more reliant on
transit and active transportation. The region also has a senior population well above the State
average, a disproportionate share of residents with disabikitines consistently ranks near the
bottom of statewide health indicators. As a result, nearly all communities in the region would
benefit from expanded access to active transportation facilities to support commuting and daily
needs.

Many underserved community members face limited connectivity to essential destinations such as
jobs, schools, grocery stores, and medical facilities. Gaps in sideWwid&danes, and muHise
pathscombined with inadequate lighting, unsafe crogsjrand poor roadway conditiortgeate
significant safety risks for those traveling without a vehicle. Seniors, people with disabilities, and
households without cars face heightened mobility challenges, often relying on limited transit or
walking long distancesn infrastructure not designed for their needs. These persistent barriers
contribute to public health concerns, as unsafe or inconvenient active transportation options can
restrict access to food, healthcare, education, and other vital services. Examtlingproving

bicycle and pedestrian networks in these areas would help close these connectivity gaps, enhancing
both safety and overall quality of life.

J. Community Engagement
Community engagement for the Active Transportation Plan combined bptdrson and online
outreach to capture a wide range of community perspectives. Lake APC staff pressenedsht

public meetings including the Lake County Boardapervisors, variouschool board meetings,
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and local town halls and advisory committee gatherings to solicit input on potential improvements.
Additional tabling events were held at community events such as county fairs, holiday parades,
and neighborhood festivals where attendees were providedtopities to discuss transportation

issues important to their communities. Online tools included an advertised interactive mapping
tool enablingusers to place pinsen a map along wittcomments explaininga variety of
transportation concerns, as well as/gy. The survey was used to collect demographic data about
users including what modes they used, how often, and for what reasons they use the transportation
network.

More detail and datliiom interactivemapping toohave been compiled Appendix C.
K. Coordination

As noted, lhe Active Transportation Plarserves as the normotorized element of th&rger
Regional Transportation PlaBxtensive outreach was conducted through online platforms (e.g.
surveys, interactive mapping tools);person presentations to local decision making bodies (e.g.
the County Board of Supervisors, various school district boards), a number of communiyadvis
council s, and 0 p dther logaloplartniagodiodumegts that help to glefine the
regional transportation vision and goals are describaexhbel

City of Lakeport Active Transportation Plan (2024)

The Active Transportation Plan aims to advance multimodal transportation choices that work, and

to support a healthy and sustainable transportation environment in Lakeport for people of all ages
and abilities. Potent i aTrangportatiorePtanh vgeredeasived ih larges 1 r ¢
part from the Citybds recent efforts.

Local Road Safety Plans (2021/2022)

Local Road Safety Plans (LRSPs) were prepared for the cities of Clearlake (2021) and Lakeport
(2021), as well as for the County of Lake (2022). These plans identify locations in each jurisdiction
that have a history of traffic collisions, and measuresdhatbe taken to lower or eliminate the
chance of incidents at each locatidwloptedL RS P 6 s a r e localgugsdictions skekihgo r
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) funding through the Federal Highway
Administration.

Caltrans Active Transportation Plan (2021)

The Caltrans Active Transportation (CAT) Plan identifies pedestrian and bicycle needs on and
across the StatHighway System, while prioritizingighway segments and crossings to inform

future investmentsPlans are separated by individual Caltrans districts in the State, with Lake
County located irDistrict 1 (along with Del Norte, Humboldt and Mendocino counties), and
presented in interactive fashion where commun

Highway 20 Northshore Canmunities Traffic Calming Plan (2020)

The Highway 20 Northshor€ommunities Traffic Calminglan was prepared to evaluate the
needs, priorities and feasibility of traffic calming measures along Highway 20 through four
communities fronting the | akebdbs north Teehor e:
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goal of the Ran is to improve safety and mobility for all users (residents, visitors and through
traffic) by slowing traffic and providing a mix of transportation modes.

Eleventh Street Corridor Multimodal and Engineered Feasibility Study (2020)

The study analyze alternativesfor Complete Streetype improvementsand developd
recommendations to enhance transportation access and safety along the Eleventh Street corridor
in the City of Lakeport

Lake County Pedestrian Facility Needs Study (2019)

The study identifies a list of 10 priorigedestrian infrastructure improvemeirtgour key areas
of the regionClearlake, La&port, unincorporatedcommunities withirLake CountyandCaltrans
facilities (including State highways serving as community Main Streets)

Lakeshore Drive Downtown Corridor Plan (2014)

The Plan proposes to establish a CompléteeS environment to revitalize commercial nodes and
public parks in order to draw additional tourism and create a positive experience for wsitors
Clearlake. Improvementsm to preserve and enhance the connection between the community and
the lakeshore.

Middletown Community Action Plan (2014)

Caltrans and the Lake Area Planning Council collaborated on a Public Partnership Planning grant
project to plan for the development of a matibdal transportation network the community of
Middletown. The Plan addresses community needs on State Routes 29 and 175, which serve as
A Ma i treedb $rrough much of the town. Enhancements include walkaltiviapility for
community membersvhile continung to serve regional anidterregional travehlong the two

State highways

General Plan and Area Plans

Lake County adopted threcurrent General Plan in 2008, with goals and policies discussed in its
Transportation and Circulation ElemenCirculation plans were also developed as pa#igifit
Local Area Plansadopted at various times between 1989 and 2010. These divensgguisof

the County include Lower Lake, Cobb Mountain, Kelseyville, Lakeport, Upper INike,
Rivieras, Shoreline Communities, aktiddletown An update of the General Plan and the Local
Area Plans (Lake County 2050) has been well underway over the pastigfreadoption expected
sometime in 2026.

