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0. Executive Summary

0.1. Introduction
The Trinity County Transportation Commission (TCTC) is the Regional Transportation Planning 
Agency (RTPA) for Trinity County. TCTC is the responsible agency for regional transportation 
planning in Trinity County which involves the preparation of planning documents, coordinating 
regional priority projects, and programming State and Federal transportation funds.  TCTC aims 
to plan, communicate, and coordinate with the residents and decision makers of Trinity County and 
Caltrans to provide a balanced and equitable regional transportation system. Every RTPA is required 
by federal law (Title CFR 450.300, Subpart B) and state law (CA Government Code Section 65080) 
to oversee long-range planning to perform the region’s vision, goals and clearly identify the distinct 
transportation needs for the County.

Creating the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is a principal responsibility of TCTC. The RTP is a 
long-range planning document that acts as the basis for transportation planning in the region over 
a 20-year planning horizon. The RTP is required to be updated every 5 years to maintain eligibility 
in many of the State’s funding programs. Each RTP update calibrates the region’s needs based on 
changing demographic, political, economic, and environmental conditions.

The RTP focuses on all modes of transportation including roadway, bicycle and pedestrian, 
transit, freight, aviation and rail. The RTP is a cooperative process between TCTC, Caltrans, Tribal 
governments, stakeholders, and community members. The primary guidance for RTP development 
comes from the California Transportation Commission (CTC). The CTC adopted the most recent RTP 
Guidelines on January 18, 2017, which established the elements and development process required for 
the RTP. The following three elements are required by statute and encompass the framework of the 
Plan:

 � The Policy Element (Chapter 3): The purpose of the Policy Element is to identify legislative, 
planning, financial and institutional issues and requirements, as well as provide the regional vision 
supported by a series of goals which are supported through objectives and policies. 

 � The Action Element (Chapter 4): The Action Element describes the programs and actions 
necessary to support the County’s vision; the Action Element identifies transportation projected 
needs for Trinity County over the next 20 years, by each mode. 

 � The Financial Element (Chapter 5): The Financial Element identifies the current and anticipated 
available revenue sources to fund transportation projects and programs identified in the Action 
Element.
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0.2. Overview of Existing Conditions
There are various factors that influence the transportation needs of a region, primarily changing 
demographics. In Trinity County, the population is not projected to increase significantly between 
now and the horizon year of this Regional Transportation Plan (2042). The focus of the planning 
efforts for this RTP will be to establish clear guidelines to maintain and improve the existing 
transportation network while increasing safety, efficiency and convenience of all modes in the region. 

0.3. Overview of Regional Vision
The primary regional vision for TCTC is to maintain and provide a safe, efficient, and convenient 
regional transportation system for all modes including roadways, non-motorized facilities, transit, 
freight, aviation, and any other appropriate transportation modes that enrich the lifestyle of the 
residents and meet travel needs necessary for movement of people and goods throughout and within 
Trinity County. 

Historically, the main local and regional issues have revolved around the lack of maintenance funds 
for existing facilities. Recent legislative efforts, specifically Senate Bill 1 signed in April 2017 to 
significantly increased the funding available to TCTC and local agencies for the maintenance and 
development of the regional transportation network. Even with new guaranteed fundings, local and 
regional issues continue to revolve around the maintenance of existing facilities. Additional local and 
regional issues include the need for non-motorized transportation modes that will provide access 
and connectivity among communities, health services, shopping, recreational destinations and 
employment centers. The following general categories of transportation issues have been identified:

1. Maintenance and improvement of the existing roadway system.
2. Improvement of non-auto transportation modes and programs that lower emissions due to 

vehicles, including establishing multi-modal transportation infrastructure and an adequate 
electric grid to be utilized by electric transit vehicles, personal electric vehicles, and electric 
bicycles or scooters. 

3. Adherence to greenhouse gas reduction targets. 
4. Promote economic development within the County. 

The following thirteen (13) goals have been established and ordered to reflect the importance of 
regional improvement of all modes of transportation in Trinity County:

 � Goal #1: Develop and maintain an efficient and safe system of streets, highways, and bridges 
that adhere to the existing and future needs while simultaneously promoting preservation of the 
environment, equitable access, and economic well-being. 

 � Goal #2: Support recreational travel by making it safe, easy, and inviting. 
 � Goal #3: Upgrade and improve roadways in order to preserve the existing regional roadway 

system. 
 � Goal #4: Increase the safety for all types of non-motorized transportation users; Increase 

mobility among all types of non-motorized transportation users. Support the reduction of 
greenhouse gases; Promote public health; Ensure disadvantaged communities have full share of 
program benefits; Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit bicyclists and pedestrians. 

 � Goal #5: Provide, where possible, an interconnected regional system that consists of 
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transportation and recreational paths and trails.
 � Goal #6: Provide affordable, consistent, and efficient public transportation options that will meet 

user demand. 
 � Goal #7:  Prioritize the mobility needs of County residents, visitors, and employees even with the 

financial constraints of state and federal transit funding.
 � Goal #8: Maintain safe and efficient commercial and general aviation facilities. 
 � Goal #9: Provide safe and efficient movement of regional and interregional goods. 
 � Goal #10: For Tribal residents within the Trinity region to have safe, effective, functional 

transportation systems, including streets, roads pedestrian and bicycle facilities and transit.
 � Goal #11: Support tourism throughout Trinity County with a quality transportation network. 
 � Goal #12: Consider the environment and climate change impacts in all transportation decisions.
 � Goal #13: Include climate change strategies in transportation investment decisions.

0.4. Overview of Action Element
Over 400 projects have been identified in the Action Element (Chapter 4) of this document including 
roadway, bridge, transit, bicycle and pedestrian, and aviation projects. The following figure shows the 
project needs in the region by mode based on available data.

Figure 0.1: Project Needs by Mode
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Roadway - State, 1.2%Bridge, 8.0%

Transit, 5.3%
Bicycle and Pedestrian, 
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0.5. Overview of Financial Element
A total of approximately $998 million has been proposed for roadway, bridge, bike/pedestrian, transit 
and aviation projects for the next 20-year RTP period. This only includes projects with associated 
cost estimates. Many projects, specifically in the long-range project lists, do not have cost estimates. 
There is a funding shortfall of approximately $493 million over the 20-year RTP period. The following 
figure summarizes the funded project needs or funding shortfall for each mode.

Figure 0.2: Short-Range Project Needs in Dollars, By Mode 
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Figure 0.3: Project Needs in Dollars, By Mode
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1. Introduction

1.1. About the Trinity County Transportation Commission
The Trinity County Transportation Commission (TCTC) is the designated Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency (RTPA) for Trinity County, California. Established by government code 29535, 
TCTC is responsible for managing transportation planning activities in the region. Responsibilities 
specific to TCTC include regional coordination, claimant funding and oversight, grant application and 
management, and the preparation and adoption of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), Regional 
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), and Overall Work Program (OWP).

1.2. About the Regional Transportation Plan

1.2.1. Purpose of the Plan
The RTP serves as a blueprint to guide transportation investments in the County that are financially 
constrained to the local, state, and federal revenues anticipated over a 20-year period. The RTP was 
last updated by TCTC in 2016. 

The purpose of the Trinity County 2022 RTP is to provide a clear vision for future transportation 
investments in the region for five-year (2023-2028), ten-year (2023-2033) and twenty-year (2023-
2043) planning horizons. RPTAs are required to, in coordination with Caltrans, update the RTP every 
four to five years as per Government Code Section 65080. The objective of the RTP is to document 
the current and evolving mobility landscape of Trinity County to inform the prioritization of projects 
and develop a planning schedule for implementation. In addition to providing a vision for the region, 
some of the guidelines used in the development of the policy direction, action, and funding plan for 
the RTP include the following:

 � Provide an assessment of the current modes of transportation and examine the potential for new 
travel options within the region.

 � Identify projected growth areas and future improvements for travel and goods movement.
 � Identify document specific actions necessary to address the region’s mobility and accessibility 

needs, establish short-term and long-term goals to facilitate these actions.
 � Identify necessary transportation improvements to support the development of the Federal 

Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP), State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP), Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), Interregional Transportation 
Improvement Program (ITIP), and facilitation of the National Environment Protection Act (NEPA) 
integration process and identification of project purpose and need.

 � Employ performance measures demonstrating the effectiveness of the transportation 
improvement projects in meeting the intended goals.

 � Promote the consistency between the California Transportation Plan, Regional Transportation 
Plan and other plans developed by cities, counties, districts, California Tribal Governments, and 
state and federal agencies in responding to statewide and interregional transportation issues and 
needs.

 � Provide a forum for participation and cooperation and facilitate partnerships that reconcile 
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transportation issues which transcend boundaries.
 � Include Federal, State, and local agencies, Tribal Governments, the public, and elected officials in 

discussions and decision-making early in the transportation planning process.
The previous RTP for Trinity County was completed in 2016. The Trinity County Transportation 
Commission (TCTC) prepared this 2022 RTP update based on these guidelines consistent with the 
2017 California Regional Transportation Plan Guidelines (RTP Guidelines) which were adopted by the 
California Transportation Commission on January 18, 2017.

1.2.2. RTP Elements
The RTP is organized into five chapters including three required sections. The three required sections 
include:

 � The Policy Element (Chapter 3): describes the transportation issues in the region, identifies and 
quantifies regional needs expressed within both a short-and long-range framework, and maintains 
internal consistency with the financial element fund estimates. Related goals, objectives, and 
policies are provided along with performance indicators and measures.

 � The Action Element (Chapter 4): identifies projects that address the needs and issues for each 
transportation mode in accordance with the policy element.

 � The Financial Element (Chapter 5): identifies the current and anticipated revenue sources and 
funding strategies available to fund the planned transportation investments described in the 
action element. The intent is to define realistic funding constraints and opportunities.

1.3. RTP Planning Requirements

1.3.1. New Planning Requirements
The latest RTP Guidelines (2017) include the new federal requirements resulting in the Bipartisan 
Infrastructure Law which provides $550 billion for transportation infrastructure and programs 
through 2026. Pursuant to 23 CFR 450.202, TCTC is required to address federal planning 
regulations during the preparation of the RTP, however, only items that have a direct impact on 
the RTP are required to be listed.  TCTC also cannot program projects in the State Transportation 
Improvement Program that are not identified in the RTP. The new federal regulations that are 
required to be addressed, if applicable, in the development of the RTP include:

 � Two New Planning Factors (Section 2.4) - RTPAs shall consider and implement two new planning 
factors added to the scope of the transportation planning process:  Improve resiliency and 
reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface 
transportation; and enhance travel and tourism. 23 CFR 450.206 (b)(9) and (10) 

 � Performance-Based Planning Approach (Section 7.2) – RTPAs are encouraged to collaborate with 
Caltrans to integrate the goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets described in other 
performance-based plans into their RTPs. The implementation timeline for States to satisfy the 
new requirements is two years from the effective date of each rule establishing performance 
measures under 23 U.S.C. 150(c), 49 U.S.C. 5326, and 49 U.S.C. 5329 FHWA/FTA. A future update 
of the RTP Guidelines will capture any “shoulds” or “shalls” resulting from the rulemaking process. 
23 CFR 450.206; 23 CFR 450.216(f)(1) and (2) 

 � Assessment of Capital Investment and Other Strategies (Section 6.21) – RTPAs are encouraged 
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to include an assessment of capital investment and other strategies to: (1) preserve the existing 
and projected future transportation infrastructure, (2) provide for multimodal capacity increases 
based on regional needs and priorities, and (3) reduce vulnerability of the existing infrastructure 
to natural disasters. 23 CFR 450.324 (f)(7)

 � Consideration of Public Transportation Facilities and Intercity Bus Facilities (Section 6.10) – 
RTPs should also consider the role of intercity bus systems, including systems that are privately 
owned and operated, in reducing congestion, and including transportation alternatives. 23 CFR 
450.216(b) 

 � Interested Parties, Public Participation, and Consultation (Sections 4.4, 4.6, and 6.20) – In 
addition to the interested parties listed, RTPAs must also provide public ports with a reasonable 
opportunity to comment on the RTP. RTPAs may also consult with officials responsible for 
tourism and natural disaster risk reduction when developing RTPs and project lists. 23 CFR 
450.210(a) and (b); 23 CFR 450.216(l)(2); 23 CFR 450.324(j) 

 � Optional Scenario Planning – RTPAs may use scenario planning during the development of RTPs. 
Scenario planning is an analytical framework to inform decision-makers about the implications of 
various investments and policies on transportation system condition and performance during the 
development of their plan. 23 CFR 450.324(i)

Other federal requirements regarding RTPs include the consideration of the following federal 
planning factors:
1. Support the economic vitality of the nonmetropolitan area, especially by enabling global 

competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency;
2. Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users;
3. Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users;
4. Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight;
5. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, 

and promote consistency between (regional) transportation improvements and State and local 
planned growth and economic development patterns;

6. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight;

7. Promote efficient system management and operation;
8. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system;
9. Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 

stormwater impacts of surface transportation; and
10. Enhance travel and tourism.
The development of the RTP should also correspond to the Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
This ensures that all people have equal access to the transportation planning process and that all 
people, regardless of their race, sexual orientation, or income level will be included in the decision-
making process.
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1.4. Climate Change and Environmental Quality
As established in the 2017 RTP Guidelines, RTPs must address climate change and air quality to 
be compliant with California Senate Bill 32 (SB 32). SB 32 expands Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32), The 
California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. AB 32 requires a state reduction in greenhouse 
gas (GHG) emissions to no more than the 1990 emissions levels by 2020; SB 32 requires a further 
reduction of GHG emissions to achieve a 40 percent reduction below 1990 levels by 2030.

The Air Quality Conformity Determination provides an analysis of the emission of pollutants from 
transportation sources that can be expected to result from the implementation of this Plan. This 
analysis must document that the projects included in the RTP, when constructed, will not lead to 
the emission of more pollutants than allowed in the emissions budget in the State Implementation 
Plan (SIP). The extent of required documentation is based on the current Federal non-attainment 
designation and requirements applicable to Trinity County. Trinity County is included in the North 
Coast Air Basin and is unclassified or in attainment with ozone, PM10 and PM2.5.

1.5. RTP Planning Process

1.5.1. Participation and Coordination 
As the leading authority in the development of the 2022 RTP update, TCTC is made up of five 
Trinity County Supervisors with the support of a technical staff from the County’s Department 
of Transportation. Additionally, Trinity County is served by the Social Services Technical Advisory 
Committee (SSTAC), whose members are appointed citizens representing transit riders, the elderly, 
people with disabilities and other travelers with limited mobility. The SSTAC is responsible for 
advising and providing transit recommendations to TCTC. These parties including other public 
and private interest stakeholders were included in all communication including email blasts to all 
community meetings in addition to other regional agencies and organizations that were contacted 
for information and solicited for input. These stakeholders include: 

 � SSTAC
 � Caltrans District 2
 � US Forest Service
 � Native American Tribal Governments
 � Trinity County Community Development
 � Trinity Department of Transportation
 � Trinity County Public Health
 � Trinity Transit
 � Weaverville Chamber of Commerce
 � Trinity County HHS Adult Services
 � Trinity County Sheriff Department

For the full stakeholder list, see Attachment A.

This RTP update will continue to facilitate the coordination efforts between TCTC and other 
governmental agencies, advisory committees, and the public.
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1.5.2. Public Participation
The involvement of the public in the development process of the RTP is encouraged in the 2017 
RTP Guidelines and is an important component of the planning process. Public involvement for this 
RTP update included the contacting of stakeholders such as Native American Tribal Governments, 
government agencies, advisory committees, and the public. Various outreach methods were 
utilized including the development of a project website, survey distribution, media and newspaper 
advertisements, physical flyering, and community meetings. Thoughts to entice more people to 
attend events in the future included providing full meals instead of snacks, tabling at preexisting 
events where community members were already at, and strategizing with other outreach efforts to 
better stagger community meetings.

The planning team held a total of 15 in-person community meetings, and provided multiple 
methods of advertisement to ensure that attendees could learn about it regardless of their access 
to technology. The first set of community meetings was held between March and May of 2022 
to introduce the RTP and solicit community feedback. Table 1.1 summarizes the details of each 
community meeting. Maps and information pertaining to the projects and programs in the RTP 
were provided at each of the meetings. During the RTP Public Draft review period, additional 
advertisements were broadcast through media, website updates, and email blasts and public 
comment was encouraged during community meetings. For a full summary of the outreach meetings, 
see Attachment B.

