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5. Coordination of non-emergency transportation services.

The RTP recommends on-going coordination for non-emergency transportation service 
between the County, City of Angels and other interested parties.  Through the “unmet” 
needs process, transit issues are discussed and evaluated.  The County’s elderly and 
disabled population benefits from expanded transit service through Calaveras Transit.  
The “unmet” needs process and hearings ensure that citizen concerns are addressed. 

In addition, because the County does not have a major HMO, transit service is provided 
to neighboring Amador County with connecting service to Sacramento.  Future 
connections are being considered to Stockton.     



APPENDIX G 

Table G-1 
Roles and Responsibilities in Statewide, Regional, and Metropolitan Transportation Planning for Tribal Governments 

Statewide, Regional, 
and Metropolitan 
Planning 

ROLES (•)=& RESPONSIBILITIES (*)

DOT DOI 

FHWA Activities FTA 

FLH FADO 

OSG BIA 
DOT 

BIA 
AREA 

ITG STA 
MPO 
RTPA 

LOCAL 
GOV.

TTAP 
LTAP 

•= Review list of 
projects in STIP 

• •   * * * *  

•= Consider concerns 
of ITG in planning 
process 

       *   

•= Provide assistance 
to ITG  

• • * • *  *   

•= Provide draft RTP        *   

•= Develop needs and 
issues for ITG 

* * *  * *    •

•= Invite ITG to 
planning / 
coordination 
meetings  

       *   

•= Provide copies of 
RTP to ITG 

       *   

•= Incorporate 
approved IRR TIP 
into the STIP w/o 
change 

       *   

•= Advise ITG about 
funding 
opportunities 

* * *  * *  * * •

Source:  Indian Reservation Roads, Planning and Guidelines, October 1999. 

BIA–Bureau of Indian Affairs; BIADOT–Bureau of Indian Affairs, Division of Transportation; DOI–Department of Interior; DOT–Department of Transportation 
FADO-Federal-Aid Division Office; FHWA–Federal Highway Administration; FLH–Federal Lands Highway; FTA-Federal Transit Administration; IRR-Indian 
Reservation Roads; ITG-Indian Tribal Government; LTAP-Local Technical Assistance Program; OSG-Office of Self-Governance; TTAP-Tribal Technical Assistance 
Program; STA – State Transportation Authority; MPO – Metropolitan Planning Organization; RTPA – Regional Transportation Planning Agency. 
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Regional Transportation Planning and Programming Flow Chart

The Regional Transportation Planning and Programming Process is a complex, cooperative process that
includes all levels of Government with the opportunity for input from all stakeholders at each level.  The
following diagram shows the flow of legislation from planning to project development.  Following the
diagram is a glossary providing a narrative of the diagram components.

R eg iona l  Transpor ta t ion  P lann ing  and  Program m ing  Proces s

F e d e r a l  and  S ta te  L e g islation

L o c a l
P lans /Program s

S t a t e  P l a n s / P r o g r a m s
•Ca l i fo rn ia  Transpor ta t ion  P lan

•Ca l i fo rn i a  Av ia t ion  Sys t em P lann ing

•In te r reg iona l  Transpor ta t ion  S t ra teg ic  P lan

•S t a t e  H i g h w a y  O p e r a t i o n  a n d  P r o t e c t i o n  p r o g r a m  ( S H O P P )

N E P A
(Na t iona l

E n v i r o n m e n t a l

Po l i cy  Ac t )

C E Q A
(Ca l i fo rn ia

E n v i r o n m e n t a l

Qua l i t y  Ac t )

E n v i r o n m e n t a l

P ro tec t ion  and  

M it igat ion

St ra teg ies

Ai r  Qua l i t y

C o n f o r m i t y

R e q u i r e m e n t s

R T P
( R e g i o n a l  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  P l a n)

Pro j ec t s  f o r  P rog ramming I T I P
( In te r reg iona l  Transpor ta t ion

I m p r o v e m e n t  P r o g r a m )

Sta te  Pro jec t s

R T I P
(Reg iona l  T ranspor t a t ion

I m p r o v e m e n t  P r o g r a m )

•Reg iona l  P ro jec t s

F T I P
(Fede ra l  T ranspo r t a t i on  Improvemen t  P rog ram)

•S ta t e  and  Reg iona l  P ro jec t s  s chedu le  o f  Fede ra l ly  Funded  P ro jec t s  fo r  M P O s

•Reg iona l  p ro jec t s  appea r  in  the  RTP,  loca l  p l ans ,  t he  ITIP ,  and  the  FTIP .