General Plans for the cities of Clearlake (2017) and Lakeport (2009) contain their own
circulation/transportation elements, which include goals and policies specific to those
jurisdictions. Proposed projects within the Active Transportation Plan are tedptx be
consistent with each of thedividual planning documents.

L. Prioritization

Pl eashActioaRlan( Pir oposed Projects)o section bel ow.
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M. Funding Sources

Local Sources

None of the local governments in the region maintain a dedicated funding source for bicycle,
pedestrian, opassenger trandiacilities. In 2016, Lakeport voters approviasure Za one

cent sales tax to augment the Cityods gener al
maintenance. While not dedicated to active transportation, portions of these funds have supported
related projects. Similarly, Clearlake voters apprdveasure V a onecent special tax (requiring

a twothirds supermajority), hich generates more than $1 million annually for road maintenance.

At the County level, staff have successfully secured competitive funding through the Active
Transportation Program, Highway Safety Improvement Program, andRisghRural Roads
Program. Havever, dollar amounts allocated exclusively to bicycle and pedestrian improvements
are not readily available.

Transportation Development Act

The Transportation Development AGIDA) provides funding for public transportation through

the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) and the State Transit Assistance (STA) fund. These funds
come from sales tax revenues that are generated locally. Lake APC annually allocates 2% of the
regional LTF dbcation for funding bicycle, pedestrian or ADA projects through a competitive
process. These funds can also be used by local agencies as a match for competitive grants, such
as the Active Transportation Program.

State Transportation Improvement Program

Historically, the Sate Transportationmprovemenfrogram (STIP) habeen the pmary source

of funding in the Lake County Region for capital projects, as opposed to maintenance o
rehabilitation projects. Thesendscan vary significantly with each twgear cycle, and any active
transportation uses are typically folded into larger capital improvements. Eligible uses of STIP
funding include improvements to state highways lacdl roads, public transit (including buses),
pedestrian and bicycle facilities, grade separations, intermodal facditieésafety projects.

Surface Transportation Block Grant

The Surface Transportation Block Grg8TBG)program was previously known as the Regional
Surface Transportation Program (RSTP). These funds are distributed abguba#yAPC to each

local jurisdictionon a formula basis and may be used on local streets and roads projects, including
improvements for bikeay and pedestrian facilitie3.he source of these funds is the federal
Surface Transportation Prograwhich are converted into State funds to help streamline projects.

Active Transportation Program

Senate Bill 99 established the Active Transportation Pro@gfar®) in 2013, consolidatintate

and federal funding sources, such as the Bicycle Transportation Account, the State and federal
Safe Routes to School programs, the Transportation Alternatives Program (formerly the
Transportation Enhancement program) and the federal RecreationslPi@graminto a single

unified program.The intent was to streamline funding for Amotorized transportation
improvements by replacing several smaller, narrowgu$ed programs with one comprehensive
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source. A key benefit of this consolidation is the ability to fund larger, more impactful projects
that can significantly influence travel behavior across California.

With the current emmsis by the State on buildigmore sustainable transportation network,

the ATP has become one of the modiable and substantial sourdes active transportation
improvements. As resources for traditional roadway capital projects have become increasingly
limited, the Lake APC region is expected to place greater focus on expanding its limited bikeway
and pedestrian networks. Increased strreent in normotorized infrastructure is anticipated to
encourage more residents to adoptanable, coseffective travel modes.

Community Development Block Grant

The Community Development Block Grant (CDBQrogram, administered by the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) through the State of Califoovales
communities with resources to address a wide range of unique community development needs.
Among the eligible project categories is the construction or reconstruction of streets, including
bike lanes and sidewalks. Both the County of Lake and the City of Clearlake have successfully
secured CDBG funds for projects that incorporated stng@tavements.

Office of Traffic Safety

The Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) program provides competitive grant funding to local agencies
for bicycle and pedestrian safety and education initiatives. These grants are awarded statewide but
cannot be used for the construction of bikeway facilities.

Carbon Reduction Program

The Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) established the Carbon Reduction Program
(CRP) to provide federal funding for projects that reduce transporeatiated carbon dioxide
(CO ) e mi s sroad ang highwayg sourceiligible projects include a wide range of
strategies, such as improvements supporting active transportation.

N. Implementation

Since the initial adoption of the Lake County Active Transportation Plan (ATP) in 2016,
implementation has been demonstrated through the successful funding and completion of projects
across the regionbés jurisdictiakreporhNatsa Hlaeg t ¢ x
Safe Routes to School Project (ATP grant awarded in 2016, completed in 2022), various sidewalk
improvements, and funding for the Tenth Street Bike Boulevard through the Lake APC 2% Bike
and Pedestrian Program. The City of Clearldéles also advanced active transportation by
constructing sidewalks and bike lanes along Dam Road Extension wiitve Aransportation
Program funds, while leveraging local sales tax revenues to implementmuborized
improvements on Lakeshore Boulevard. At the county level, a major Class Jusmiitiail was
completed, connecting the community of Middletown with the Twin Pine Casino andettiaai
Rancheria to the south.