Table 1.1: Community Meeting Schedule

Meeting Date
Community Meeting #1 - Weaverville March 28, 2022
Community Meeting #2 - Hayfork March 29, 2022
Community Meeting #3 – Trinity Center May 16, 2022
Community Meeting #4 – Lewiston May 17, 2022
Community Meeting #5 – Big Flat May 18, 2022
Community Meeting #6 – Burnt Ranch May 18, 2022
Community Meeting #7 – Mad River/Ruth May 19, 2022
Community Meeting #8 – Post Mountain May 31, 2022
Community Meeting #9 – Weaverville Nov 1, 2022
Community Meeting #10 – Lewiston Nov 2, 2022
Community Meeting #11 – Hyampom Nov 3, 2022
Community Meeting #12 –Junction City Nov 14, 2022
Community Meeting #13 – Mad River Nov 15, 2022
Community Meeting #14 – Salyer Nov 16, 2022
Community Meeting #15 – Trinity Center Nov 17, 2022

Table 1.1
Community Meeting Schedule
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1.6.1. Coordination with Other Plans and Studies
During the development of this 2022 RTP update, existing plans, policy documents, and studies 
addressing transportation needs and investments in Trinity County were reviewed. The reviewed 
documents are listed below:

 � Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 2016
 � Trinity General Plan Circulation Element
 � 2022 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) for Trinity County
 � 2020 Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan
 � Active Transportation Plan
 � Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan
 � Short Range Transit Development Plan

1.6.2. Transportation/Land Use Integration
This 2022 RTP update is consistent with the Trinity County General Plan Circulation Element which 
covers the circulation factors that play a major role in the daily life of residents in the Trinity County 
Community.  The primary goal in the General Plan Circulation Element is to provide a safe, reliable, 
accessible, cost-effective and efficient transportation system that’s consistent with socioeconomic 
and environmental needs within Trinity County.  The intersection between transportation and land 
use is well studied in the transportation planning literature as much of the literature explores the 
influence of transportation facilities and networks on urban and rural development. Transportation 
investments can also have influential impacts on the natural environment which includes air and water 
quality, climate change, natural habitats and wildlife, and the preservation of open spaces. Addressing 
the linkage between transportation and land use is crucial to meeting TCTC’s goal and ensuring that 
the development of this RTP update leads to transformative transportation programs and projects.
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1.5.3. Coordination with the California State Wildlife Action Plan
The goals identified in the Policy Element (Chapter 3) of this Plan consider stressors identified in the 
State Wildlife Action Plan. The State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP) identifies separate conservational 
provinces broken into subzones called ecoregions by the SWAP. Trinity County crosses through the 
North Coast and Klamath Region Province. In the North Coast and Klamath Region Province, Trinity 
County is classified within the Klamath Mountains, Northern California Coast Ranges, and Northern 
California Interior Coast Ranges ecoregion. The SWAP identifies sensitive species, habitat stressors, 
and suggested conservation goals and actions for each of the ecoregions in California. According to 
the SWAP, the major stressors within Trinity County are as follows:

 � Agricultural and forestry effluents
 � Annual and perennial non-timber crops
 � Climate change
 � Commercial and industrial uses
 � Dams and water management/use
 � Fire and fire suppression
 � Household sewage and urban wastewater
 � Housing and urban areas
 � Invasive plants
 � Livestock, farming, and ranching
 � Logging and wood harvesting
 � Parasites, pathogens and diseases
 � Recreational activities

To view the excerpts from the SWAP related to stressors and sensitive species in Trinity County, see 
Attachment C.

1.5.4. Coordination with Native American Tribal Governments
Thorough coordination with local Tribal entities is critical to ensure that the RTP is a collaborative 
document that reflects the needs of tribal communities. Within the purview of the California RTP 
Guidelines (2017) is the involvement of federally recognized Native American Tribal Governments 
in the development of the RTP. Input from Tribes that are not federally recognized or from other 
“interested parties” that may have a background and/or history of Native American culture within 
the region is also recommended. Although there are no Federally recognized Tribes in Trinity County, 
there are several active Tribes in the area. Tribal contacts were included in all stakeholder outreach 
communication and were invited to all community events. Additionally, Tribal representatives were 
directly contacted by phone and email prior to the mailing of consultation letters. The Tsnungwe 
Tribe responded with a request for a consultation meeting with the Trinity County Transportation 
Commission. Based on the recommendations that came from this consultation effort, TCTC is 
preparing a Memorandum of Understanding with all interested Tribes for future consultation that will 
include multiple steps of review prior to and during the development of plans and projects. Table 1.2 
lists the contact information for each tribal entity that was contacted, and Figure 1.1 displays tribal 
territories within Trinity County.
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Table 1.2: Native American Tribal Contacts

1.6. COVID-19 Statement
The Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan development process began well into COVID-19, 
and the project team started the project ready to accommodate to changing health and safety 
guidelines. An amended public outreach campaign was conducted to be consistent current guidelines, 
and the project team conducted meetings and presentations with an in-person and virtual attendance 
possible. A big push for both in-person and virtual advertising and outreach was conducted to 
attempt to reach wider audience.

Tribal Government Contact Address Phone or Email
530-410-1125

cybersonnyhayward@gmail.com

(530) 215-8285
tfoster-olstad@ncidc.org

530-629-4758
Magdalenos@aol.com

530-242-4516
molly.redmon@reddingrancheria-

nsn.gov
530-625-4211 x160

jgd119@humboldt.edu   
(707) 733-1900

josefinafrank@brb-nsn.gov
josefinacortez@brb-nsn.gov

(707) 983-6126
tribalcouncil@rvit.org

president@council.rvit.org
(530) 244-2742

twocrowes63@att.net
janacrowe431@yahoo.com

Quartz Valley Indian 
Nation

Harold Bennett, 
Chairperson

13601 Quartz Valley 
Road, 

Fort Jones, CA 
96032

(530) 468-5907

(530) 605-1726
wintu.tribe1@gmail.com

Wintu Tribe of 
Northern California

Gary Rickard, 
Chairperson

P.O. Box 995
Shasta Lake, CA 

Shasta Indian Nation Janice Crowe, 
Chair

  P.O. Box 195 
Macdoel, CA  

96058

Bear River Band of 
the Rohnerville 

Rancheria

Josefina Cortez, 
Chairwoman

266 Keisner Road
Loleta, CA  95551

Round Valley 
Reservation/ Covelo 

Indian Community

James Russ, 
President

77826 Covelo Road
Covelo, CA 95428

Dena Magdaleno P.O. Box 373
Salyer, CA 95563

Redding Rancheria Molly Redmon
2000 Redding 
Rancheria Rd 

Redding, CA 96001

Tsnungwe Tribe

Hoopa Tribe Joe Davis PO Box 1348
Hoopa, CA 95546

Wintu Educational 
and Cultural Council 

Tracy Foster-
Olstad

PO BOX 762, 
Weaverville, CA 

Table 1.2
Native American Tribal Government Contact List

Nor Rel Muk Nation Sonny Hayward
Chair 

P.O. Box 1967
Weaverville, CA 

96093



Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 16

Figure 1.1: Outline of Tribal Territories
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2. Existing Conditions

2.1. Setting
Trinity County is located in the lower reaches of the Cascade Range in California and is bordered 
by Siskiyou County to the North, Shasta County to the East, Tehama County to the Southeast, 
Mendocino County to the South, and Humboldt County to the West. The area is defined by mountain 
ranges with the Trinity Alps and scenic rivers and waterways which include the Trinity River; the third 
largest reservoir in California. The three major highways that transverse the County are State Route 
(SR) 3 running north-south, SR-36 running east-west, and SR-299 running east-west.

Trinity County covers an area of approximately 3,208 square miles. Around 75% of this area is 
under Federal management by the Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management (BLM), or Bureau 
of Reclamation. Included in this area are four national protected areas which include Mendocino 
National Forest, Shasta-Trinity National Forest, Six Rivers National Forest, and the Whiskeytown-
Shasta-Trinity National Recreation Area. There are no incorporated cities or towns in Trinity County 
and the main population centers are Weaverville, Hayfork, and Lewiston. Other smaller communities 
in the region include: Big Bar, Burnt Ranch, Douglas City, Junction City, Salyer, Trinity Center 
Hyampom, Mad River, Ruth, and Coffee Creek. Figure 2.1 below displays a location map of Trinity 
County.
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Figure 2.1: Location Map
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2.2. Population Trends

2.2.1. Historic Population
Figure 2.2 shows the historical changes in population in Trinity County from 1970 to 2020. The data 
from the U.S. Census and California Department of Finance shows that the population increased by 
an average of 16% each decade. Overall, in the 50-year period, the population increased from 7,615 to 
16,112.

Figure 2.2: Historic and Existing Population
Table 2.1 below from the U.S. Census and California Department of Finance shows the percent 
change in population from 1970 to 2020. Trinity County saw significant population growth in the 
1970s and 1980s, and again in 2020. 

Table 2.1: Historical Census Populations
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Figure 2.2
Historical Population

Year Population Percent Change
1970 7,615 -
1980 11,858 55.70%
1990 13,063 10.20%
2000 13,022 -0.30%
2010 13,786 5.90%
2020 16,112 8.50%

Historical Census Populations of Counties and 
Incorporated Cities in California

Source: California DOF Historical Population Estimates for City, 
County, and the State.

Table 2.1
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2.2.2. Existing Population
The total population in Trinity County experienced a decreasing trend, with a total decrease of about 
1.2%, between 2015 and 2019. However, the US Census reported that the population increased to 
16,112 in 2020.  Table 2.2 presents the existing County population since 2015. While the magnitude of 
yearly population change may appear minute, the total decrease in population of 3.6% is largely due 
to the leap in 2020, but is an important indicator of ongoing changes in the region.

Table 2.2: Existing Population
Figure 2.3 further emphasizes the County’s changes in population. Local estimates from each 
community would likely show slight deviations from this trend at the County level.

Figure 2.3 Population Growth Trends

Year 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Average 
Change 

per Year
County Total 13,678 13,650 13,636 13,639 13,637 16,112 3.6%
Source: Trinity County Circulation Element.

Existing Trinity County Population
Table 2.2
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Figure 2.3
Population Growth Trends  
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2.2.3. Future Population
Figure 2.4 shows the population projections over the course of the 20-year Regional Transportation 
Plan, according to the California Department of Finance. The population between 2022 and 2042 is 
expected to decrease by 6.2% which is accompanied by an average annual decrease of 1.6%. Based on 
these projections, the population in 2022 is expected to decrease from 13,156 to 12,345 in 2042.

Figure 2.4: Future Population
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2.3. Demographics

2.3.1. Age of Population
Data from the California Department of Finance shows that the total population in Trinity County 
is expected to decline during the course of the RTP. The age of the existing population skews to the 
slightly older age groups, however, the population in these groups is expected to decrease the most 
in the next 20 years (46.4% between 2022 and 2042 for 65–79-year old’s) whereas there will be an 
increase in younger residents during this time period who are entering into working age. Despite a 
decrease in the total population, the increase in residents entering working/driving age will result in 
increased demand on the transportation system.

Table 2.3: Existing Age of Population

2.3.2. Demographics
Table 2.4 and Figure 2.5 show that the population in Trinity County is predominantly White (71.52%) 
with a significant Aisan population (14.29%) small American Indian and/or Alaska Native population 
(6.34%). There are several active tribes in Trinity County which include the Nor-Rel-Muk Wintu 
Nation, Tsnungwe  Council, Hoopa Tribe, Wintu Educational and Cultural Center, Round Valley 
Reservation, Shasta Indian Nation, Quartz Valley Indian Nation, and Bear River Band of Rohnerville 
Rancheria. 

Year Total Ages 0-4 Ages
 5-17

Ages
 18-34

Ages
 35-64

Ages
 65-79 Ages 80+

13,156 627 1,650 2,319 4,242 3,220 1,098
100% 4.8% 12.5% 17.6% 32.2% 24.5% 8.3%

12,952 637 1,665 2,472 3,674 3,113 1,391
100% 4.9% 12.9% 19.1% 28.4% 24.0% 10.7%

12,779 646 1,772 2,393 3,602 2,663 1,703
100% 5.1% 13.9% 18.7% 28.2% 20.8% 13.3%

12,573 631 1,857 2,454 3,674 2,069 1,888
100% 5.0% 14.8% 19.5% 29.2% 16.5% 15.0%

12,345 632 1,870 2,557 3,825 1,619 1,842
100% 5.1% 15.1% 20.7% 31.0% 13.1% 14.9%

Source: California DOF P-2B: Population Projections by Individual Year of Age.

Table 2.3
Existing and Future Age of Trinity County Population

2042

2037

2032

2027

2022
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Table 2.4: Race/Ethnicity of Trinity County in 2020

Figure 2.5: Demographics

Race/Ethnicity Number Percent

White 11,523 71.52%
American Indian and Alaska Native 1022 6.34%
Some other race 184 1.14%
Asian 2303 14.29%
Hispanic or Latino 937 5.82%
Black or African American 92 0.57%
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 51 0.32%

Total population 16,112 100.00%

Table 2.4

Race/Ethnicity Alone or in Combination with One or More Other Races

Source: 2020 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates.

     

White 72%

American Indian and 
Alaska Native 6%

Some other race 1%

Asian 14%

Hispanic or Latino 6%

Black or African 
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Native Hawaiian and 
Other Pacific Islander

0.3%

Figure 2.5 
Demographics
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2.4. Socioeconomic Conditions

2.4.1. Income
Table 2.5 shows the household income and median income in the past 12 months in 2019 inflation 
adjusted dollars in Trinity County, California, and the United States. The median income in Trinity 
County is 45.7% less than the state and 35% less than the country. When comparing income 
categories, the proportion of households in Trinity County making less than $25,000 is significantly 
more than the U.S. and state average.

Table 2.5: Household Income

2.4.2. Poverty
Almost a fifth of the population in Trinity County lives below the federal poverty level, according 
to the American Community Survey. This is higher than the state and country, and with a third of 
households reporting an income less than $25,000, many residents in the Trinity County could be 
considered low income.

Table 2.6: Poverty Level

Total Trinity County California United States

Less than $10,000 10.70% 4.70% 5.80%
$10,000 to $14,999 7.40% 3.90% 4.10%
$15,000 to $24,999 14.30% 6.90% 8.50%
$25,000 to $34,999 11% 7.10% 8.60%
$35,000 to $49,999 16.30% 10% 12%
$50,000 to $74,999 17.30% 15.30% 17.20%
$75,000 to $99,999 7.90% 12.30% 12.80%
$100,000 to $149,999 9.60% 17.10% 15.60%
$150,000 to $199,999 4.20% 9.40% 7.10%
$200,000 or more 1.30% 13.30% 8.30%

Median Income $41,780 $78,672 $64,994

Table 2.5
Household Income in the last 12 months

Source: 2020 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates.

Place Total Population Population with 
Poverty Status

Percent Below 
Poverty Level

Trinity County 12,327 2,860 23.20%
California 38,589,882 4,853,434 12.60%
United States 318,564,128 40,910,326 12.80%

Poverty Level
Table 2.6

Source: 2020 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates.
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2.4.3. Major Employers
According to the most recent data (April 2022), there are 4,130 people employed in Trinity County 
out of a labor force population of 4,300. The largest employers in the county tend to be schools as 
well as the county and state government (Table 2.7).

Table 2.7 Major Employers

2.4.4. Unemployment
According to the Employment Development Department (EDD), Trinity County has an unemployment 
rate of 3.7% which is slightly lower than the state of California. Other indicators of employment 
suggest that economic conditions are disproportionately affecting workers in Trinity County, 
especially as only 42.4% of the population 16 years and over is participating in the labor force. 
Additionally, the elderly population in the county might in part explain the low participation rate.