•N E P A  &  C E Q A  r e q u i r e m e n t s  f i r s t  i m p a c t  t h e  R T P .   A l l  m a j o r  p r o j e c t s  m u s t  c o n f o r m  t o  a i r  q u a l i t y
requ i r emen t s  i n  a l l  p l ans  and  p rograms .

Notes :

S T I P
(S ta te
Transpor t a t ion
I m p r o v e m e n t
P r o g r a m )

F S T I P
(Fede ra l  S t a t e  T ranspo r t a t i on  Improvemen t  P rog ram)

S c h e d u l e  o f  F e d e r a l l y  F u n d e d  P r o j e c t s  f o r  M P O s ,  R T P A s  a n d

C o u n t y  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  C o m m i s s i o n s

C T C
(Ca l i fo rn ia
Transpor t a t ion
C o m m i s s i o n )
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Plans, Statutes, and Program Relationships
under

State and Federal Legislation

Plans

Regional Transportation Plans (RTP): Developed by Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) and
Regional Transportation Agencies (RTPAs) to provide a comprehensive view of the transportation
problems of a region and recommended solutions.  RTPs have a minimum of a 20-year horizon period
and are required by State and Federal law.  For MPO RTPs, all projects in the FTIP must be consistent
with the RTP.  In air quality nonattainment areas, RTPs must conform to the State Implementation Plan.

California Transportation Plan (CTP): The CTP is developed by Caltrans and submitted to the
Governor.  It includes a policy element describing state transportation policies and system performance
objectives, a strategies element incorporating broad system concepts and strategies partially synthesized
from RTP, and a recommendations element that includes economic forecasts and recommendations to the
Legislature and Governor.

California Aviation System Plan (CASP): Prepared by Caltrans every five years as required by PUC
21701.  The CASP integrates regional aviation system planning on a statewide basis.

Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP): Describes the framework in which the state will
carry out its responsibilities for the Interregional Improvement Program (IIP).

Statutes

National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA): Federal legislation which created an environmental
review process similar to CEQA, but pertaining only to projects having federal involvement through
financing, permitting, or Federal land ownership.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA): A state-mandated process in which the environmental
effects associated with the implementation of a “project” is fully disclosed.



X.  APPENDIX H -  REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING

H-3

Programs

Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP): A four-year list of proposed transportation
projects submitted to the California Transportation commission by the RTPAs.  Some RTIP projects may
have federal funding components in which case they will also appear in the FTIP once they have been
selected for the STIP (see below).

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP): A four-year list of transportation projects
proposed in RTIPs and PSTIPs, which are approved by the California Transportation commission.  Those
projects that have federal funding components will also appear in the FTIP and FSTIP.

State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP):  A program including projects related
to state highway safety and rehabilitation, seismic safety, and traffic operational improvement’s.  Traffic
Systems Management Program: A program of projects (e.g., re-striping, metering, HOV, ridesharing,
flexible work schedules, etc.) for better system utilization and operational efficiency.

Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP): A three-year list of all transportation projects
proposed for federal funding within the planning area of an MPO.  It is developed as a requirement for
funding.  In are quality nonattainment areas the plan must conform to a State Implementation Plan.

Federal State Transportation Improvement Program (FSTIP): A three year list of transportation
projects proposed for funding developed by the State in cooperation with MPOs and in consultation with
local non-urbanized governments.  The FSTIP includes all FTIP projects as well as other federally funded
rural projects.

Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP, formerly known as PSTIP): Funds
capital improvements, on a statewide basis, including capacity increasing projects primarily outside of an
urbanized area.  Projects are nominated by Caltrans and submitted to the California transportation
commission for inclusion in the STIP.  The ITIP has a four-year planning horizon and is updated every
two years by the CTC.



Appendix I 

Reference Documents

The following pages list local and regional plans which were reviewed for conformity with 
this plan and transportation studies that were considered in preparation of this plan. 