The primary goal of active transportation improvements is to encourage more residents to walk
and bicycle by funding projects that make these modes safer, more convenient, and more
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appealing. With increased emphasis on this priority, the region has made steady progress in
securing funding and implementing projects consistent with the overall aims of the ATP.
Subsequent updates in 2022 and 2026 (this document) continue to reinfofoeuk before the
regi on 0snakih@ghodies.i on

0. Maintenance

With respect to maintenance of active transportation facilities, each of local jurisdictions currently

have policies and procedures in place to effect preservation. The Circulation Element of the City

of Clearlake Plan includeBolicy C1 1.1.1 r equi r i ng rmantaigroadways farfd t o i
circulation improvements to ensure safe, energy efficient, and convenient daily travel for
pedestrians, bicyclists, transit users and drivers as Clearlake@grows.Si mi laerffounpiro | i ci e ¢
the Lakeport Generall&h as follows:

1 Program T 21.1-g: Continually maintain bikeways through patching and sweeping to
remove debris; implement a program for inspecting road cuts by contractors and utility
companies to ensure compliance with City standards and reduce h&amplsnsibility:
Community Development and Public Works Departments.

1 Policy T 25.1:Improve pedestrian facilities by creating and maintaining a safe and
convenient pedestrian system.

1 Program T 25.1-a: Establish and enforce standards for sidewalks, curbs, gutters, and
pedestrian pathways in the Municipal Code for all new developnfResponsibility:
Community Development and Public Works Departments.

1 Policy T 30.1:Provide street lighting designed for pedestrian rather than vehicular needs
in areas with moderate to heavy pedestrian traffic to improve safety.

1 Program T 30.1-a: Establish lighting standards and specifications for pedestrian paths
and sidewalks in the Zoning OrdinanB=sponsibility: Community Development and
Public Works Departments.

The current General Plan for the County of Lake includes policies withifrémsportation and
Circul ation EI e dgesignistandaals fori tmegdevélopment,finjaitit¢nance and

i mprovement of bi cyci48) amdo fot etile ChuRtp | foc y T
ficonstructandmaintainbicycleroutesandtrailsé 6  ( P o4.5) ctoy avoid conflict between
multimodal transportation system users. An update of the General Plan (Lake County 2050),
expected in 2026, is anticipated to retain or expand on these policies.

P. Resolution

Applicable resolution is attached to Appendix G.
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ACTION PLAN (PROPOSED PROJECTS)

This Action Plan includes projects within individual jurisdictions of the Lake County region. The
projects |isted are either Afinancially const
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) orfubdgd ot her sources, or

unconstrained, 0 which are those projects 1iden
unfunded.
Active Transportation Projects- Financially Constrained
Table 5.3
Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source
Lake County
AT1 South Main Street/Soda Bay| 1 -5 years $8,832 STIP
RoadBike Lanes and Safety
Improvements
AT2 Kelseyville Sidewalks Projec| 1- 5 years $700 HIP, Federal
earmark
funding
AT3 SR 20 PM 16.74 18.02 17 5years $29,000 SHOPR
Lucerne Complete Streets Federal
Improvements** Grants
AT4 Highway 20 in UppeLake- 171 5years TBD STIP,
pedestrian improvements** SHOPR
Federal
Grants
AT5 Highway 20 in Nice 171 5years TBD STIP,
pedestrian improvements** SHOPR
Federal
Grants
City of Clearlake
AT6 Burns Valley Sidewalks 1-5years $200 CRP, Local
Project Funds
City of Lakeport
AT7 Lakeport Boulevard Phase 1| 1-5 years $900 STIP
Pedestrian Improvements
(Forbes to Larrecou Ln)
AT8 Tenth Street Bike Boulevard| 1-5 years $150 Local Funds
Improvement Project

* Estimates reflect potential rates of inflation over term of project.
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** Projects that lie within State righaf-way will typically be implemented by Caltrans unless
separate agreements are reached between the State and the individual local agency