Employer Name Location Industry
County Landfill Weaverville Government Offices-County
County of Trinity Weaverville Federal Government Contractors
Dawn Hospice Weaverville Hospices
Douglas City Elementary School Douglas City Schools
Hayfork Elementary School Hayfork Schools
Hayfork High School Hayfork Schools
Hayfork Rs Hayfork Farming Service
Health & Human Services Department Weaverville Government Offices-County
Highway Patrol Weaverville Government Offices-State
Shasta Trinity National Weaverville Government Offices-State
Six Rivers National Forest Burnt Ranch Cabin Rentals
Southern Trinity Joint Unified Mad River School Districts
Trinity Alps Golf Crse-Country Weaverville Golf Courses
Trinity Alps Unified School District Weaverville School Districts
Trinity County Behavioral Health Weaverville Government Offices-County
Trinity County Dept-Transportation Weaverville Government Offices-County
Trinity County Jail Weaverville Government Offices-County
Trinity County Narcotics Task Weaverville Government Offices-County

Table 2.7
Major Employers

Source: California EDD Labor Market Information, April 2022.
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Table 2.8: Labor Force Participation and Unemployment

2.4.5. Educational Attainment
The majority of adults in Trinity County have a high school degree or higher and this proportion is 
higher than both the state and country. However, the proportion of adults with a bachelor’s degree or 
higher is much lower which might change as the future population growth is projected to skew to the 
younger age groups.

Table 2.9: Educational Attainment 18 Years and Over

Geographic Area Population 16 
years and over

Labor Force 
Participation 

Rate

Employment / 
Population Ratio

Unemployment 
Rate

Trinity County 10,630 42.40% 40.80% 3.70%
California 31,403,964 61.20% 58.90% 3.80%
United States 261,649,873 62.20% 60.00% 3.70%

Employment Characteristics
Table 2.8

Source: 2022 Employment Development Department, U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics 

Geographic Area Less than 
High School High School

Some College 
or Associate's 

Degree

Bachelor's 
Degree or 

Higher
Trinity County 6.70% 36.80% 38.00% 18.50%
California 15.40% 21.70% 31.10% 31.90%
United States 11.60% 27.30% 30.70% 30.40%

Educational Attainment 18 Years and Over
Table 2.9

Source: 2020 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates.
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2.5. Disadvantaged Communities
Various competitive grant programs such as the California Transportation Commission’s (CTC) 
Active Transportation Program (ATP) require projects to identify the location of a project and the 
expected impact to Disadvantaged Communities (DAC). Funds from this grant program and similar 
programs can be used to support the construction of transportation projects in the region. The most 
recent criteria for Cycle 6 of this grant program outline that a Disadvantaged Community can be 
defined by the following categories:

 � Median Household Income – A community will qualify as a DAC if the median income of the 
census tract that it is in is less than 80% of the statewide median income according to the most 
recent American Community Survey (ACS) Data. Currently, all five census tracts in the county 
qualify as a DAC under this definition (Table 2.10).

 � CalEnviroScreen - An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state 
according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health 
Screening Tool 4.0 will qualify as a DAC. None of the census tracts in Trinity County qualify as a 
SB 535 DAC, however, the Round Valley Reservation is designated as a DAC and is partly located 
in the southern portion of the county boundaries. 

 � National School Lunch Program- To qualify as a DAC, at least 75% of public-school students 
in the project area must be eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National 
School Lunch Program for the 2019-2020 school year. Table 2.12 shows that 8 out of 18 schools 
meet this definition from 2019-2020. 

 � Healthy Places Index - The Healthy Places Index includes a composite score for each census 
tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 
community characteristics. A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as 
a DAC. Table 2.12 shows that 3 out of 5 census tract’s quality under this definition. The county 
average is also much less than the 25th percentile emphasizing the need for active transportation 
projects in the region to increase walking and bicycling.

Other additional criteria such as the location of federally recognized tribal lands in the project 
area or supplemental data supporting the characterization of a community as a DAC can be used. 
Supplemental sources are encouraged when data from the census or CalEnviroScreen is unavailable, 
or the project location is in an unincorporated area.

Table 2.10: Disadvantaged Communities 
– Median Household Income

Table 2.11 Disadvantaged Communities 
– Healthy Places Index

Geographic Area MHI
Census Tract 1.01 $47,817
Census Tract 1.02 $46,161
Census Tract 2 $44,050
Census Tract 5 $28,707
Trinity County $41,780

Table 2.10

Disadvantaged Communities* -
Median Household Income (MHI)

Source: 2020 American Community Survey 5-year 
Estimates.
*  DAC as defined by ATP Guidelines (<$60,188).

Geographic Area HPI Score
Census Tract 1.01 14.45 percentile
Census Tract 1.02 44.02 percentile
Census Tract 2 20.54 percentile
Census Tract 3 4.698 percentile
Census Tract 4 No Data
Trinity County (average) 7.1 percentile

Disadvantaged Communities* -
Healthy Places Index (HPI)

Table 2.11

*DAC if Census Tract is in 25th percentile or less.
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Table 2.12: Disadvantaged Communities – Free or Reduced-Price Meal Eligibility

District Name School Name Enrollment
(K-12)

FRPM 
Count
(K-12)

Trinity County Office of 
Education

California Heritage Youthbuild 
Academy II 79 65

Trinity County Office of 
Education R.I.S.E. Academy 10 10

Burnt Ranch Elementary Burnt Ranch Elementary 62 43
Coffee Creek Elementary Coffee Creek Elementary 11 7
Douglas City Elementary Douglas City Elementary 162 84
Junction City Elementary Junction City Elementary 70 47
Lewiston Elementary Lewiston Elementary 66 45

Trinity Center Elementary Trinity Center Elementary 9 6

Southern Trinity Joint 
Unified Hoaglin-Zenia Elementary 11 6

Southern Trinity Joint 
Unified Mt. Lassic High (Continuation) 2 2

Southern Trinity Joint 
Unified Southern Trinity High 26 10

Southern Trinity Joint 
Unified Van Duzen Elementary 50 34

Mountain Valley Unified Hayfork Elementary 216 174
Mountain Valley Unified Hayfork High 84 75
Mountain Valley Unified Valley High 4 4
Trinity Alps Unified Alps View High (Continuation) 19 15
Trinity Alps Unified Trinity High 315 184
Trinity Alps Unified Weaverville Elementary 323 196

Disadvantaged Communities* - Free or Reduced Priced Meal (FRPM) Elig
Table 2.12

Source: California Department of Education Free or Reduced Price Meal Data 2021-2022.
*  DAC if 75% or more of students are eligible for free or reduced meals.
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Figure 2.6: Median Household Income Map 
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2.6. Housing

2.6.1. Housing Characteristics
There was an estimated total of 8,918 housing units in Trinity County in 2019 (Table 2.13) of which 
roughly 5,939 (66.6%) are occupied. Homes in Trinity County are more likely to be vacant than 
households in California and the United States. Only about 8% of units are vacant in California and 
12.1% are in the U.S. When examining occupied units, households in Trinity County are more likely to 
be owner occupied than renter occupied. This trend is similar to both the state and nation as there 
are more households that own their home than rent.

Table 2.13: Housing Characteristics

2.6.2. Home Value
The median value of housing units in Trinity County is roughly half the value of homes in California. 
In comparison to the median home value, the median income of households contributes to 
approximately 14% of the value of a home. This proportion is much lower at the county and state level 
than nationwide.

Table 2.14: Median Home Value vs. Median Household Income

Geographic 
Area

Total 
Housing 

Units

Owner-
Occupied % Renter-

Occupied % Vacant 
Units %  

Trinity County 8,895 4,041 45.40% 1,855 20.90% 2,999 33.70%
California 14,210,945 7,241,318 51.00% 5,861,796 41.20% 1,107,831 7.80%
United States 138,432,751 78,801,376 56.90% 43,552,843 31.50% 16,078,532 11.60%

Table 2.13
Housing Characteristics

Source: 2020 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates

Geographic 
Area

Median 
Home Value

Median 
Household 

Income

Median Household 
Income as % of 

Home Value
Trinity County $285,700 $41,780 14.60%
California $538,500 $78,672 14.60%
United States $229,800 $64,994 28.30%

Table 2.14
Home Value

Source: 2020 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates.
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2.7. Transportation

2.7.1. Vehicle Ownership
Vehicle ownership rates in Trinity County slightly vary compared to the ownership rates for 
California and the United States (Table 2.15). Among households who own a vehicle, ownership rates 
in Trinity County (93.9%) are slightly higher than California (92.9%) and the United States (91.3%) 
whereas there are more households who do not own a vehicle in California and the U.S.

Table 2.15: Vehicle Ownership

2.7.2. Mode Share
As with other rural areas, the automobile is the primary travel mode of choice in Trinity County. A 
heavy reliance on private vehicles, especially single occupancy vehicles, is associated with increased 
congestion, local and regional air pollution, traffic injuries and fatalities, and contributes to climate 
change. Shifting from private vehicles to more sustainable travel modes such as bicycles, public 
transport, and walking in combination with denser land use development results in cascading benefits 
at the local and regional level such as decreased congestion and air pollution as well as increased 
physical activity. Table 2.16 and Figure 2.5 shows that the majority of workers in Trinity County drive 
to work alone (67.5%) or by carpool (8.8%). The share of workers who reported working from home 
(17.4%) is considerably larger than the average worker in California (5.9%) and the United States 
(5.2%). Historical data from previous ACS estimates prior to the pandemic also show high shares of 
remote work. This suggests that there is a unique potential in Trinity County to encourage the use of 
sustainable travel modes for non-work trips.

Vehicles 
Available Trinity County California United States

0 6.84% 7.02% 8.45%
1 32.39% 30.04% 32.49%
2 37.19% 36.96% 37.10%

3+ 23.58% 25.98% 21.96%

Vehicle Ownership for Owner Occupied Housing Units
Table 2.15

Source: 2020 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates.
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Table 2.16: Mode Share

Figure 2.7: Mode Share

Mode of Travel Trinity County California United States
Drove Alone 69.50% 72.10% 74.90%
Carpool 7.60% 10.00% 8.90%
Public transportation 
(excluding taxicab) 1.50% 4.60% 4.60%

Walked 2.00% 2.50% 2.60%
Bicycle 1.20% 0.80% 0.50%
Taxicab, motorcycle, 
or other means 2.20% 1.60% 1.30%

Worked from home 16.00% 8.40% 7.30%

Commute Mode Share
Table 2.16

Source: 2020 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates.

Drove Alone 69%
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Figure 2.7
Commute Mode Share in Trinity County (2020)
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2.7.3. Commute Patterns
Table 2.17 shows the commuting patterns in Trinity County between various origins and destinations 
inside and outside of the County boundaries. 1,531 of the 3,455 employed residents in Trinity County 
work within Trinity County (44.3%). The remaining 56% work in other counties outside of Trinity 
County which includes Shasta County, Humboldt County, Sacramento County, Sonoma County, and 
Butte County.

Table 2.17: Commute Patterns

2.7.4. Air Quality
Air quality standards are set at the state and federal level through the California Ambient Air Quality 
Standards (CAAQS) and National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). The California Air 
Resources Board (CARB) is the lead agency in California for climate programs and oversees all air 
pollution control efforts to maintain air quality standards. Air quality is managed and monitored on a 
regional basis and therefore CARB has divided the state into 15 air basins. Trinity County is located 
in the North Coast Air Basin where the regional environmental regulatory agency is the North Coast 
Air Quality Management District (NCUAQMD). The main responsibility of NCUAQMD is to control 
the pollution from stationary sources. The district also develops an Annual Network Plan for Ambient 
Air Monitoring which discusses how air quality is monitored in the region and expected changes to 
the monitory process.

Air quality standards from the California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) and National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) do not classify Trinity County as an area in nonattainment 
for any criteria pollutants. State area designations for 10 criteria pollutants (ozone, suspended 
particulate matter (PM10), fine suspended particulate matter (PM2.5), carbon monoxide, nitrogen 
dioxide, sulfur dioxide, sulfates, lead, hydrogen sulfide, and visibility reducing particles) are set 
by CARB while Federal area designations for 6 criteria pollutants (ozone, PM10, PM2.5, carbon 
monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, and sulfur dioxide) are set by the U.S. EPA.

Trinity 
County

Shasta 
County

Humboldt 
County 

Sacramento 
County 

Sonoma 
County 

Butte 
County

Other 
Counties

Trinity County 1,531 305 189 171 125 102 1,032
Shasta County 348 48,090 519 1,410 625 1,591 10,434

Humboldt County 123 590 40,817 1,019 433 285 5,408
Sacramento County 26 958 293 418,727 4,487 2,208 249,199

Sonoma County 12 167 218 4,072 139,123 344 76,301
Butte County 24 1,243 205 3,541 665 54,369 20,169

Source: 2019 Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics.

Table 2.17
Commuting Patterns

Destination

O
ri

gi
n
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2.8. Streets and Roads

2.8.1. Current System
Streets and roads are the primary means of local and through travel in the region, and are essential 
for mobility, goods movement, public transit, pedestrians and cyclists as well as airport ground access. 
The term roadways include highways, streets and unpaved roads.

As shown in Table 2.18 and 2.19, there are a total of 1,883.78 miles of maintained roads in Trinity 
County. Most of these roads are defined as Local Roads providing access to adjoining properties and 
primary residences. The County of Trinity maintains and operates a total of 627.83 miles of roadway, 
while Caltrans maintains 198.94 miles of state highways and the National Park Service and U.S. Forest 
Service own and maintain 3.28 and 1,053.73 miles, respectively (Table 2.18).

Table 2.18: Existing Roadway Facilities

2.8.2. Roadway Classifications
Figure 2.8 below displays the major roadways in Trinity County along with their functional 
classification, as designated by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). More broadly, roadway 
classifications are characterized in the following manner:

Arterials
Arterials provide the highest level of service at the greatest speed for the longest uninterrupted 
distance, with some degree of access control. The principle arterials identified in Trinity County are 
integrated intra-county roads connecting Trinity County to surrounding counties and cities, including 
cities and communities in the Central Valley and in Oregon. State Route (SR) 3, SR-36, and SR-299 
are classified as major arterial roadways in Trinity County and are the main connections through and 
beyond the County.

Collectors
Collectors provide a less highly developed level of service at a lower speed for shorter distances by 
collecting traffic from local roads and connecting them with arterials. The FHWA further delineates 
collectors into major and minor collectors. Major collectors connect to arterials or regional 
destinations, and minor collectors generally connect local roadways to major collectors. Major 
collectors in Trinity County serve primarily intra-county travel serving smaller communities and 
countywide trip generators, such as consolidated school, shopping and recreational destinations. Trip 
lengths may be comparable to those of minor arterials in low density areas. 

Jurisdiction Rural Road Miles Total Miles % Total Miles
National Park Service 3.28 3.28 0.20%
State Highways 198.94 198.94 10.60%
Trinity County 627.83 627.83 33.30%
U.S. Forest Services 1,053.73 1,053.73 55.90%
Total Maintained Miles 1,883.78 1,883.78 100.00%

Table 2.18
Roadway Mileage and Jurisdiction 

Source: California Public Road Data 2019.
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Local Roads
Local roads provide access to adjoining properties and primary residences. There is virtually no 
through traffic as they serve to primarily provide access to adjacent arterials and collectors. Local 
roads constitute the remaining roadway mileage not classified as arterial or collector in Trinity 
County.

Table 2.19: Roadway Classifications
Personal vehicles are the main mode of transportation used in Trinity County due to the community 
being primarily rural and mountainous. Trinity County contains three major state highways: SR-3, 
SR-36, and SR-299. SR-299 is a major arterial. SR-3, SR-36, Lance Gulch Road, Rush Creek Road and 
the 6.5 miles of Trinity Dam Boulevard between SR-299 and Rush Creek Road are all minor arterials. 
Throughout Trinity County travel primarily occurs on the state highway system, which is described in 
more detail below. 

State Route 299 (SR-299)
State Route 299 runs east-west through Trinity County, entering over Buckhorn Summit from 
Redding to the east and crossing into Humboldt County near Salyer to the west. SR-299 links the 
communities of Lewiston, Douglas City, Weaverville, Junction City, Big Flat, Big Bar, Burnt Ranch, 
and Salyer, as well as several smaller communities. SR-299 carries a variety of traffic including local 
(intra-regional), recreational, commuter, and commercial. SR-299 has been classified as a National 
Forest scenic byway and is heavily utilized for access to and along the Trinity River. It is also classified 
as a Focus Route by Caltrans because of its importance as an inter-regional route (for both auto and 
truck traffic) between the Northern Sacramento Valley and the North Coast. 