Local and Regional Plans and Laws 

- City of Angels Camp General Plan, City of Angels Camp, September, 1994 

- Alpine County General Plan/Transportation Plan Update, Alpine County Board of 
Supervisors, Alpine County, CA, 1999 

-Calaveras County General Plan, Calaveras County, 1996 

- Calaveras County Bikeway Plan Update Final Report, Fehr & Peers Associates, Inc., March 
1998

- 1996 Calaveras County Regional Transportation Improvement Program, Calaveras County 
LTC, December 18, 1995 

- Adopted 2000 SHOPP, California Department of Transportation, District 10, 1999 

-  Adopted 1998 STIP, CTC, May, 1998 

- “Highway 88 Planning Agreement”, Counties of Calaveras, Alpine and El Dorado, 
Caltrans, USFS and FHWA, 1985 

Regional Transportation Plan Guidelines, CTC< December, 1999 

Local and Regional Transportation Studies 

- Access and Transportation in the Foothills, California Governor’s Office of Planning and 
Research, Sacramento, CA, January, 12, 1981 

- City of Angels Camp Circulation Study and Appendices, Final Report, Charles R. Leitzell, 
P.E., May, 1991. 

- Arnold Community Plan, Calaveras County, February 25, 1980 

-Arnold Community Plan, Calaveras County, December 14, 1998 

- Calaveras County Airport Special Plan, Calaveras County, October 19. 1992 



- Calaveras County Circulation Study, Final Report, TJKM Transportation Consultants, June 
8, 1992 

- Final Summary Report for the Calibration and Combination of the Calaveras County and 
City of Angels Traffic Demand Models, Spectrum Engineering, July 24, 1995 

-Calaveras County TDM Feasibility Study – Final Report, Nelson/Nygaard Consulting 
Associates, February 1998 

- Calaveras County Traffic Model Validation Report, Fehr & Peers Associates, November, 
1995

- Calaveras County-Wide Transit Study J. Kaplan & Associates, June, 1994 

-Calaveras Transit Marketing Plan, Selena Barlow, June 2000 

- Caltrans System Management Plan, District 10, Caltrans, Stockton, CA, 1989 

- Caltrans System Management Plan, Draft District 10, Caltrans, Stockton, CA, 1992 

- Draft Circulation Study for the Copperopolis Area in the County of Calaveras, Willdan 
Associates, December, 1994 

- Ebbets Pass Highway Special Plan, Calaveras County, June 1, 1988 

- Four County Recreational Transit Demand and Feasibility Study, J Kaplan and Associates, 
Walnut Creek, CA, July 1988 

- Interregional Road System Plan, Caltrans, Sacramento, CA, February, 1990 

- Mokelumne Hill Community Plan, Calaveras County, June 1, 1988 

- Murphys and Douglas Flat Community Plan, Calaveras County, June 1, 1988 

- North Angels Camp Bypass, Draft Project Report, California Department of Transportation, 
March 2, 1995 

- Project Scope and Summary Report – On Route 12 from 0.2 miles east of Valley Springs to 
Junction of Route 49, California Department of Transportation, District 10, December, 1993 

- Project Study Report – Construct eastbound passing lane on State Route 4, Postmile 53.8-
54.9, California Department of Transportation, District 10, June, 1993 

- Precise Plan Report – Route 26 from Silver Rapids Road to Route 12 Junction, Postmile 
7.6-10.3, California Department of Transportation, District 10, August, 1989 



- Project Study Report – On Route 4 between 0.8 miles and 1.05 miles east of Utica 
Powerhouse Road, California Department of Transportation, District 10, October, 1992 

- Rancho Calaveras Special Plan, Calaveras County, November 28, 1983 

- San Andreas Community Plan, Calaveras County, June 1, 1988. 

- State Highway 4 Corridor Study in the Arnold/Avery Area, TJKM Transportation 
Consultants, January, 1992 

-State Route 88 Corridor Study, Alpine County, California, Fehr & Peers Associates, Inc., 
October 4, 1994 

- Traffic Model – Circulation Study Phase for Calaveras County, TJKM Transportation 
Consultants, January, 1992 

- Valley to Foothill Intermodal Subarea Study, Working Papers 1-4 and Final Reports, Fehr 
& Peers Associates, 1995 

- Valley Springs Community Areas General Plan – 1974 – 1994, Calaveras County, 1974 