Active Transportation Project List T Financially Unconstrained

Table 5.4
Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source
Lake County
AT9 Federal
Innovative
Bridge Arbor Bikeway 1-5years TBD Concepts
Program,
ATP, STIP
AT10 Rainbow Road and Howard
Avenue Complete Streets 17 5 years TBD ATP
Improvements (North
Lakeport)
AT11 Nice LucerneCutoff Safety
Improvements and Bicycle | 10-20 years TBD ATP
Lanes
AT12 Lakeshore Boulevard (North
Lakeport) pedestrian 107 20 years TBD ATP
improvements
AT13 Central Lucernenorthern
Slﬁzggliggviwfegnve’ 3. | 107 20 years TBD ATP
pedestrian improvements
AT14 Central Lucernesouthern
side 14", 18", 16", and 17"
Avenues and Country Club | 107 20 years TBD ATP
Drive pedestrian
improvements
AT15 Lake St_reet_ (Lower Lake) 107 20 years TBD ATP
pedestrian improvements
AT16 Middletown _nort_h of Hwy 107 20 years TBD ATP
175 pedestrian improvemen
AT17 Middletown _sou_th of Hwy 107 20 years TBD ATP
175 pedestrian improvemen
AT18 Bush Street/Pine Streets
(Middletown) pedestrian 107 20 years TBD ATP
improvements
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Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source
AT19 Live Oak Drive/Main Street
(Kelseyville) pedestrian 107 20 years TBD ATP
improvements
AT20 Main Street Kelsey Creek to
SR 29/179Kelseyville) 107 20 years TBD ATP
pedestrian improvements
AT21 Bell Hill Drive/Main Street
(Kelseyville)-pedestrian 107 20 years TBD ATP
improvements
AT22 Highway 53 in
Clearlake/Lower Lake 107 20 year TBD ATP
pedestrian improvemerits
AT23 Highway 29 (Calistoga Road
in Middletown pedestrian 107 20 years TBD ATP
improvements
AT24 Highway 175 (Main Street) ir
Middletown pedestrian 107 20 years TBD ATP
improvements*
AT25 nghway 17_5 in Cobb 107 20 years TBD ATP
pedestrian improvemerits
AT26 Highway 281 (Soda Bay
Road) in Clearlake Riviera | 107 20 years TBD ATP
pedestrian improvemerits
City of Clearlake
AT27 Olympic Drive and Lakeshor{ 17 5 years $700 Local funds,
Drive pedestrian STIP, ATP
improvements
AT28 Redbud Park Promenade 571 10 years $1,400 Local Funds,
ATP
AT29 Huntington 57 10 years TBD ATP, STIP,
Avenue/Arrowhead Road HSIP, Local
pedestrian improvements Funds
AT30 Rumsey Road/Bowers 571 10 years TBD ATP, STIP,
Avenue pedestrian HSIP,CRP
improvements Local Funds
AT31 Olympic Drive pedestrian 57 10 years TBD ATP, STIP,
improvements HSIP, Local
Funds
AT32 Walnut Avenue/Olive Street | 51 10 years TBD ATP, STIP,
pedestrian improvements HSIP, Local
Funds
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Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source
AT33 Division Avenue/Austin Roaq 51 10 years TBD ATP, STIP,
pedestrian improvements HSIP, Local
Funds
AT34 Old Highway 53 pedestrian | 57 10 years TBD ATP, STIP,
improvements HSIP, Local
Funds
AT35 Lakeshore DriveDlympic 57 10 years TBD ATP, STIP,
Avenue to Redbud Park HSIP, Local
pedestrian improvements Funds
AT36 Lakeshore Drive/40Avenue | 57 10 years TBD ATP, STIP,
east of Redbud Park HSIP, Local
pedestrian improvements Funds
AT37 Phillips Avenue pedestrian | 57 10 years TBD ATP, STIP,
improvements HSIP, Local
Funds
City of Lakeport
AT38 Lakeshore Boulevard (City 1-5years TBD ATP, RTIP,
Limits to 20th, 20thto Hartley) HSIP
AT39 North High Street (Tenth Stre¢ 17 5years TBD ATP, RTIP,
to Twentieth Street) Pedestrial HSIP
Improvements
AT40 Forbes Street Improvements | 17 5years TBD ATP, RTIP,
(Bike/Ped Safety) HSIP
AT41 Armstrong Street Walkway 17 10 years $1,415 ATP, RTIP,
Project/Pedestrian HSIP
Improvements (City Limits
(east) to Berry Street)
AT42 Martin Street Walkway Projec| 11 10 years $1,274 ATP, RTIP,
(Main Street to City Limits HSIP
(west))
AT43 North High Street Walkway | 17 10 years $889 ATP, RTIP,
Project (Martin Street to 1" HSIP
Street)
AT44 6" Street Bike/Ped 17 10 years $1,264 ATP, RTIP,
Improvements (North Main HSIP
Street to City Limits (west))
AT45 11" Street Walkway Project | 17 10 years $1,295 ATP, RTIP,
(Main Street to City Limits) HSIP
AT46 Hillcrest Walkway Project 17 10 years $443 ATP, RTIP,
SRTS (Terrace Drive to HSIP

Giselman Street)
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Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source

ATA47 1% Street Walkway Project 17 10 years $545 ATP, RTIP,
(North High Street to North HSIP
Russell Street)

ATA48 Esplanade Street Walkway | 17 10 years $568 ATP, RTIP,
Project (South Main Street to HSIP
Lakeport Boulevard)

AT49 Estep Street Walkway Project| 11 10 years $329 ATP, RTIP,
(Martin Street to End of HSIP
Segment)

AT50 South Main Street Walkway | 17 10 years $1,092 ATP, RTIP,
Project (Martin Street to City HSIP
Limits (south))

AT51 Armstrong Street Bike Project| 11 10 years $497 ATP, RTIP,
Class IlI/II (City Limits (east) HSIP
to Berry Street)

AT52 Martin Street Bike Project 17 10 years $29 ATP, RTIP,
Class IV (Main Street to City HSIP
Limits (west))

AT53 North Main Street Bike Projec| 17 10 years $35 ATP, RTIP,
Class IV (18 Street to T HSIP
Street)

AT54 11" Street Bike Project Class | 17 10 years $242 ATP, RTIP,
(Main Street to City Limits HSIP
(west))

AT55 Parallel DrBikeway Project 17 10 years $69 ATP, RTIP,
Class IV (Westside Park Roac HSIP
to City Limits (south))

AT56 South Main Street Bike Projeq 171 10 years $61 ATP, RTIP,
Class IV (£ Street to City HSIP
Limits (south))

AT57 Estep Street Bike Project Clag 17 10 years $43 ATP, RTIP,
Il (Martin Street to 5th Street) HSIP