SR-299 also serves as the major roadway within Weaverville, connecting the more established 
commercial and government center on the northwest with newer commercial and employment 
centers to the southeast. Due to the limited roadway network, virtually all trips in Weaverville use 
SR-299, which (in combination with through traffic) results in SR-299 carrying the highest traffic 
volumes within the County, particularly during peak summer travel periods. 

SR-299 has limited passing opportunities, particularly west of Weaverville. Implementation of 
federally mandated barrier striping on state highways in 1988 resulted in severely restricted passing 
opportunities. Only six passing lanes exist (four eastbound, two westbound) on SR-299 between 
Willow Creek and Douglas City, a stretch of 65 miles. The distance between passing lanes for 

Principle Arterial - Other 72.09
Minor Arterial 142.59

Major 139.24
Minor 190.69

Local 1,339.17
Total 1,883.78

Source: FHWA California Road System Classification.

Table 2.19
Road Miles by Functional Classification

Arterial 

Collectors

Local 
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eastbound traffic is 26 miles (Hawkins Bar to Big Flat), while the distance for westbound traffic is a 
52-mile gap between passing lanes (Oregon Mountain to Willow Creek).

Other roadways with similar functional classifications as the state highways in Trinity County include 
Interstate and U.S. Highways. Neither of these roadway types are located directly in Trinity County, 
but they serve as a route option for travelers in the larger region. Forest roads are also present in the 
county and are described in more detail below.

State Route 3 (SR-3)
State Route 3 runs north-south through Trinity County, beginning at SR-36 just south of Peanut 
and passing out of Trinity County over Scott’s Mountain north of Trinity Lake. SR-3 passes through 
Hayfork, Douglas City, Weaverville, Trinity Center, and Coffee Creek as well as several smaller 
communities. It serves as the primary north-south roadway in the county, connecting central and 
northern Trinity County with the county seat of Weaverville. Between Douglas City and Weaverville, 
SR-3 and SR-299 are the same route (by statute, SR-299 is the assigned route number). SR-3 carries 
local (intra-county) traffic as well as recreational and commercial (primarily natural resource) traffic. 
SR-3 has sharp curves, limited passing opportunities between Douglas City and Hayfork as well as 
between Slate Creek and Trinity Center and is not maintained during winter months over Scott’s 
Mountain. Within Weaverville, SR-3 provides access between the central commercial district and 
Weaverville Elementary School, residential areas, and the Weaverville Airport.

State Route 36 (SR-36)
State Route 36 runs east-west through the southern portion of the county, entering Trinity County 
near Wildwood from the east and crossing into Humboldt County west of Mad River. Other than 
passing through the communities of Forest Glen and Mad River, SR-36 mostly passes through 
undeveloped forest land. SR-36 provides access to Fortuna in Humboldt County to the west and 
Red Bluff in Tehama County to the east, as well as Hayfork and Weaverville (via SR-3), to Wildwood 
and Post Mountain, and to Southern Trinity County, including Ruth, Zenia and Kettenpom via County 
collector roads. SR-36 provides access for residents of Southern Trinity County who travel to Eureka 
for shopping opportunities. The capacity of SR-36 is limited by horizontal and vertical curves, narrow 
lane and shoulder widths, and by the limited passing opportunities.

Forest Service Roads
There are five National forests in Trinity County, and a number of roads within these forests 
provide access to a variety of activities including timber harvest, recreational opportunities, forest 
management activities and fire protection. Trinity County has approximately 784 miles of Forest 
Service Roads. In addition, there are approximately 6 miles of U.S. Fish and Wildlife service roads 
within the county.
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Figure 2.8: Map of Roadway Classifications
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2.8.3. Pavement Conditions
Due to limited funds, many roadways have pavement conditions that are in need of repair. The 
average Pavement Condition Index (PCI) for roadways in Trinity County is 57 (California Local 
Streets & Roads Needs Assessment 2020 Update). PCI values range from 0-100, and optimally, 
pavement improvements will occur when PCI levels are at 66 or above. As PCI ratings lower, 
preventative pavement repair costs increase exponentially. With a PCI of 70 or above, preventative 
maintenance is relatively inexpensive at about $4.60-$4.85/square yard. For a PCI between 50 
and 70, repair costs go up to about $18.05-$18.80/square yard. Once the PCI goes below 50, repair 
costs rise to $28.45-$29.73/square yard and can go up to almost $70/square yard for roads that 
deteriorate to the point of needing a total reconstruction.

Table 2.20: Pavement Conditions
The PCI in Trinity County is in the upper part of the PCI score range deemed as “Higher Risk” (PCI of 
50-60). As seen in Table 2.20, Trinity County’s average PCI rating has improved since 2012. However, 
once pavement reaches a PCI score of around 50, it tends to deteriorate at a much faster rate and 
should be addressed as quickly as possible.

 2012 PCI 2014 PCI 2016 PCI 2018 PCI 2020 PCI Avg. Change
Trinity County 50 60 62 59 54 2.50%

Good Lower Risk Higher Risk Poor

(71-100) (61-70) (50-60) (0-49)

Source: California Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment 2012, 2014, 2016, 2018, and 2020.

Table 2.20
Pavement Conditions

Legend:
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2.8.4. Bridges
According to the 2020 California Streets & Roads Needs Assessment, there are 98 County-
maintained bridges within Trinity County (Table 2.21). The Needs Assessment reports a Sufficiency 
Rating (SR) value for each bridge; bridges with values under 80 and above 50 are considered 
eligible for rehabilitation and bridges with a rating under 50 are considered structurally deficient or 
functionally obsolete and are eligible for replacement. Of the 92 bridges in Trinity County, 21 have a 
sufficiency rating below 80 but above 50 and are eligible for rehabilitation and 12 have a sufficiency 
rating under 50 and are eligible for replacement. The average SR rating for Trinity County bridges 
has only fluctuated from 77 to 78 since 2012, and the estimated cost for bridge needs is currently 
estimated at $105 million. Bridges on rural roads are essential to the transportation network.  
Maintaining bridges so that the most direct route can be used to transport goods to the market is 
essential to being competitive in the current economy.

Table 2.21: Bridge Sufficiency Rating

2.8.5. Traffic Volumes
Traffic volumes provide an indication of the daily or hourly utilization of a particular roadway facility. 
This level of utilization can then be evaluated relative to the ability of the roadway to accommodate 
traffic to yield an assessment of the quality of service experienced by motorists who use the facility. 

Average annual daily traffic (AADT) volumes for Trinity County state highways are shown in Table 
2.22. The data on the existing conditions of roadway volumes in Trinity County comes from the most 
recently published Caltrans traffic volumes for state highways (2019). As can be seen in Table 2.22, 
SR-299 experiences the highest Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) in Trinity County. SR-299 is 
the major arterial in Trinity County and is the main route for goods movement, tourism, and local 
travel in the county. Many sections of state highways in Trinity County experienced small positive and 
negative growth between 2015 and 2019.

 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
Number of Bridges 96 96 92 92 98
Average SR 77 77 78 78 78
Structures with SR <=  80 32 32 21 21 33
Structures with SR <=  50 12 12 12 12 10
Total Bridge Need (Millions) $24.00 $24.00 $27.00 $105.00 $78.00
Source: California Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment 2012, 2014, 2016, 2018, and 
2020

Table 2.21
Bridge Sufficiency Rating (SR)
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Table 2.22: Existing Traffic Volumes

Segment

2015 
AADT

2016 
AADT

2017 
AADT

2018 
AADT

2019 
AADT

Avg. 
Annual 

Change, 
2015-2019

Jct. SR-36 610 610 620 480 530 -3.30%
Morgan Hill Road 2350 2350 2400 2350 2400 0.50%
Hayfork 2350 2350 2400 2350 2400 0.50%
Weaverville, North Jct. SR-299 3750 3750 3850 3350 3450 -2.00%
County Dump Road 1950 1950 2000 2300 2350 5.10%
Rush Creek Road 800 800 860 790 790 -0.30%
Trinity Center State Highway 
Maintenance Station 520 520 470 520 540 1.00%

Coffee Creek Road 200 200 220 330 330 16.30%
U. S. Forest Service Road to 
Trinity/Siskiyou County Line 130 130 140 140 130 0.00%

Humboldt/Trinity County Line 1050 1050 1250 1350 1400 8.30%
Lower Mad Riv Road 501 RT 540 540 620 600 610 3.20%
Forest Glen Maintenance Station 480 480 550 540 550 3.60%
Jct. SR-3 North to Trinity/Shasta 
County Line 410 410 470 470 480 4.30%

Humboldt/Trinity County Line 3300 3300 3100 3450 3450 1.10%
East Limits Salyer 2800 2800 2500 2600 2600 -1.80%
Burnt Ranch Road 2050 2050 1850 2100 2150 1.20%
Del Loma 2000 2000 1800 1900 1950 -0.60%
Little French CR 2000 2000 1800 1950 2000 0.00%
Bigflatcmp-Wheelgluchrd 2850 2850 2550 2400 2450 -3.50%
Weaverville, West City Limits 3450 3450 3400 2900 2950 -3.60%
Weaverville, Washington Street 10900 10900 10700 9700 9900 -2.30%
Martin/Nugget Roads 6500 6700 6600 6100 6200 -1.20%
East Jct. SR-3 4150 4250 4150 4200 4300 0.90%
Lewiston Road 4050 4050 3950 4550 4650 3.70%
New Lewiston Road to 
Trinity/Shasta County Line 3950 3950 3900 4400 4500 3.50%

Source: 2015 - 2019 California Public Road Data.

Table 2.22
Historic and Existing Average Annual Daily Traffic

State Route 3

State Route 36

State Route 299
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Forecasted Traffic Volumes Traffic volume forecasts can be seen in Table 2.23. A variable formula 
was used to forecast average traffic based on the average annual change from 2015-2019. Roadway 
segments with minor increases or decreases in this time period were projected at a matching 
constant rate of increase or decrease. Roadways with significant average traffic increases were 
projected at a higher rate of increase in proportion to traffic increases experienced between 2015 
and 2019. Road segments that experienced no change between 2015 and 2019 have been projected 
to remain constant.

Table 2.23: Forecasted Average Annual Daily Traffic

Segment
2022 

AADT
2027 

AADT
2032 
AADT

2037 
AADT

2042 
AADT

Jct. Rte. 36 484 415 357 306 263
Morgan Hill Road 2473 2599 2731 2871 2898
Hayfork 2473 2599 2731 2871 2898
Weaverville, North Jct. Rte. 299 3247 2935 2653 2398 2146
County Dump Road 2587 3148 3830 4659 5287
Rush Creek Road 767 729 693 659 614
Trinity Center State Highway 556 585 615 646 652
Coffee Creek Road 382 488 622 794 936
U. S. Forest Service Road to 
Trinity/Siskiyou County Line 130 130 130 130 126

Humboldt/Trinity County Line 1621 2068 2640 3369 4300
Lower Mad Riv Road 501 RT 667 773 896 1038 1227
Forest Glen Maintenance Station 601 697 808 936 1107
Jct. Rte. 3 North to Trinity/Shasta 
County Line 525 608 705 817 966

Humboldt/Trinity County Line 3661 4042 4463 4927 5440
East Limits Salyer 2447 2212 1999 1807 1700
Burnt Ranch Road 2282 2519 2781 3071 3390
Del Loma 1892 1799 1711 1627 1594
Little French CR 2000 2000 2000 2000 2040
Bigflatcamp-Wheelgluchrd 2236 1920 1649 1416 1279
Weaverville, West City Limits 2692 2312 1985 1705 1540
Weaverville, Washington Street 9318 8423 7613 6882 6475
Martin/Nugget Roads 5835 5275 4768 4310 4055
East Jct. Rte. 3 4430 4656 4894 5143 5459
Lewiston Road 5081 5890 6829 7916 9088
New Lewiston Road to 4917 5700 6608 7661 8795
Source: 2015 - 2019 California Public Road Data.

Table 2.23
Forecasted Average Annual Daily Traffic

State Route 3

State Route 36

State Route 299
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2.8.6. Vehicle Miles Traveled
Vehicle miles of travel (VMT) is a general but robust measure of vehicle activity. It measures the 
extent of utilization a transportation network experienced by motorists. Although it is not a good 
indicator of congestion, it is a great indicator of overall vehicle activity and identifies bottlenecks or 
high delay “hotspot” locations. VMT is commonly applied on a per-household or per-capita basis and 
is a primary input for regional air quality analyses and for developing VMT rates for safety analysis. 
Per Senate Bill 743 (Steinberg, 2013), VMT is now the basis for transportation impact identification 
and mitigation under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). However, jurisdictions must 
also ensure consistency with current land use plans, some of which still utilize Level of Service (LOS) 
as a primary metric. Future Regional Transportation Plan updates will be consistent with the County 
General Plan and will promote new developments adjacent to existing developments in order to 
reduce VMT and travel times.

VMT data is annually reported as part of the Federal Highway Performance Monitoring System 
(HPMS) program. The HPMS program uses a sample-based method that combines traffic counts 
stratified by functional classification of roadways by volume groups to produce sample based 
geographic estimates of VMT. HPMS VMT estimates are reported for each county by local 
jurisdiction. Population data is gathered from the California Department of Finance. 

Estimates of countywide VMT for Trinity County from 2015 to 2019 are provided in Table 2.24. 
VMT is displayed both as a total figure and as a per-capita figure for the jurisdiction it is measured 
in. Dramatic changes in VMT within these jurisdictions can be attributed to roadway mile inventory 
changes (e.g., new or abandoned roadways).

Vehicle Miles Traveled have been projected over a 20-year lifetime of the RTP in Table 2.24a. A 
variable formula was used to forecast VMT based on the average annual change from 2015-2019. 
Roadway segments with minor increases or decreases in this time period were projected at a 
matching constant rate of increase or decrease. Roadways with significant average VMT increases 
were projected at a higher rate of increase in proportion to VMT increases experienced between 
2015 and 2019. Road segments that experienced no change between 2015 and 2019 have been 
projected to remain constant. These overall figures were these tabulated on a per-capita basis using 
population projections from California’s Department of Finance. determined earlier in this chapter.  
Overall, VMT on roadways in Trinity County is not expected to change drastically between 2022 and 
2042.
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Table 2.24a: Future Vehicle Miles Traveled

2.8.7. Truck Traffic
Table 2.25 shows truck traffic in Trinity County expressed as a percent of the total traffic per 
roadway segment. Similar to the overall AADT, SR-299 experiences the highest rate of truck AADT 
in Trinity County. In the segments of SR-299 that experience the most truck traffic, trucks make up 
over 10% of the total vehicles on the road. From 2015 to 2019, SR-3, SR-36 and SR-299 have not 
significantly changed in total truck AADT levels.