AT58 Hartley StreeBike and Ped 17 10 years $243 ATP, RTIP,
Project (Tenth Street to City HSIP
Limits North)

AT59 Forbes Creek TraBike and 17 10 years $290 ATP, RTIP,
PedProject (Armstrong Street HSIP
to the South (.41 miles to
private lands))

AT60 Konocti AvenueBike and Ped | 11 10 years $47 ATP, RTIP,
Project (South Larrecou Lane HSIP
to Forbes Street)
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Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source

AT61 Lupoyoma Height8ike and 17 10 years $32 ATP, RTIP,
PedProject (South Main Stree HSIP
to Lupoyoma Circle)

AT62 Lupoyoma CircleBike and Ped 17 10 years $81 ATP, RTIP,
Project (South Forbes Street t HSIP
Lupoyoma Heights)

AT63 South Smith Streddike and 17 10 years $65 ATP, RTIP,
PedProject w/Class Il Bike HSIP
lanes (Armstrong Street to
State Highway 29)

AT64 Class | Bike/Pedestrian Path | 17 10 years TBD ATP, RTIP,
adjacent to SR 29 rigiaf-way HSIP
between Eleventh Street and
Martin Street)

AT65 Safe Routes to School 17 10 years TBD ATP, RTIP,
LakeshoreBoulevard HSIP
pedestrian improvements

AT66 Fairview Way Walkway 107 15years $394 ATP, RTIP,
Project SRTS (Terrace Drive t HSIP
Green Street)

AT67 Forest Drive Walkway Project| 107 15 years $509 ATP, RTIP,
SRTS (Terrace Drive to Langge HSIP
Street)

AT68 Sayre Street Walkway Project 107 15 years $432 ATP, RTIP,
SRTS (To Lakeshore HSIP
Boulevard)

AT69 Terrace Street Walkway 107 15years $37 ATP, RTIP,
Project SRTS (To Jones Stree HSIP

AT70 16" Street Bike and Ped 107 15years $755 ATP, RTIP,
(Mellor Drive to City Limits HSIP
(east))

AT71 Spurr Street Bike Project Clag 107 15 years $106 ATP, RTIP,
Il (Central Park Avenue to HSIP
Armstrong Street)

AT72 High Street Bike Project Clasg 107 15 years $11 ATP, RTIP,
[l or IV (20™ Street to 16 HSIP
Street)

AT73 Lange Street Bike Project Claj 107 15 years $42 ATP, RTIP,
Il (Lakeshore Boulevard to HSIP
Forest Drive)

AT74 Lakeshore Boulevard Bike 107 15years $19 ATP, RTIP,
Project Class IV (Green Stree HSIP

to Lange Street)
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Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source

AT75 Manzanita Street Bike Project| 107 15 years $5 ATP, RTIP,
Class Il (8" Street to 11 HSIP
Street)

AT76 20" StreetBike and PedProject| 107 15 years $158 ATP, RTIP,
(Green Street to City Limits HSIP
(west))

AT77 Mellor Drive Bike and Ped 107 15years $76 ATP, RTIP,
Project (Page Drive to 1 HSIP
Street)

AT78 Larrecou Lane Bike and Ped | 107 15 years $31 ATP, RTIP,
(Lakeport Boulevard to End of HSIP
Segment)

AT79 Montana Vista Street (Via Dell 107 15 years $30 ATP, RTIP,
Larg Street to Marlah Way) HSIP

AT80 Marian WayBike and Ped 107 15years $30 ATP, RTIP,
Project (Montana Vista Street HSIP
to Main Street)

AT81 Page DriveBike and Ped 107 15years $66 ATP, RTIP,
Project (Mellor Drive) HSIP

AT82 BevinsCourt Trail Project 107 15years $406 ATP, RTIP,
(Martin Street to Forbes Creel HSIP

AT83 9" Street Trail Project (Pool | 107 20 years $223 ATP, RTIP,
Street to End of Segment to tk HSIP
West)

AT84 SpurrStreet onto South Main | 107 20years $581 ATP, RTIP,
Street Trail Project (Eleventh HSIP
Street to Martin Street)

AT85 Westside Park Road Bike 107 20years $15 ATP, RTIP,
Project Class IV (Parallel Driv HSIP
to City Limits)

AT86 Central Park Avenue Bike 107 20years $78 ATP, RTIP,
Project Class Il (Spurr Street HSIP
to 11" Street)

AT87 Bevins Street (Lakeport 107 20 years TBD ATP, RTIP,
Boulevard to Martin Street) HSIP

AT88 Eleventh Street (Central Park| 107 20 years ATP. RTIP
Avenue to North Main Street) TBD HSII5 ’
continuous sidewalks

AT89 Lakeport Boulevard (South 107 20 years TBD ATP, RTIP,
Main Street to Parallel Drive) HSIP