Table 2.25: Truck Traffic

Segment 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Jct. SR-36 4.20% 4.20% 4.20% 4.20% 4.16%
Morgan Hill Road 10.79% 10.79% 10.79% 10.79% 10.77%
Weaverville, North Jct. SR-299 5.08% 5.08% 5.08% 5.40% 5.41%
Trinity Center State Highway 
Maintenance Station 7.31% 7.31% 7.31% 7.31% 7.31%

U. S. Forest Service Road 12.14% 12.14% 11.33% 25.33% 25.33%
Trinity/Siskiyou County Line 4.50% 5.50% 5.71% 5.71% 5.38%

Jct. SR-3 North 3.42% 3.42% 3.52% 3.42% 3.56%
Trinity/Shasta County Line 3.03% 3.03% 2.98% 3.03% 2.98%

Weaverville, West City Limits 8.74% 8.74% 8.74% 8.74% 8.74%
Weaverville, Washington Street 3.43% 3.43% 3.43% 3.43% 3.43%
East Jct. SR-3 7.07% 6.97% 7.08% 6.46% 6.73%
New Lewiston Road 11.41% 11.42% 11.42% 11.42% 11.42%

**  Each AADT is an average of up to 5 traffic count locations.
Source: 2015 - 2019 California Public Road Data.

Table 2.25
Truck Traffic as a Percentage of Total Traffic

State Route 3

State Route 36

State Route 299

Jurisdiction 2022 VMT 
Per Capita

2027 VMT 
Per Capita

2032 VMT 
Per Capita

2037 VMT 
Per Capita

2042 VMT 
Per Capita

National Park Service 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002
State Highways 27.486 29.343 31.257 33.390 35.741
Trinity County 5.874 5.675 5.469 5.287 5.120
U.S. Forest Services 16.248 17.346 18.477 19.738 21.128

Total 50 52.36543 55 58.41225 62

Table 2.24a
Forcasted Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Per Capita
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2.8.8. Safety
Traffic collision data is collected by the Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) developed 
by UC Berkeley and contains collision data from the Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System 
(SWITRS). This database collects and processes data from traffic collisions all across the state of 
California. The most recent data available is from 2020 and the summary tables provide information 
for the entire state, state highways, and individual counties and cities. Accident totals are provided 
for accidents resulting in injuries, fatalities, and property damage in addition to other accident 
information such as whether pedestrians or bicyclists were involved. Table 2.26 shows the traffic 
collision data between 2017 and 2020 for Trinity County. The data shows that traffic collisions year 
over year have very little variation and that collisions involving motorcyclists are the most common.

The main cause for a majority of the traffic collisions is a vehicle collision that resulted in a vehicle 
being run off of the road or hitting an object. Current roadway conditions that exist in Trinity County 
are some of the main factors in causing these types of traffic accidents. These include narrow road 
and shoulder widths, limited passing opportunities, and horizontal and vertical curves.

In relation to the total County population in 2020, the number of injury crashes per capita is 
relatively low which is to be expected due to the small population of the rural county. Nevertheless, 
an increasing trend in injury crashes suggests the need to address safely issues along roadways in 
the county. Some of the main safety needs include wider roads and shoulders, guardrails, and high 
visibility striping.

Figures 2.9 and 2.10 below display the collision areas in Weaverville and Trinity County as a whole. The 
majority of collisions occur throughout SR-299 in Weaverville and some segments of SR-3.
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Table 2.26: Collision History

Route
Total 

Collisions
Fatal 

Collisions
Motorcycle 
Collisions

Pedestrian 
Collisions

Bicycle 
Collisions

SR-3 8 0 4 0 0
SR-36 7 0 1 0 0

SR-299 25 2 6 0 1
2017 Total 40 2 11 0 1

SR-3 13 1 4 1 0
SR-36 11 1 6 1 0

SR-299 34 2 3 0 0
2018 Total 58 4 13 2 0

SR-3 16 4 2 0 0
SR-36 3 0 1 0 0

SR-299 39 4 6 2 1
2019 Total 58 8 9 2 1

SR-3 17 2 2 0 0
SR-36 6 0 2 0 0

SR-299 35 2 5 1 0
2020 Total 58 4 9 1 0

Total 214 18 42 5 2

2020

Source: Berkley TIMS.

Table 2.26
Collision History

2017

2018

2019
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Figure 2.9: Heatmap of Collisions
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Figure 2.10: Map of Collisions in Weaverville
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2.9. Public Transit

2.9.1. Trinity Transit
The Trinity County Department of Transportation (TCDOT) administers public transportation 
services within Trinity County. Transit service is branded as “Trinity Transit” and has been operating 
since 1988. This service has been very effective and has filled a critical gap that was identified in 
the California Statewide Rural Intercity Bus Study in 2008, and included as a service need in the 
California Statewide Rural Intercity Bus Study Update in 2018. 

Trinity Transit provides a link for residents of the sparsely-populated, geographically-dispersed, and 
rural Trinity County. By providing connections to the urban areas of Eureka, Redding, and beyond, 
Trinity Transit connects riders to medical and social service providers, budget-friendly shopping 
options, family and friends, education opportunities, and the national transportation network. Trinity 
Transit currently operates four routes with Weaverville as the hub of operations. These routes 
operate between the communities of Douglas City, Hayfork, Junction City, Lewiston, Redding, 
Weaverville, and Willow Creek. Service between these communities includes fixed-route service and 
inter-city lines. 

Routes
The Willow Creek route is an essential intercity service to Humboldt County. The 120-mile route 
provides morning and afternoon service five days a week with timely connections to Humboldt 
Transit Authority. It is defined by mountain ranges, extreme weather, and construction delays. Trinity 
County residents utilize this route to travel to Arcata, Eureka, and beyond, in pursuance of less-
expensive shopping, educational opportunities, social and medical appointments, and the Arcata 
Transit Center. 

The Redding route is an extension of the Willow Creek route, and serves as an essential intercity 
route connecting Interstate 5 in the Sacramento Valley and Highway 101 on the northern Pacific 
Coast. This is a critical link in California’s Interregional Corridor Area 3, North Coast -Northern 
Nevada. The 90-mile route provides morning and afternoon service five days a week. It is defined 
by mountain ranges, including Buckhorn pass at over 3,000 elevation, extreme weather, and 
construction delays. The Redding route allows passengers to attend social and medical appointments, 
access less-expensive shopping, explore educational opportunities, connect to Redding’s Downtown 
Transit Center, and much more. 

The Lewiston route stays within the boundaries of Trinity County and has a morning, mid-day, 
and afternoon service. The community of Lewiston utilizes Trinity Transit to access services in 
Weaverville, Redding, and Eureka. This route serves as a “feeder” route allowing passengers to make 
timely connections to the intercity routes mentioned above. 

The Hayfork route has a morning, mid-day, and afternoon service. The rural community of Hayfork 
utilizes Trinity Transit to access services in Weaverville, Redding, and Eureka. This route also serves as 
a “feeder” route. Figure 2.11 depicts the system map with each transit line and service area. Table 2.27 
provides route schedules and other transit service characteristics.
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Fares
Trips within the same community (e.g., origin and destination in Weaverville) have a fare of $1 and 
fares increase with distance for each additional stop along the line with the highest fare being $10. 
Reduced fares are available for veterans, students, children (6-11), seniors (65+), and disabled persons.

Ridership
Ridership for Trinity Transit has slightly decreased between 2015 and 2020 (Table 2.28).
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Figure 2.11: Map of Trinity Transit Services
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Willow Creek @ Hwy 299 96 9:15 AM 44::4455  PPMM
Panther Rd.     9:16 AM 44::4466  PPMM

Early Bird     9:18 AM 44::4488  PPMM
Main Street Auto 7:32 AM 22::3377  PPMM Salyer      9:23 AM 44::5533  PPMM
Weaverville Library 7:35 AM 22::4400  PPMM

Junction City Cafe 7:47 AM 22::5522  PPMM
Power House Rd. 7:50 AM 22::5555  PPMM
Big Foot Campground 7:52 AM 22::5577  PPMM

East Fork Rd. (Helena) 7:57 AM 33::0022  PPMM
Pigeon Point (across Hwy) 7:57 AM 33::0022  PPMM Del Loma RV Park   9:53 AM 55::2233  PPMM

Big Bar Ranger Station 8:09 AM 33::1144  PPMM Hwy 299 Corral Bottom   10:02 AM 55::3322  PPMM
Big Bar @ old market 8:10 AM 33::1155  PPMM Big Flat @ TAP Store  10:06 AM 55::3366  PPMM

Pigeon Point     10:15 AM 55::4455  PPMM

Burnt Ranch Post Office 8:35 AM 33::4400  PPMM Trinity Canyon Lodge    10:19 AM 55::4499  PPMM
Burnt Ranch Store 8:36 AM 33::4411  PPMM Big Foot Campground    10:21 AM 55::5511  PPMM
Hawkins Bar @ Denny Rd. 8:42 AM 33::4477  PPMM

Junction City Store    10:26 AM 55::5566  PPMM

Early Bird (across Hwy) 8:53 AM 33::5588  PPMM Weaverville Library     10:37 AM 66::0077  PPMM
Mill Street @ CSD sign  10:39 AM 66::0099  PPMM

Panther Rd. (across Hwy) 8:55 AM 44::0000  PPMM

55::5533  PPMM10:23 AMPower House Rd
 (across Hwy)  

55::4455  PPMM10:15 AMEast Fork Rd. @ turnout
 (Helena) 

22::3300  PPMM7:25 AMChevron Mini Mart
 (on Hwy 3)

JUNCTION CITY     

BIG FLAT / BIG BAR  

DEL LOMA     

BURNT RANCH / HAWKINS BAR  

SALYER      

55::3311  PPMM10:01 AMBig Bar
 (across from old market) 

55::0077  PPMM9:37 AMBurnt Ranch Post Office
 (across Hwy) 

55::0066  PPMM9:36 AMBurnt Ranch Store
 (across Hwy)  

55::0000  PPMM9:30 AMHawkins Bar (Hwy 299 across 
from trailer park) 

Del Loma RV Park
 (across Hwy)

DEL LOMA

BURNT RANCH / HAWKINS BAR

33::2255  PPMM8:20 AM

Trinity Canyon Lodge
 (across Hwy)

SALYER

33::5544  PPMM8:49 AMSalyer Store
 (across from store)

44::0022  PPMM8:57 AMWillow Creek @
 Hwy 299 & 96

WILLOW CREEK

WEAVERVILLE      

Hwy 299 Martin Rd
 (near Burger King) 10:42 AM 66::1122  PPMM

BIG FLAT / BIG BAR

33::1122  PPMM8:07 AMBig Flat @ Trinity River 
Rafting

WEAVERVILLE WILLOW CREEK

Table 2.27
Bus Schedules in Trinity County

Weaverville to Willow Creek - Blue Route
Weekday Westbound Weekday Eastbound

Hwy 299 & Martin Rd
 (near Burger King) 7:30 AM 22::3355  PPMM

JUNCTION CITY

22::5599  PPMM7:54 AM
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Chevron Mini Mart
 (on Hwy 3) 7:15 AM 11:00 AM Canby Rd. Transfer Ctr.

 (Mt Shasta Mall) 10:15 AM 33::3300  PPMM

Weaverville Library 7:20 AM 11:05 AM
Mill Street @ CSD sign 7:22 AM 11:07 AM

RABA Transit Center 10:30 AM 33::4455  PPMM

Old Shasta (post office area) 10:41 AM 33::5566  PPMM
Douglas City Park & Ride 7:34 AM 11:19 AM

Indian Creek Lodge 11:17 AM 44::3322  PPMM
Old Shasta @ Buell Alley 8:13 AM 11:58 AM Douglas City Park & Ride 11:19 AM 44::3344  PPMM

RABA Transit Center 8:24 AM 1122::0099  PPMM

OOppttiioonnaall  DDrroopp  OOffff  SSttooppss
Turtle Bay OOppttiioonnaall  DDrroopp  OOffff  SSttooppss

Main Street Auto
Weaverville Library     

Shasta College Chevron Mini Mart (Hwy 3)

10:20 AMTurtle Bay @
 Riverfront Park

WEAVERVILLE

11:27 AMHwy 299 & Martin Rd.
 (near Burger King)

WWeeaavveerrvviillllee  TToo  RReeddddiinngg  --  RReedd  RRoouuttee
WWeeeekkddaayy  EEaassttbboouunndd WWeeeekkddaayy  WWeessttbboouunndd

TRINITY DAM

FRENCH GULCH

44::0077  PPMM10:05 AMFrench Gulch
 (north side Hwy 299)

11:31 AM7:46 AMTrinity Dam Blvd.
 (south side Hwy 299)

44::2222  PPMM11:07 AM

DOUGLAS CITY
OLD SHASTA

REDDING

33::3355  PPMM

WEAVERVILLE

TRINITY DAM

REDDING

OLD SHASTA
DOUGLAS CITY

11:10 AM7:25 AMHwy 299 & Martin Rd
 (near Burger King)

FRENCH GULCH

Trinity Dam Blvd.
 (north side Hwy 299)

Canby Rd. Transfer Ctr.
 (Mt. Shasta Mall)

11:47 AM8:02 AMFrench Gulch
 (south side Hwy 299)

44::4422  PPMM
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Mon - Fri Wed Wed Mon - Fri

Trinity River R.V. Park Chevron Mini Mart (Hwy 3) 12:00 PM 55::0000  PPMM
Bridge R.V. Park Trinideli 12:01 PM 55::0011  PPMM
Maxwell's Market 6:30 AM 11::0000  PPMM Trinity Hospital
Lewiston Hotel 6:30 AM 11::0000  PPMM Weaverville Library     12:05 PM 55::0055  PPMM
Lewiston Mini Mart 6:33 AM 11::0033  PPMM Mill Street @ CSD sign  12:07 PM 55::0077  PPMM

Lewiston Post Office 6:34 AM 11::0044  PPMM Washington St @ True Value 12:07 PM 55::0077  PPMM

Community Center 6:35 AM 11::0055  PPMM Mountain View & Hwy 299 12:08 PM 55::0088  PPMM

First & Fremont St. 6:36 AM 11::0066  PPMM

Whispering Pines 12:12 PM 55::1122  PPMM
Bucktail Subdivision Health & Human Services 12:14 PM 55::1144  PPMM

Douglas City Park & Ride 12:19 PM by request

Indian Creek Lodge 12:21 PM 55::2200  PPMM
Vitzthum Gulch 12:22 PM 55::2211  PPMM

Lewiston Rd & Old Highway 6:44 AM 11::1144  PPMM Poker Bar Rd. 12:23 PM 55::2222  PPMM

Hwy 299 & Poker Bar 6:47 AM 11::1177  PPMM Lewiston Rd & Old Highway 12:26 PM 55::2255  PPMM
Steelbridge Rd. 6:49 AM 11::1199  PPMM Lewiston Rd & Dirt Rd. 12:27 PM 55::2266  PPMM
Indian Creek Lodge 6:50 AM 11::2200  PPMM
Douglas City Park & Ride

Bucktail Subdivision
Hwy 299 & Martin Rd
 (near Burger King) 7:00 AM 11::3300  PPMM Lewiston Rd &

 Goose Ranch Rd. 12:31 PM 55::3300  PPMM

OOppttiioonnaall  DDrroopp  OOffff  SSttooppss OOppttiioonnaall  DDrroopp  OOffff  SSttooppss
Health & Human Servives First & Fremont

Community Center
Lewiston Mini Mart

DMV Trinity River R.V. Park
Weaverville Library Maxwell's Market
Main Street Auto Lewiston P.O.
Trinity Hospital

Chevron Mini Mart
 (on Hwy 3)

It is common for the Hayfork line to pick up Lewiston passengers in 
Weaverville who then transfer to the Leweiston Line in Douglas City.

Lewiston Rd &
 Ponderosa Pines

LEWISTON

11::1100  PPMM6:40 AMLewiston Rd &
 Browns Mtn. Rd.

11::1133  PPMM6:43 AM

by request
by request

by request

WEAVERVILLE

by request
DOUGLAS CITY

DOUGLAS CITY

by request

55::1100  PPMM

55::2299  PPMM12:39 PMLewiston Rd &
 Browns Mtn. Rd.

12:10 PMHwy 299 & Martin Rd.
 (near Burger King)

11::0099  PPMM6:39 AMLewiston Rd. &
 Goose Ranch Rd.

LLeewwiissttoonn  ttoo  WWeeaavveerrvviillllee  --  OOrraannggee  RRoouuttee
WWeeeekkddaayy  WWeessttbboouunndd WWeeeekkddaayy  EEaassttbboouunndd

LEWISTON WEAVERVILLE

by request
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Table 2.27: Bus Schedules in Trinity County

Hayfork Library 6:30 AM 11::0033  PPMM

Trinideli 12:01 1177::0011
Trinity Hospital Frontier fuel (across Hwy) 6:33 AM 11::3333  PPMM
Weaverville Library 12:05 1177::0055 Frontier Village 6:35 AM 11::3355  PPMM
Mill Street @ CSD sign 12:07 1177::0077 Big Creek Road 6:36 AM 11::3366  PPMM

Wildwood Road (east side) 6:38 AM 11::3388  PPMM
Barker Valley Road 6:39 AM 11::3399  PPMM

Mountain View & Hwy 299 12:08 1177::0088 Summit Creek Road 6:40 AM 11::4400  PPMM
Carr Creek 6:41 AM 11::4411  PPMM
Hayfork Summit 6:49 AM 11::4499  PPMM

Whispering Pines 12:12 1177::1122
Health & Human Servives 12:14 1177::1144 B Bar K Road 7:03 AM 22::0033  PPMM

Douglas City Park & Ride 12:19 1177::1199
Douglas City Garage 12:21 1177::2211 Douglas City Park & Ride 7:11 AM 22::1111  PPMM
B Bar K Road 12:27 1177::2277

Hayfork Summit 12:41 1177::4411
Carr Creek 12:49 1177::4499
Barker Creek Road 12:50 1177::5500 OOppttiioonnaall  DDrroopp  OOffff  SSttooppss
Barker Valley Road 12:51 1177::5511 Health & Human Services
Wildwood Road (west side) 12:52 1177::5522 DMV
Big Creek Road (west side) 12:54 1177::5544 Main Street Auto
Frontier Village 12:55 1177::5555 Trinity Hospital
Frontier Fuel 12:56 1177::5566 Weaverville Library     

Weaverville Post Office
OOppttiioonnaall  DDrroopp  OOffff  SSttooppss Hwy 299 & Washington St
Wiley's Market (across Hwy) Chevron Mini Mart (Hwy 3)
Post Office (across Hwy)
Hayfork Dairy
Hayfork Library

11::3311  PPMM6:31 AMPost Office
 (in front of restaurant)

1177::000012:00Chevron Mini Mart
 (on Hwy 3)

1177::007712:07Washington St. @
 True Value

HAYFORK

WWeeaavveerrvviillllee  ttoo  HHaayyffoorrkk  --  PPuurrppllee  RRoouuttee
WWeeeekkddaayy  SSoouutthhbboouunndd WWeeeekkddaayy  NNoorrtthhbboouunndd

WEAVERVILLE HAYFORK

22::1199  PPMM7:19 AMHwy 200 & Martin Rd
 (near Burger King)

1177::110012:10Hwy 299 & Martin Rd
 (near Burger King)

WEAVERVILLE

DOUGLAS CITY

22::0099  PPMM7:09 AMDouglas City Garage
 (across Hwy)

DOUGLAS CITY
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Table 2.28: Passengers per Revenue Hour

2.9.2. Social Service Transportation Providers
Golden Age Center (GAC)
The Golden Age Center provides demand-response rides for community members 55 years of age 
or older, or to those who are disabled. The bus service is scheduled to run Tuesday-Thursday from 
10am-3pm with occasional trips on Fridays. On Tuesdays, most rides entail transporting seniors to the 
Golden Age Center on Tuesday where the GAC serves lunch. 

Human Response Network (HRN)
The Human Response Network provides fuel vouchers and Trinity Transit passes to County residents 
to assist in getting to medical or social services appointments. Users must qualify by income. 
The HRN also provides fuel reimbursement for qualified volunteer drivers that take clients to 
appointments. 

American Cancer Society 
The American Cancer Society chapter in Redding provides transportation to cancer-related 
medical appointments for residents in Trinity County as part of the American Cancer Society 
Road to Recovery Program. Rides are provided through volunteer drivers who receive mileage 
reimbursements.

Roderick Senior Center (RSC)
The Roderick Senior Center (RCS) is located in Hayfork and provides services to seniors 60 years 
of age or older in Trinity County. Services include home delivered meals, meals in house, and 
Health Insurance Counseling Advocacy Program (HICAP) to assist the elderly with health insurance 
questions. Transportation services include home-delivered meals, shopping, and banking and hair 
appointments. Demand-responsive service is available for medical appointments locally and to 
Weaverville or Redding when needed. Fees are not required but RCS suggests a donation fee of 
$0.50 each way for service within Hayfork, $25.00 for a roundtrip to Weaverville, and $35.00 for a 
roundtrip to Redding. The RCS relies on volunteer drivers and operates in-house. Funding includes 
federal AAA, State of California AAA, fundraisers and donations.

Trinity County Behavioral Health (TCBH)
Clients of Behavioral Health may receive rides to and from Behavioral Health appointments if they 
do not have another mode of transportation. This is a demand response service only for qualifying 
clients of Behavioral Health. 

Transit 
Mode

FY 
2015/2016

FY 
2016/2017

FY 
2017/2018

FY 
2018/2019

FY 
2019/2020

Change from 
FY 2015/2016 

to 
FY 2019/2020

Bus 3.1 3 2.9 3 2.9 -6.50%
Source: National Transit Database Agency Profiles 2015, 2016, 2017, 2018, and 2019.

Table 2.28
Passengers per Revenue Hour
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Trinity County Health and Human Services (HHS)
The HHS department provides transportation assistance to qualifying residents with Trinity Transit 
passes, transportation reimbursement, and direct rides. The HHS department maintains a fleet of 
16 vehicles ranging from small cars to SUVs that are available for HHS staff to provide rides for 
qualifying clients. Trips are proved on an ‘as-needed’ basis. The HHS also oversees the CalWORKS 
program, where a driver typically transports 3-5 clients daily to various jobs. The Child and Adult 
protective Services program within the HHS provides monthly trips to out-of-county destinations in 
addition to daily rides within the county. 

Southern Trinity Health Services (STHS) 
Southern Trinity Health Services provides transportation services to all residents and visitors to 
the southern portion of Trinity County including Hayfork and Ruth. It is requested that passengers 
reserve a seat ahead of time so that the driver can plan the route based on the ride demand. The 
service connects users to Eureka/Fortuna with stops dependent on rider needs.

2.9.3. Connecions to Other Transit Systems
Trinity Transit connects to several neighboring transit systems. The systems are described below, 
including the type of service, communities they directly serve, and where the transfer point is with 
Trinity Transit.

Amtrak
 � Heavy rail route of national bus and rail network
 � Secondary connections: Los Angeles, Portland, Seattle, and communities in between
 � Transfer point: Redding

Greyhound
 � Regional bus service connecting to a national network
 � Secondary connections: communities in California, Oregon, Washington, and British Columbia
 � Transfer point: Redding

Humboldt Transit Authority
 � Fixed-route bus service 
 � Secondary connections: Arcata, Eureka, Trinidad, McKinleyville, Fortuna, Garberville, and other 

Humboldt County locations
 � Transfer point: Willow Creek

Redding Area Bus Authority
 � Fixed-route bus and paratransit service 
 � Secondary connections: Redding, Anderson, Shasta Lake
 � Transfer point: Redding

Sage Stage  
 � Fixed-route bus service
 � Secondary connections: Alturas, Klamath Falls, Bieber, Adin, Reno
 � Transfer point: Redding 

2.9.4. Zero-Emission Buses
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Innovative Clean Transportation Regulation Overview
The California Air Resource Board’s (CARB) Innovative Clean Transportation (ICT) regulation sets a 
goal for public transit agencies in California to transition from conventional buses to zero-emission 
buses (ZEBs) by 2040. The regulation requires a gradual increase of an agency’s percentage of bus 
procurements to be ZEBs. For Small Transit agencies, 25% of all new bus purchases must be zero-
emission by 2026 and 100% by 2029. Agencies have the opportunity to request waivers that allow 
purchase deferrals in the event of economic hardship or if zero-emission technology cannot meet the 
service requirements of a given route.

Challenges with Zero-Emission Buses in Trinity County
There are a number of challenges that TCDOT faces in converting to an all-ZEB fleet, especially in 
accordance with CARB ICT regulation purchasing requirements and schedule. Considerable funding 
will be required to complete the ZEB transition, which presents a significant challenge. ZEBs are more 
expensive to purchase than conventional vehicles and new infrastructure is required to operate and 
maintain the vehicles. Continued financial support at the local, state, and federal level to offset the 
capital cost of this new infrastructure is imperative.

Beyond cost barriers, TCDOT must also ensure that available zero-emission technologies can meet 
basic service requirements. Trinity Transit operates lengthy intercity routes defined by mountain 
ranges, extreme weather, and frequent construction delays, increasing the performance and range 
required in a ZEB. Currently, TCDOT is planning for a transition based on existing service and ZEB 
technology. Due to range limitations, current battery-electric technology cannot support Trinity 
Transit’s current service. Fuel cell electric buses (FCEBs) have a higher range, but the capital and 
operation costs are substantially more. 

TCDOT will also need to consider resiliency as ZEBs are deployed. Battery-electric buses (BEBs) are 
reliant on electric charging, a power outage at the depot may mean that it would not be possible to 
provide scheduled service for those who depend on it. In addition, in recent years, Trinity County has 
experienced an increase in power outages year-round due to storms, high winds, heat waves, and 
wildfires. If these trends continue, as expected, this will only exacerbate the need for TCDOT to have 
a strategy to charge buses during power outages.
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2.10. Active Transportation

2.10.1.  Weaverville Basin Trail System
The Weaverville Basin Trail System has approximately 54 miles of trails in the Weaverville 
Community Forest (WCF). The WCF is maintained through a collaborative effort among the RCD, 
the USFS, and the BLM. There are several trailheads located in Weaverville neighborhoods, but they 
do not provide connectivity across the community as a whole, mostly due to the presence of major 
highways bisecting the community. As a result of this, these trails are almost exclusively used for 
recreation.

2.10.2. Bikeways
Trinity county has the following bike facilities: The community of Hayfork contains the Hayfork II 
TE Bike Lane connecting to Forest Avenue, the Class III bikeway on Morgan Hill Road, the Class II 
bikeways on SR3, Hyampom Road, Morgan Hill Road, and the Class I bikeway on Oak Avenue. In 
Junction City there is a Class II bikeway along Red Hill Road. Lewiston contains a Class I bikeway along 
Lewiston Road and Fremont Street. In Weaverville there are the Weaverville Class II bikeways on 
SR 3 and SR 299, and the Weaverville Class 1 bikeway from Lowden Park to Weaverville Elementary 
School. 

Additionally, the Douglas City Park and Ride access for Trinity Transit contains an unofficial bike path. 
This Park and Ride system has a pathway used by students to access Douglas City Elementary School 
from the Douglas City Store Parking lot. This system lacks a bike parking facility.

2.10.3. Pedestrian Access and Trails
There are a few Active Transportation paths and trails in Trinity County. This list includes the sidewalk 
to Weaverville Elementary School, The Trinity Village Pedestrian path crossing the South Fork Trinity 
River Bridge on Denny Road, the Lance Gulch Road (East Connector), the Ewing Reservoir Area, and 
the Hyampom trails that are maintained by USFS and the Watershed Research and Training Center. 
Additionally, there are a variety of paths located in the Hayfork Community Wetlands Trails system.
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2.11. Aviation
Trinity County owns and operates five public airports for general aviation use. Due to the extremely 
rural nature of Trinity County, many residents, especially those in more isolated communities, rely 
heavily on local airports for transportation. The airports are a big draw for tourists, businesses, and 
seasonal residents, and bring in significant revenue for the County. The County’s airports are a crucial 
resource during extreme weather events such as fires or floods. 

2.11.1. Hayfork Airport F62
The Hayfork Airport is centrally located in the community of Hayfork and is classified in the 2002 
Trinity County General Plan as a Community Airport. Hayfork Airport is one of three county owned 
airports that offers hangar leasing. The airport is unattended and does not have a fix-based operator. 
Hayfork Airport consists of a single two-way runway, Runway 07, and Runway 25. The runway is lit 
and is approximately 4,155 feet in length and 60 feet wide and lays at an elevation of 2321 feet. As of 
2016, the airport has 18 chained tie-downs for aircrafts. The airport does not have fueling services 
and does not have aircraft rescue or firefighting services. 

2.11.2. Hyampom Airport H47
The Hyampom Airport is located within the remote community of Hyampom in the western portion 
of the County. The airport is classified in the 2002 Trinity County General Plan as a Community 
airport. Hyampom Airport is unattended with no fixed-based operator or control tower. Hyampom 
Airport consists of a single two-way asphalt runway, Runway 14 and Runway 32. The runway is 
approximately 2,280 feet in length and 60 feet wide with no runway lighting. As of 2016, the airport 
has 17 tie downs for aircrafts. The airport is closed at nights except for medical emergency situations 
and experiences seasonal closures due to winter conditions. Hyampom airport is one of the two 
airports in the region that meets Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) requirements, but the airport 
is not in the National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS) and is therefore ineligible for 
federal fundings.

2.11.3. Ruth Airport
Ruth Airport is located in the southern portion of the County south of Ruth Lake and on the 
west bank of the Mad River. The airport is classified in the 2002 Trinity County General Plan as a 
Community-Recreation airport and used for General Aviation. The airport is unattended and does not 
have a fix-based operator or control tower. Ruth Airport consists of a single two-way asphalt runway, 
Runway 13 and Runway 31. The runway is approximately 3,500 feet in length and 50 feet wide with no 
runway lighting, and only has ten chained tie-downs for aircrafts. The airport is closed at nights and 
experiences seasonal closures due to winter conditions. Ruth Airport is a part of the National Plan of 
Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS) and is eligible for federal funding. 

2.11.4. Trinity Center Airport
The Trinity Center Airport/James E. Swett Field is located in the community of Trinity Center in the 
scenic northern portion of the County and lies on the cusp of Trinity Lake. Along the west of the 
runway, there are homes with private access to the runway in the rear of the homes. 

Trinity Airport is classified in the 2002 Trinity County General Plan as a Community-Recreation 
airport and used for General Aviation. The airport is unattended and does not have a fix-based 
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Figure 2.12: Map of Trinity County Airports
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operator or a control tower. The Trinity Center Airport consists of a single two-way asphalt runway, 
Runway 14 and Runway 32. The runway is 3,215 feet in length and 50 feet wide. According to the 
2016 Trinity Regional Transportation Plan, the airport has 50 chained tie-downs for aircrafts. Trinity 
Center Airport currently does not meet Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) standards and site 
improvements are necessary to meet FAA requirements. 

2.11.5. Weaverville Airport/Lonnie Pool 
The Weaverville-Lonnie Pool Airport is located in Weaverville, the most populous community in 
Trinity County. Weaverville-Lonnie Pool Airport is classified in the Trinity County General Plan as 
a Community-Recreation airport and is used for General Aviation. The airport is unattended and 
does not have a fix-based operator. Weaverville Airport consist of a single one-way asphalt runway, 
Runway 18 and Runway 36. Runway 18 is utilized for departure and Runway 36 is for arrivals. The 
runway is approximately 3,380 feet in length and 50 feet wide with runway lights. The airport has 29 
tie downs, nine hangars, and 15 based aircraft. Weaverville-Lonnie Pool Airport currently does not 
meet Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) standards and is ineligible for federal funding.

2.11.6. Lake Mountain Landing Strip
Lake Mountain Landing Strip is not a County owned or operated airstrip and is therefore operated 
by a private entity. The landing strip is extremely remote in the southernmost portion of the County, 
east of Eel River and south of the community of Zenia on Old Schoolhouse Road.

2.12. Goods and Freight Movement
The most effective movement of goods within and out of the Trinity region are trucks and aviation. 
The U.S. and State Highway system forms the foundation for goods movement with local pick-up and 
delivery using the comprehensive roadway network. The main goods movement corridors in and out 
of Trinity include SR 3 which provides goods movement north and south throughout the county to 
Weaverville, Hayfork, Post Mountain, Coffee Creek, Trinity Center, and Peanut areas, and connects 
the county to SR-36. SR-36 provides goods access for Mad River, Post Mountain, and Wild Wood. 
SR 299 is considered a high emphasis route providing access to areas east and west in the county 
bringing goods to Willow Creek, Salyer, Trinity Village, Burnt Ranch, Del Loma, Big Bar, Helena, 
Junction City, Weaverville and Douglas City. SR-299 also connects to Interstate 5, which contributes 
to a greater access to goods and freight.

2.12.1. Goods Movement Issues in Trinity County
Goods movement in and through Trinity County is subject to disruption from frequent events such 
as traffic collisions, wildfires, landslides, flooding, winter conditions, roadway construction and other 
unforeseen circumstances. SR 299 and SR 36 can act as alternative routes for each other under 
certain conditions, but rural communities will continue to have access issues.