AT90 Downtown: Main Street, 107 20 years TBD ATP, RTIP,
Forbes Street, Park Street HSIP
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Project | Project Name Timeframe* Cost** Potential
Number ($1,000s) Funding
Source
between Martin Street and
Eleventh Street
AT91 Lakefront Promenade 107 20 years ATP, RTIP,
TBD HSIP
AT92 Parallel Drive (Mendocino | 107 20 years
College to Westside Park TBD ATP, - RTIP,
HSIP
Road)
AT93 Twentieth Street (North High| 107 20 years TBD ATP, RTIP,
Street to Alden Street) HSIP
AT94 Hwy 175 (Parallel Drive to | 107 20 years TBD ATP, RTIP,
South Main Streety} HSIP
AT95 C Street pedestrian 107 20 years ATP, RTIP,
. TBD
improvements HSIP
ATO6 Howard Avenue Trail 107 20 years ATP, RTIP,
TBD HSIP
AT97 Lakeshore BoulevardBgach | 107 20 years TBD ATP, RTIP,
Laneto Ashe Street) HSIP
AT98 North Main Street/Sixteenth | 107 20 years
Street pedestrian TBD AP, RTIP,
: HSIP
Improvements
AT99 Martin/South High/South 107 20 years TBD ATP, RTIP,
Forbes/First/C streets HSIP
pedestrian improvements ne
Konocti Christian Academy
and County Fairgrounds

* Estimates reflect potential rates of inflation over term of project.
** Projects that lie within State riglf-way will typically be implemented by Caltrans unless
separate agreements are reached between the State and the individual local agency

GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES

Table 5.5 below lists Goals, Objectives and Policies intended to guide the development of active
transportation projects over the next four years.

Table 5.5Active Transportation Goals, Objectives and Policies
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Goal: Increase the number of local and regional trips accomplished by bicycling and
walking; increase safety and mobility for normotorized modes of travel; enhance public
health by providing access to nommotorized facilities while reducing overall Vehicle Miles
Traveled (VMT), both locally and regionally.

Objectives

Policies

AT-1: Facilitate and
promote walking,
bicycling and other
active modes of
transportation.

AT-1.1: Increase the utility of the nemotorized transportation
network by expanding the extent and connectivity of the existing
bicycle and pedestrian facilities.

AT -1.2: Collect datdor the region to identifind prioritizetravel
demand and investment priorities.

AT-1.3: Work with State and local agencies to incorporate bicyc
and pedestrian amenities, like secure bicycle parking facilities, 4
safety countermeasures into planning requirements and
improvement projects.

AT-1.4: Encourage and assist local agencies to develop and rey
planning documents, zoning ordinances anityed to meet the
objectives of thé\ctive Transportation Program and tlegislation
related to active transportation

AT-2: Reduce
Greenhouse Gas
emissions and Vehicle
Miles Traveled (VMT).

AT -2.1: Encourage reduction @reenhouse Gd&HG) emissions
and VMT by increasing pedestrian and bicycle trips.

AT -2.2: Promote safe and convenient bicycle and pedestrian ac
to transit.

AT -2.3: Assist local agencies in the adoption of policies, ordinar
and plans that promote more walkable communities with a mix of
uses.

AT -2.4: Encourage VMT reducing mitigation measures for
discretionary development projects at the lpoagionaland State
level.

AT -3: Enhance public
health through the
development of active
transportation projects.

AT -3.1: Work with local agencies, schools and public health
organizations to engineer, educate, encourage, enforce and eva
bicycle and pedestrian environments for the benefit of all users
all abilities.

AT -3.2: Identify for funding consideration pedestrian facility
improvements consistent with the Lake County Pe@esFacilities
Needs Study and other active transportation plans

AT -4: Preserve
investments in the
multi-modal
transportation system.

AT-4.1: Maintain safe and accessible bicycle and pedestrian
environments to encourage active transportation.

AT -4.2: Plan and budget for lifecycle costs when constructing n¢
facilities for active transportation.

AT-5: Increase funding
for transportation

AT-5.1: Pursue nottraditional funding sources for planning, desi
and construction of active transportation facilities.
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Goal: Increase the number of local and regional trips accomplished by bicycling and
walking; increase safety and mobility for normotorized modes of travel; enhance public
health by providing access to nommotorized facilities while reducing overall Vehicle Miles
Traveled (VMT), both locally and regionally.

Objectives

Policies

planning, design and
construction of active
transportation facilities.

AT -5.2: Work cooperatively and collaboratively with other agenc
to secure funding for projects that further the goalgectives, anc
policies of local and region@lctive Transportation Plan

AT -5.3: Incorporate bicycle and pedestrian facilities into road
improvement and maintenance projects.

AT-5.4: Encourage local agencies to require new development 1
install, contribute to and/or maintain bicycle and pedestrian
facilities, including enebf-trip facilities.
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Regional Transportation Plan
2026 Update Map: 5.1

} et f‘,"!"f
5689ft -, \2\

Clearlake

| es /é" N N . ¥
NS S
Legend M fa;f(b, :
i TSN Y ENG,
State Highways |~ Mercuryville )4
j ~vl ! X A
N Y AT
City Boundaries N> Bl’a‘ék- : B
g7 Mo uq,g{a i {1 Middletown
County Boundary 347 - P
k& 4 b
175
( \
i\ TR 1
7 Oy

gourc% ,Esrl, TomTom, Garmm, NS §GS (9] Opeﬁ :‘Map - |
contnlbutors, and the Gls Us I T SA, NG US@S}’