2.12.2. Truck Parking 
Trinity County has two available truck parking facilities within the County. According to the 
California Statewide Truck Parking Study, Trinity County has sufficient truck parking facilities to 
meet current demand. However, the County will continue to assess this resource should additional 
truck parking become a necessity.
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2.13. Water Resources
Trinity County is an inland County without access to the coast. Trinity County’s main water resources 
are lakes, rivers, streams, and snow. There are 105 lakes located in the County. The largest lake and 
most used lake for commercial activity in the region is Trinity Lake. Fishing and tourism help the 
local economy in this area due to the numerous water activities available in Trinity Lake. Trinity Lake 
boasts 147 miles of shoreline and is the 3rd largest reservoir in California. Other water resources 
include Trinity Dam, Trinity Powerplant, Lewiston Dam and Lake, Judge Francis Carr Powerhouse, 
Whiskeytown Dam and Lake, Lewiston Powerplant, Trinity River Fish Hatchery, and Clear Creek 
Tunnel. 

2.14. Interconnectivity Issues
Trinity County is rural in nature and therefore has connectivity challenges that involve and affect 
roadway, transit, and non-motorized transportation. The region is physically isolated from most of 
California by the mountainous terrain covering much of the County. 

2.14.1. Roadways
The major roadways for interregional travel within and through the Trinity region are integrated 
inter-county roads connecting Trinity County to surrounding counties and cities, including cities 
and communities in the Central Valley and in Oregon. SR-3, SR-36, and SR-299 are classified as 
major arterials in Trinity County. I-5, SR-139, U.S. 97, and SR-89 are principal arterials for this area. 
Roadways give Trinity access to both the coast and to major connecting roadway systems that can 
take them to Oregon, Redding, and Sacramento.

2.14.2. Transit
Trinity Transit provides public transit services in Trinity County. Public transit services are available 
to ten of the communities in the County, except the communities in the northern and southern 
portions of the county. Trinity Transit provides a link for residents of the sparsely-populated, 
geographically-dispersed, and rural Trinity County. By providing connections to the urban areas of 
Eureka, Redding, and beyond, Trinity Transit connects riders to medical and social service providers, 
budget-friendly shopping options, family and friends, education opportunities, and the national 
transportation network. 

Trinity County public transit services are not operating at the level of service that can meet the 
needs of residents. According to the American Community Survey, 2.4% of workers in Trinity 
County had no vehicle available to them in 2019. The goal of Trinity County public transit services is 
to maintain a level of service that will provide and fulfill the regional transportation need in Trinity 
County. 

Although many small, rural communities are served by Trinity Transit, residents without vehicles 
may have a difficult and unsafe trip reaching the closest transit stop. If utilizing non-motorized 
transportation to reach transit stops, many residents must cross or travel along a major highway 
without the safety of intersection controls, crosswalks, sidewalks or bicycle lanes.    
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2.14.3. Aviation
The two major airports in the region are Trinity Center and Weaverville-Lonnie Pool. According to 
the 2016 RTP, Trinity Center Airport estimated that there are 5,500 annual flight operations while 
Weaverville-Lonnie Pool Airport annual flight operation estimate was 3,380. There are currently 
no commercial flights to or from Trinity County, the closest commercial airports offering flights 
to and from San Francisco are the California Redwood Coast-Humboldt County Airport located in 
McKinleyville and the Redding Regional Airport. Current prices from McKinleyville to San Francisco 
are about $175 for a round-trip flight and around $440 for a same-week flight. Current prices from 
Redding to San Francisco are $209 round trip and around $400 for a same-week flight. 

2.14.4. Goods Movements
Interstate 5, SR-3, SR-36, and SR-299 are critical goods movement routes for the region, but limit 
access for vehicles with three or more axles, due to narrow roadway widths and sharp turns. SR-
299  is the primary east-west goods route in northern California, connecting U.S. 101 on the Pacific 
Coast to Interstate 5. The majority of SR-299 is a two-lane, windy highway with sparse passing lanes. 
SR-299 was recently upgraded by Caltrans in the latest State Transportation Operation Protection 
Program (SHOPP) cycle to accommodate STAA (Surface Transportation Assistance Act) trucks, 
which are longer than typical California legal trucks. However, aside from this update there are still 
barriers to goods movement and truck traffic is limited on SR-3 and SR-36. Additionally, there are no 
designated Rest Areas off of the highways in Trinity County, although there are frequent large pull-
off’s that may serve as adequate places to pull over. In the event that SR-299 became unpassable due 
to a closure, trucks have limited options for alternative routes within the county. The limited options 
for regional and interregional goods movement pose a significant constraint to the region’s economy 
and mobility. Several projects identified in the Action Element of the RTP will improve goods 
movement in the region when implemented.

2.14.5. Non-Motorized Transportation
The Weaverville Basin Trail System, which is used primarily for recreation, links the community of 
Weaverville to Monument Peak. 

Weaverville is the only community in the region with an established sidewalk network. However, 
the sidewalks throughout the town need improvements for gap closures, connectivity, and ADA 
improvements. The County is working to create improvements for pedestrians along CA-299 and 
other recommended improvements that include the implementation of bike lanes where feasible.  
This design technique has great potential for rapidly and inexpensively expanding and closing gaps in 
the active transportation network, particularly in small town and rural environments with relatively 
narrow rights-of-way.
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3. Policy Element
The purpose of the Policy Element is to identify legislative, financial, planning, and institutional issues 
and requirements within Trinity County. Consistent with the 2017 RTP Guidelines, the Policy element 
is intended to:

 � Describe important transportation issues in the Trinity County region. 
 � Identify regional needs for short-term (0-5 years), mid-term (5-10) and long-term (11-20 years) 

planning horizons (Government Code Section 65080 (b)(1).
 � Maintain internal consistency with the Financial Element and STIP fund estimates.

The Policy Element describes transportation issues in the Trinity County region, California, and the 
United States and provides goals, objectives, and policies to assist in setting transportation priorities.  
The Policy Element from the 2016 Trinity County RTP was used as the baseline for the new Policy 
Element. Current policies and objectives have been updated to align with new and current legislation 
and planning strategies. The 2022 Policy Element accommodates Senate Bill 743 (SB 743) and new 
transportation planning strategies mandated by SB 743, including the transition from Level of 
Service (LOS) to Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) as a metric for roadway effectiveness and emphasizes 
methods to reduce vehicle use and increase active transportation and transit use to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions.

In addition, this RTP is consistent with the Trinity County General Plan Circulation Element (2002) 
and existing community plans.

3.1. Transportation Issues

3.1.1. Federal Issues
Federal transportation policy direction and programming provides the direction through which 
transportation planning decisions are made at the State, regional, and local levels. 

Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act
On November 15, 2021, President Biden signed the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA), 
also known as the “Bipartisan Infrastructure Law” into law. The IIJA provides $550 billion from 2022 
through 2026 into infrastructure including in roads, bridges, and mass transit, water infrastructure, 
resilience, and broadband. $350 billion of the funding will make a once-in-a-generation investment in 
highway programs. 

3.1.2. Statewide Issues
California is dedicated to reducing greenhouse gas emissions through sustainable land use and 
transportation planning. In 2016, California Senate Bill 32 was passed, which codifies a 2030 GHG 
emissions reduction target of 40% below 1990 levels. The transportation sector accounts for 37% 
of California’s goals of GHG emissions reductions, such as Senate Bill 743 (SB 743), described in the 
following section, which has an impact on the RTP Guidelines and RTP development process. In 2017, 
transportation funding with California Senate Bill (SB 1), which is a $52 billion transportation program 
funded by increased state gas taxes and vehicle license fees. 



Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 68

Preservation of the State’s Transportation Infrastructure
The current state of California’s transportation system is rapidly deteriorating due to increased 
demand and reliance. The increased demand is negatively affecting the operational efficiency of 
the transportation system and therefore impeding the state’s ability to support mobility, economy, 
and the environment. Insufficient funding is the leading factor in California’s ability to preserve and 
maintain existing transportation infrastructure. The state’s transportation infrastructure and system 
are crucial to the economic well-being of the state. 

Senate Bill 743
Former California Governor Brown signed Senate Bill (SB) 743 (Steinberg, 2013), which creates 
a process to change the way that transportation impacts are analyzed under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Specifically, SB 743 requires the Office of Planning and 
Research (OPR) to amend the CEQA Guidelines to provide an alternative to Level of Service (LOS) 
for evaluating transportation impacts. In 2018, the CEQA Guidelines were amended to include 
alternative criteria and under CEQA auto delay (slowed traffic congestion) is no longer to be 
considered a significant impact. Under CEQA, transportation impacts related to air quality, noise, 
and safety must be analyzed when appropriate. SB 743 also amended congestion management law to 
allow cities and counties to opt out of the LOS standards only within certain infill areas. The updated 
2017 RTP Guidelines have established Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) as the metric to replace LOS. 

Senate Bill 1 and the Impact on the Transportation Funding
In 2016, several bills that would alter the financial outlook for transportation fundings for the 
upcoming decade were debated within the State Legislature. The results of those legislative efforts 
were culminated in the Governor’s signing of Senate Bill 1 (SB1) on April 28, 2017. In November of 
2018, California’s Proposition 8 (Prop 8) was defeated, which aimed to repeal SB 1.

SB 1 is a $52 billion transportation plan funded by increased taxes on gasoline and diesel fuel, vehicle 
license fees, and fees for vehicles that do not rely on fossil fuels but do use public roads. This new 
funding source will be used exclusively for transportation purposes, including maintenance, repair 
and rehabilitation of roads, bridges, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, public transportation, and 
planning grants. 

SB 1 created the following new and augmented programs that can be categorized under the 
California Transportation Commission (CTC) guidelines:

 � Active Transportation Program (ATP) - $100 million added annually for bicycle and pedestrian 
projects. 

 � Local Streets and Roads - $1.5 billion added annually for road maintenance and rehabilitation. 
 � State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) - $1.9 billion added annually for 

projects on State Highways. 
 � State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) – Stabilized funding source. 

California Electric Vehicle Mandate
On September 23, 2020, Governor Newsom signed Executive Order N-79-20, establishing a State 
goal that 100% of in-state sales of new passenger vehicles and trucks in the State will be zero-
emissions by 2035. The Executive Order establishes that 100% of medium to heavy-duty vehicles in 
the State be zero-emission by 2045 for all operations where feasible and by 2035 for drayage trucks. 
The order also sets a goal for the State of California to transition to 100% zero-emission off-road 
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vehicles and equipment by 2035, where feasible. Transit fleets are also subject to the California Air 
Resources Board’s (CARB) Innovative Clean Transit Rule, which requires that 25% of new vehicles in 
small fleets to be zero-emission by 2026, and all new vehicles by 2029. Trinity Transit is in the planning 
stages of implementing electric bus services throughout the region. 

Regional and Local Issues 
Even with new funding guaranteed by IIJA and Senate Bill 1, the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 
2017, the primary local and regional issues revolve around maintaining the integrity of existing facilities. 
Additional issues at the local and regional level include the need for transportation modes other than 
the automobile, that provide access and connectivity between communities, health services, shopping, 
recreational destinations, and employment centers.  

The following general categories of transportation issues have been identified: 

1. Maintenance and improvement of the existing roadway system. 
2. Rehabilitation of existing bridges. 
3. Improvement and expansion of non-motorized transportation facilities. 
4. Establishing an adequate electric grid that can be utilized by electric transit vehicles, personal 

electric vehicles, and electric bicycles. 
5. Adhere to greenhouse gas reduction targets. 
6. Promote economic development within the region.

Economic development efforts should include Transportation Planning agencies in their planning 
decisions to ensure transportation infrastructure and programs adequately account for the increased 
demand on the system. The Trinity County Transportation Commission (TCTC) will maintain roadways 
to enable recreational tourism and industrial and commercial activity. TCTC will work with partners to 
promote recreational activities such as hiking, camping, bicycling, and general tourism. Elements of the 
transportation system related to industrial and commercial activity include the following: 

 � Road systems with adequate structural strength to support goods movement on a regular basis. 
 � Adequate road width to support the travel and tourism industry. 
 � Airport facilities to support fire suppression.

3.1.3.  Climate Change and Gas Emissions
In 2006, the California State Legislature adopted Assembly Bill (AB) 32 known as the California Global 
Warming Solutions Act. The bill establishes a cap on statewide greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) and sets 
forth the regulatory framework to achieve the corresponding reduction in statewide emissions levels. 
The updated 2017 RTP Guidelines document provides several recommendations for consideration by 
rural RTPAs to address GHG. The following strategies from the guidelines have been applied towards 
small counties, including Trinity County:

 � Emphasize transportation investments in areas where desired land uses indicated in the City or 
County general plan may result in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) reduction or other lower impact 
use.

 � Recognize the rural contribution towards GHG reduction for counties that have policies that 
support development within their cities and protect agricultural and resource lands. 

 � Consider transportation projects that increase connectivity or provide other means to reduce VMT.
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The effectiveness of efforts by TCTC to provide transportation alternatives and to implement 
policies and strategies consistent with State and national goals of reducing GHG emissions can 
be measured in terms of reductions in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) or expected growth in VMT. 
Additionally, a successful transition to a zero-emissions transit fleet correlates directly with 
reductions in GHG emissions. Caltrans reports VMT by County on an annual basis. 

Trinity County has experienced minimal population change in the past two decades and is forecasted 
to steadily decline into the future. As seen previously in Section 2.7.7 Historic and Existing Vehicle 
Miles Traveled, in recent years VMT has decreased on all roadways within the Trinity County region 
since 2015. The VMT on state highways in the region has increased from 25.42 in 2015 to 25.74 in 
2019, for an average annual increase of 0.24%. The CMT on Trinity County roadways has decreased 
from 9.48 in 2015 to 5.84 in 2019, for an average annual decrease of 9.24%. The VMT of U.S. Forest 
Service roadways has increased from 0.90 in 2015 to 15.21 in 2019, for an average annual increase of 
21.22%. Overall, VMT on all roadways in the Trinity County region has increased by an average annual 
rate of 5.28% between 2015 and 2019. 

Trinity County will continue to monitor population and employment and VMT growth that is 
consistent with the RTP, RTP performance measures, and the County’s general plan policies to track 
changes in travel demand.

3.2. Regional Goals, Objectives, and Strategies
The comprehensive goals, objectives, and policies that have been developed for this RTP meet the 
needs of the region and are consistent with the regional vision and priorities for action, which will 
set the framework for carrying out roles and responsibilities of TCTC and assists them in their 
decision-making process for transportation investment. These objectives are intended to guide the 
development of a transportation system that is balanced, multi-modal, and will maintain and improve 
the quality of life in Trinity County. 

The goals, objectives, and policies for each component of the Trinity County transportation system 
are below: 

 � A goal is the end toward which effort is directed; it is general and timeless. 
 � An objective is a direction statement that guides actions in determining present and future 

decisions, often to help reach goals.
 � A policy is a specific means to accomplish the intent of the goal and direction of the policy. 

The goals, objectives, and policies set forth in this Plan are consistent with the policy direction 
of the TCTC, the Trinity County General Plan Circulation Element, and the updated California 
Transportation Plan (CTP 2050). The RTP aligns with the CTP’s recommendations including the fix it 
first ideology, improved transit and multi-modal mobility, enhanced transportation equity, improved 
transportation resiliency and expanding safe and convenient active transportation options.
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3.3. State Highways and Regional Roadways

3.3.1. Primary Issues:  
With low traffic volumes and minimal population growth, expanding the traffic capacity of roadways 
is not a priority. Safety and operational improvements and maintenance of the existing system to 
ensure connectivity are of central importance. According to the Transportation Injury Mapping 
System (TIMS) from 2011-2021, Trinity County experienced 830 collisions. The collision rates that 
resulted in injury is 19 times higher than the fatality rate in the County. Addressing high collision and 
injury rates is an important step in addressing the overall roadway safety of the region. In addition to 
safety, maintaining regional roadways and connectivity to nearby Humboldt and Shasta Counties is a 
critical concern for the region. 

Goal #1:
Develop and maintain an efficient and safe system of streets, highways, and bridges that adhere 
to the existing and future needs while simultaneously promoting preservation of the environment, 
equitable access, and economic well-being.

Objective: Identify and prioritize improvements to the roadway system.  
Policy 1.1: 
Prioritize roadway projects according to pavement condition and safety and operational 
deficiencies, including required maintenance and repair, in the most cost-effective manner given 
available resources.