A

’A/ T FEMA
VA Ji\,&..bx

128 p )
Kellogg

Countywide Bikeway Facilities N

A

105



106









































https://laketransit.org/

































































































































































































































































































































https://www.usnews.com/news/best-states/california/articles/2024-09-29/a-tiny-tribe-is-getting-pushback-for-betting-big-on-a-600m-casino-in-californias-wine-country#:~:text=Now%20the%20tribe%20of%2096%20members%20has%20teamed,Sonoma%20County%20in%202021%20is%20put%20into%20trust
https://www.usnews.com/news/best-states/california/articles/2024-09-29/a-tiny-tribe-is-getting-pushback-for-betting-big-on-a-600m-casino-in-californias-wine-country#:~:text=Now%20the%20tribe%20of%2096%20members%20has%20teamed,Sonoma%20County%20in%202021%20is%20put%20into%20trust
https://www.usnews.com/news/best-states/california/articles/2024-09-29/a-tiny-tribe-is-getting-pushback-for-betting-big-on-a-600m-casino-in-californias-wine-country#:~:text=Now%20the%20tribe%20of%2096%20members%20has%20teamed,Sonoma%20County%20in%202021%20is%20put%20into%20trust
https://www.usnews.com/news/best-states/california/articles/2024-09-29/a-tiny-tribe-is-getting-pushback-for-betting-big-on-a-600m-casino-in-californias-wine-country#:~:text=Now%20the%20tribe%20of%2096%20members%20has%20teamed,Sonoma%20County%20in%202021%20is%20put%20into%20trust
https://www.usnews.com/news/best-states/california/articles/2024-09-29/a-tiny-tribe-is-getting-pushback-for-betting-big-on-a-600m-casino-in-californias-wine-country#:~:text=Now%20the%20tribe%20of%2096%20members%20has%20teamed,Sonoma%20County%20in%202021%20is%20put%20into%20trust
https://0b29950c-3d15-4de6-b119-537745ab8333.filesusr.com/ugd/025aff_fbaee09b56bb49a2ba5724a7adf1b191.pdf
https://0b29950c-3d15-4de6-b119-537745ab8333.filesusr.com/ugd/025aff_fbaee09b56bb49a2ba5724a7adf1b191.pdf
https://www.bvrancheria.com/tribal-transportation
https://middletownrancheria-nsn.gov/wp-content/uploads/2023/10/MDTWN_EA_231016.pdf
file:///C:/Users/John/OneDrive%20-%20DOW/Downloads/7-5%20Att2%20LSR2505.pdf
file:///C:/Users/John/OneDrive%20-%20DOW/Downloads/7-5%20Att2%20LSR2505.pdf
https://data.chhs.ca.gov/dataset/county-health-status-profiles
https://lede-admin.cal.streetsblog.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/52/2015/04/FinalReport.pdf
https://lede-admin.cal.streetsblog.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/52/2015/04/FinalReport.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/ctp-2050-v3-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/ctp-2050-v3-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/cfmp/cfmp-july-2023-final-v1-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/cfmp/cfmp-july-2023-final-v1-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/public-affairs/documents/clean-california/clean-ca-facts-p6-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/public-affairs/documents/clean-california/clean-ca-facts-p6-a11y.pdf



https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/active-transportation-complete-streets/dp-22-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/active-transportation-complete-streets/dp-22-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/dd-64-r2-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/dd-64-r2-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/safety-programs/documents/policy/dp_36-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/safety-programs/documents/policy/dp_36-a11y.pdf
https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/75fb376153094696b56c0e6dac3055d7
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/system-planning/systemplanning/final2021itspv13.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/system-planning/systemplanning/final2021itspv13.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/itspaddendum_final-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/itspaddendum_final-a11y.pdf
https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/9.20.19-Climate-EO-N-19-19.pdf
https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/9.20.19-Climate-EO-N-19-19.pdf



https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/9.23.20-EO-N-79-20-Climate.pdf
https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/9.23.20-EO-N-79-20-Climate.pdf
https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2025/06/CRA-Response-EO-N-27-25_-bl-formatted-GGN-Signed-6-11-954pmFinal.pdf
https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2025/06/CRA-Response-EO-N-27-25_-bl-formatted-GGN-Signed-6-11-954pmFinal.pdf
https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2025/06/CRA-Response-EO-N-27-25_-bl-formatted-GGN-Signed-6-11-954pmFinal.pdf
https://oehha.ca.gov/climate-change/epic-2022/impacts-tribes/impacts-climate-change-big-valley-band-pomo-indians?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://oehha.ca.gov/climate-change/epic-2022/impacts-tribes/impacts-climate-change-big-valley-band-pomo-indians?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://oehha.ca.gov/climate-change/epic-2022/impacts-tribes/impacts-climate-change-big-valley-band-pomo-indians?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://calsta.ca.gov/-/media/calsta-media/documents/capti-2025-a11y.pdf
https://caltransit.org/transitbook/docs/TransitAuthorityBook_110515.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/division-transportation-planning/regional-and-community-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants/adopted-2024-rtp-guidelines-for-rtpas-2-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/division-transportation-planning/regional-and-community-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants/adopted-2024-rtp-guidelines-for-rtpas-2-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/division-transportation-planning/regional-and-community-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants/adopted-2024-rtp-guidelines-for-rtpas-2-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/division-transportation-planning/regional-and-community-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants/adopted-2024-rtp-guidelines-for-rtpas-2-a11y.pdf
http://clearlake.ca.us/DocumentCenter/Home/View/660
https://www.lakeapc.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/2022-PMP-Final-Report-Clearlake.pdf
http://www.cityoflakeport.com/docs/City-of-Lakeport-General-Plan-2025_Augus-8312009103657PM.pdf
http://www.cityoflakeport.com/docs/City-of-Lakeport-General-Plan-2025_Augus-8312009103657PM.pdf
https://www.lakeapc.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/2022-PMP-Final-Report-Lakeport.pdf
http://www.co.lake.ca.us/Government/Directory/Community_Development/Planning/2008FinGP.htm
http://www.co.lake.ca.us/Government/Directory/Community_Development/Planning/2008FinGP.htm



http://www.co.lake.ca.us/Assets/Departments/PublicWorks/Docs/Lampson+Field+Master+Plan.pdf
http://www.co.lake.ca.us/Assets/Departments/PublicWorks/Docs/Lampson+Field+Master+Plan.pdf
https://www.lakeapc.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/04/2022-PMP-Final-Report-Lake-County.pdf
http://lakecountyairmen.mymcn.org/
https://laketransit.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/5.2-Lake_Coordinated-Plan_Final_2021.pdf
http://www.lakeapc.org/docs/Final%20ATP%20Plan%202016.pdf
https://www.lakeapc.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/Final-2022-RTP-ATP-2-9-22.pdf
https://secureservercdn.net/45.40.150.136/0m0.ea5.myftpupload.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/2018-Regional-Housing-Needs-Plan.pdf
https://secureservercdn.net/45.40.150.136/0m0.ea5.myftpupload.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/2018-Regional-Housing-Needs-Plan.pdf
https://secureservercdn.net/45.40.150.136/0m0.ea5.myftpupload.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/Lake-County-Pedestrian-Facility-Needs-Study-web.pdf
https://secureservercdn.net/45.40.150.136/0m0.ea5.myftpupload.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/Lake-County-Pedestrian-Facility-Needs-Study-web.pdf
http://laketransit.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/05/Lake-Transit-Hub-Location-Plan-Draft-reduced-file.pdf
http://laketransit.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/05/Lake-Transit-Hub-Location-Plan-Draft-reduced-file.pdf
http://www.lakeapc.org/docs/Middletown%20Community%20Action%20Plan%20-%20Final%20Report%20March%202014.pdf
http://www.lakeapc.org/docs/Middletown%20Community%20Action%20Plan%20-%20Final%20Report%20March%202014.pdf
https://secureservercdn.net/45.40.150.136/0m0.ea5.myftpupload.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/2020-Lake-Public-Participation-Plan-Update-Final.pdf
https://secureservercdn.net/45.40.150.136/0m0.ea5.myftpupload.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/2020-Lake-Public-Participation-Plan-Update-Final.pdf
https://secureservercdn.net/45.40.150.136/0m0.ea5.myftpupload.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/SB743-VMT-Baseline-Study-FINAL.pdf
https://secureservercdn.net/45.40.150.136/0m0.ea5.myftpupload.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/SB743-VMT-Baseline-Study-FINAL.pdf
https://www.lakeapc.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/10/Final-SR53-Report_-030822.pdf



https://www.lakeapc.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/SR-53-Corridor-Priority-Projects-Outreach-Study.pdf
https://www.lakeapc.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/SR-53-Corridor-Priority-Projects-Outreach-Study.pdf
http://www.lakeapc.org/docs/State%20Route%2029%20South%20Corridor%20Engineered%20Feasibility%20Study%20-%20Final%20Report%20January%202014.pdf
http://www.lakeapc.org/docs/State%20Route%2029%20South%20Corridor%20Engineered%20Feasibility%20Study%20-%20Final%20Report%20January%202014.pdf
https://www.lakeapc.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/Lake-County-TDP-Final-rev51023-Compressed.pdf
https://www.lakeapc.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/Lake-County-TDP-Final-rev51023-Compressed.pdf
https://laketransit.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/Bus-Passenger-Facility-Plan-Rev-Final.pdf
https://laketransit.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/Bus-Passenger-Facility-Plan-Rev-Final.pdf
https://www.sfgate.com/local/article/bay-area-casino-proposal-approval-despite-pushback-20032204.php?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.sfgate.com/local/article/bay-area-casino-proposal-approval-despite-pushback-20032204.php?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.savecaliforniastreets.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/Statewide-Needs-2022-FINAL.pdf
https://www.savecaliforniastreets.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/Statewide-Needs-2022-FINAL.pdf
https://d16k74nzx9emoe.cloudfront.net/1aaa6339-2e06-42f4-af1f-d9701c09af9c/RCTF-Rural_Induced_Demand_Study_FINAL-REPORT_02_21_2025.pdf
https://d16k74nzx9emoe.cloudfront.net/1aaa6339-2e06-42f4-af1f-d9701c09af9c/RCTF-Rural_Induced_Demand_Study_FINAL-REPORT_02_21_2025.pdf
https://itims.bia.gov/invreports/Pacific.pdf
https://www.bia.gov/sites/default/files/media_document/scotts_valley_band_of_pomo_indians%2C_january_10%2C_2025%2C_trust_acquisition_decision_letter.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.bia.gov/sites/default/files/media_document/scotts_valley_band_of_pomo_indians%2C_january_10%2C_2025%2C_trust_acquisition_decision_letter.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://ops.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/fhwahop12001/index.htm
https://www.faa.gov/airports/planning_capacity/ga_study/



http://www.vtpi.org/tdm/tdm102.htm