Objective: Maintain roadways at acceptable safety standards.
Policy 1.2: 
Utilize traffic analysis or studies to assess if roadways are operating at an acceptable VMT 
standard. If an acceptable VMT standard is not met, strategies or improvements to the condition 
should be a priority.

Objective: Provide and maintain sufficient lane widths and passing zones where 
feasible to enhance the safety of existing county roads and State Highways.

Policy 1.3: 
Construct turnouts and safe passing zones where feasible and possible. 

Policy 1.4: 
Support efforts made by Caltrans to construct turnouts and safe passing zones on State Highways 
within the County. 

Objective:  Improve funding availability from State and Federal resources. 
Policy 1.5:
Advocate for funding for projects in the Trinity County region. 

Policy 1.6: 
Pursue Federal and State grant fundings to support the rehabilitation and reconstruction of 
County roadways.
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Goal #2:
Support recreational travel by making it safe, easy, and inviting.

Objective: Work with Caltrans to increase safety along SR-299, SR-3 and SR-36 
which serve as the main routes for travelers and tourists throughout the region. 

Policy 2.1:
Support SR-299, SR-3 and SR-36 improvements to address road condition problems. 

Policy 2.2:
Support safety improvement projects on SR-229, SR-3 and SR-36.

Objective: Increase safety and accessibility to recreational facilities for active 
transportation users. 

Policy 2.3: 
Support safe bicycle and pedestrian access improvements to State and National Parks, trails, and 
other recreational facilities.
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3.4. Local Roads

3.4.1. Primary Issues:  
Pavement maintenance and safety improvements are and continue to be the highest priority for the 
local roadway system in Trinity County. 

Goal #3:
Upgrade and improve roadways in order to preserve the existing regional roadway system. 

Objective:  Prioritize maintenance needs by continuing to use the Pavement 
Management System (PMS) and by maintaining an overall Pavement Condition 
Index (PCI) of 65 or above. 

Policy 3.1:
Develop a PMS and roadway inspection schedule as recommended in the PMS Report.

Policy 3.2:
Prioritize roadway maintenance projects based on the PMS and Roadway Data Analysis Report. 

Objective: Accept new roads into the locally maintained road system only when 
they meet the criteria established by the County and when financial means exist to 
support both maintenance and snow removal.



Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 74

3.5. Multi-modal Transportation

3.5.1. Primary Issues: 
In Trinity County, there is a need to enhance non-motorized transportation facilities for all types 
of users. Existing pedestrian and bicycle facilities are either non-existent or lack safety including 
wider shoulders, wayfinding signage, and safe crossing areas. During the public engagement process, 
various communities within Trinity County suggested creating additional facilities for non-motorized 
transportation users to improve multi-modal accessibility. 

Goal #4:
Increase the safety for all types of non-
motorized transportation users; Increase 
mobility among all types of non-motorized 
transportation users. Support the reduction 
of greenhouse gases; Promote public health; 
Ensure disadvantaged communities have full 
share of program benefits; Provide a broad 
spectrum of projects to benefit many types of 
bicyclists and pedestrians. 

Objective: Compete a network of 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities that 
are feasible, fundable, and will serve 
bicyclists’ and pedestrians needs. 

Policy 4.1:
Continue to seek funding for bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities through regional, state, 
and federal funding programs and encourage 
multi-jurisdictional funding applications.

Policy 4.2:
Encourage new bicycle and pedestrian 
improvements that are environmentally 
feasible and do not negatively impact the 
environment. 

Policy 4.3:
Coordinate with responsible agencies and 
key stakeholders in Trinity County to ensure 
that appropriate opportunities for bicycle 
and pedestrians’ connections are planned, 
constructed, and maintained.

Objective: Improve the regional 
bicycle network connectivity. 

Policy 4.4:
Support bicycle improvement projects to 
expand and complete the existing regional 
bicycle network. 

Policy 4.5:
Promote bicycle projects that will connect 
local facilities to the regional bicycle network.

Goal #5:
Provide, where possible, an interconnected 
regional system that consists of transportation 
and recreational paths and trails.

Objective: Increase safety through 
wayfinding signage, traffic control, 
and maintenance of bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities.

Policy 5.1:
Pursue projects and funding programs that 
will facilitate the implementation of improved, 
maintained and controlled bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities.
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3.6. Public Transit

3.6.1. Primary Issues:
Trinity County public transit services are not operating at the level of service that can meet the 
needs of residents. According to the American Community Survey, 2.4% of workers in Trinity 
County had no vehicle available to them in 2019. The goal of Trinity County public transit services is 
to maintain a level of service that will provide and fulfill the regional transportation need in Trinity 
County. 

Goal #6:
Provide affordable, consistent, and efficient public transportation options that will meet user 
demand. 

Objective: Expand and maximize county-wide transportation and inter-county 
services and connections. 

Policy 6.1: 
Encourage the development of a multimodal transportation network between and among transit 
stops and communities that would provide for better connectivity to community services.

Policy 6.2:
Support transit services that can provide connections to regional services outside of the County. 

Objective: Prioritize and support public transit programs and projects that are 
identified in the Unmet Transit Needs process and have been determined as 
“reasonable to meet”. 

Policy 6.3: 
Continue to pursue transit funding for capital and operational transit expenses. 

Policy 6.4:
Ensure that the Transit Development Plan is regularly updated so that transit needs and 
opportunities are consistently identified and pursued.

Goal #7:
Prioritize the mobility needs of County residents, visitors, and employees, even with the financial 
constraints of state and federal transit funding.

Objective: Provide life-line transportation for transit-dependent people.
Policy 7.1: 
Ensure that public transit services are consistent with the Americans with Disabilities Act.

Policy 7.2:
Adhere to the transit needs of disadvantaged communities including elderly populations, minority 
communities, the disabled, and low-income communities.
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3.7. Aviation

3.7.1. Primary Issues:
Improvements are necessary to the regional aviation facilities in Trinity County to continue and aid 
in economic and development opportunities. Regional airports are also a critical to firefighting and 
emergency response. At minimum, maintenance of general aviation facilities is necessary. 

Goal #8:
Maintain safe and efficient commercial and general aviation facility. 

Objective: Promote the safe, orderly, and efficient use of airport and airspace and 
compatible land uses as addressed in the updated Airport Land Use Plan.

Policy 8.1:
Support land use decisions that discourage or prevent development in the vicinity of the airport that 
may present significant public safety issues. 

Policy 8.2:
Implement Airport Capital Improvement Projects as funding allows with priority for projects which 
are required to improve the safety of the airport. 
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3.10. Tribal Transportation

3.10.1. Primary Issues
Coordination with local tribes to ensure that transportation needs are met is critical. There are 
several active tribes in Trinity County that have ancestral territory within the County and that 
navigate navigate the County’s roadway systems. Additionally, tribes have important cultural 
resources that may be affected by certain proposed projects. It is critical for Trinity County to 
coordinate with tribes through various methods to ensure sufficient opportunities to provide input. 

Goal #9:
Provide safe and efficient movement of regional and interregional goods. 

Objective: Improve conditions for the movement of goods in and out of the region. 
Policy 9.1: 
Place a high level of importance on maintenance projects which will ensure efficient goods 
movement. 

Policy 9.2:
Support projects that improve safety for all users on goods movement routes.

Policy 9.3:
Promote roadway designs that will allow for safe movement of larger freight and STAA trucks.

Policy 9.4:
Support projects that will increase official safe truck parking along trucking routes.

Policy 9.5
Consider applying for Trade Corridor Enhancement Program (TCEP) funding. 

3.11. Goods Movement

3.11.1. Primary Issues:
Freight movement is vital function of the roadway network in Trinity County since the region does 
not have a rail line nor marine shipping ports. Trucking is the primary method of goods movement in 
the region which generates a significant portion of traffic volume along the state highway system. 
SR-299 is the primary east-west goods route in northern California, connecting U.S. 101 to Interstate 
5. Other trucking routes along SR-3/SR36 connect to Butte County and Siskiyou County. 

Goal #10:
For Tribal residents within the Trinity region to have safe, effective, functional transportation 
systems, including streets, roads pedestrian and bicycle facilities and transit.

Objective: Implement activities and plans in a knowledgeable, sensitive manner 
while being respectful of Tribal sovereignty.
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3.8. Tourism

3.8.1. Primary Issues:
Tourism in Trinity County is a critical source of revenue for the county. Many come to recreate in the 
County’s Trinity Alps, fish or boat along the Trinity River, or explore its expansive forest. Supporting 
tourism through a healthy and accessible transportation system will benefit the region. 

Goal #11:
Support tourism throughout Trinity County with a quality transportation network. 

Objective: Provide and maintain a safe and efficient transportation system. 
Policy 11.1:
Provide connections from transportation hubs to tourist attractions.

Policy 10.1: 
Consult with and involve Tribes in the development of planning documents.

Policy 10.2: 
Provide Tribes with information regarding various Federal, State and local transportation grant 
programs for which they may qualify.

Objective: Establish clear, ongoing and open communication with Tribes.
Policy 10.3: 
Meet with Tribes to review the status of the government-to-government relationships and 
exchange information, as appropriate.

Policy 10.4: 
Establish a dedicated tribal liaison at the County that will ensure that extensive coordination and 
communication with Tribes is maintained, and utilize cultural resource monitors in ancestral land. 

Policy 10.5: 
Establish an MOU for future consultation that will include multiple steps of review prior and during  
project duration. 

Objective: Provide a transportation network that safely and sufficiently provides 
access between Tribal lands and their surrounding communities.

Policy 10.5: 
Coordinate with Tribes to consider financial partnership on projects and grants that serve Tribal 
lands.

Policy 10.6: 
Coordinate with Tribes and surrounding communities to identify any concerns of safety within the 
region.
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3.9. Climate Change and the Environment

3.9.1. Primary Issues:
In California, transportation accounts for 37% of Greenhouse Gas Emissions. Transportation 
strategies to reduce GHG emissions include reducing, managing, and eliminating non-essential trips, 
through smart-land use, ITS, demand management and market-based manipulation strategies. It is 
important that the regional transportation and land-use decision makers pursue projects that adhere 
to adopted state strategies and regional efforts to meet greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets. 

Goal #12:
Consider the environment and climate change impacts in all transportation decisions.

Objective: Promote transportation policies and projects that actively reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions and support a healthy environment. 

Policy 12.1: 
Minimize environmental impacts of transportation projects.

Policy 12.2:
Evaluate transportation projects based on their ability to reduce GHG emissions in the region. 

Goal #13:
Include climate change strategies in transportation investment decisions.

Objective: Invest in transportation projects and prioritize planning efforts that 
will contribute to California GHG reduction targets set forth in Assembly Bill 32 
and Senate Bill 375. 

Policy 13.3:
Promote projects that can demonstrate to reduce GHGH emissions, such as active transportation 
projects, transit improvements, and alternative fuel programs. 

Policy 13.2:
Prioritize alternative transportation methods. 

Policy 13.3:
Observe and consider new technologies and opportunities to implement energy efficient and 
alternative transportation infrastructure. 

Objective: Reduce GHG emissions from transportation related sources in the 
Trinity County region. 

Policy 13.4:
Comply with state and federal climate change regulations and standards. 

Policy 13.5: 
Consider GHG emissions in every transportation improvement project. 
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4. Action Element

4.1. Project Purpose and Need
This chapter presents a plan to address the needs and issues for each transportation mode, in 
accordance with the goals, objectives and policies set forth in the Policy Element. It is within 
the Action Element that projects and programs are prioritized as constrained (0-5 years), and 
unconstrained (6-10 years and 11-20 years) transportation improvements, consistent with the 
identified needs and policies. The projects are based on the existing conditions, the forecasted future 
conditions, and the transportation needs as discussed throughout the Existing Conditions and Policy 
Element and are consistent with the Financial Element.

4.2. Regional Priorities
The RTP guidelines require that an RTP “provide a clearly defined justification for its transportation 
projects and programs”. This requirement is often referred to as the Project Intent Statement or 
the Project Purpose and Need. Caltrans’ Deputy Directive No. DD 83 describes a project’s “Need” 
as an identified transportation deficiency or problem, and its “Purpose” is the set of objectives that 
will be met to address the transportation deficiency. Projects for each type of transportation mode 
are divided into financially constrained and financially unconstrained improvements. Financially 
constrained projects are funded over the short-range periods (0-5 years) as demonstrated in the 
Financial Element. The financial constraint is defined as revenues that can reasonably be assumed 
to be available for identified projects.  The unconstrained project list (6-10 and 11-20 years) are 
considered longer term lists of projects that would provide benefit to the region without a clearly 
identified and available funding source. It is prudent to develop projects in the long-range project 
lists in the event funding should become available. To appropriately adjust cost estimates for 
inflation, the original cost estimate year was taken and applied with 13.4% escalation based the 
California Construction Cost Index. For the Trinity region, each project listed in the RTP project lists 
contributes to system preservation, capacity enhancement, safety, and/or multimodal enhancements. 
These broad categories capture the intended outcome for projects during the life of the RTP and 
serve to enhance and protect the livability of residents in the region.

4.2.1. Maintenance and Improvement Emphasis
In Trinity County, the large majority of limited available funding is focused on maintaining existing 
facilities across all modes. Multimodal improvements for the transit system, aviation facilities, 
bikeway and pedestrian facilities, and the goods movement system will serve to implement a balanced 
multimodal transportation network, improve air quality, and help accommodate future travel demand 
in the region.  Should a capacity increasing project become a regional priority, it shall be initiated only 
when fully or largely funded by revenue sources that otherwise could not be used for maintenance 
activities. Other capital projects can only be implemented after new funding sources become 
available to allow full funding of ongoing maintenance responsibilities. The region has limited capacity 
to fund large projects even when outside funding is available.

4.2.2. Maintain Connectivity to Humboldt, Shasta and Siskiyou Counties
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Maintaining the connections to Humboldt County via State Route (SR) 36 and SR-299, Siskiyou 
County via SR-3, and Shasta County via SR-299 is necessary to maintain regional connections to 
key destinations outside of Trinity County. These connections are critical for the economy, health 
and safety of the residents and visitors to Trinity. Of special concern are major roadway blockages 
due to severe storms. Past storms have brought significant damage to the roadway system, which is 
especially critical for communities with one ingress and egress.

4.2.3. Regionally Significant Projects
In addition to typical roadway maintenance projects, a large concern from community members and 
stakeholders was regarding significant damage to critical roadways during major storms. Community 
members in isolated areas are significantly affected from roadway closures or damages that affect 
line of sight or traffic flow, as many communities have one way in and one way out. The severe 
number of storm damage repair projects is taking precedent over other improvement projects in the 
competition for funding. Identified storm damage repair projects include Underwood Mountain Road, 
Denny Road, Trinity Alps Road, Canyon Creek Road, Coffee Creek Road, Hyampom Airport Road, 
Betts Road and East Side Road. All storm damage repair projects are scheduled to be constructed by 
2027. Other general improvements that were identified during meetings were bicycle and pedestrian 
connectivity improvements in all communities, improved transit access, and safety improvements on 
SR-299 such as turn pockets, truck climbing lanes and shoulder improvements.

4.2.4. Transportation Safety
Addressing transportation safety in a regional planning document can improve health, economic and 
quality of life issues for users of the transportation network. In the past, transportation safety has 
been addressed in a reactionary state. There is a need to establish methods to proactively improve 
the safety of the transportation network. In response to this, California developed a Strategic 
Highway Safety Plan (SHSP). This plan sets forth one primary safety goal: reduce roadway fatalities 
to less than one fatality per one hundred million vehicle miles traveled (VMT).

The SHSP focuses on 15 “Challenge Areas” with respect to transportation safety in California. For 
each Challenge Area, background data is provided, a specific goal is established, strategies are 
considered to achieve that goal, and institutional issues which might affect implementation of that 
goal are discussed. The policy element of this RTP includes safety goals and objectives that comply 
with the California Strategic Highway Safety Plan as well as the regional safety needs. Transportation 
improvement projects that specifically address safety for all types of transportation modes are 
included in the project list tables in this chapter.

4.2.5. Trinity County Strategies to Prepare for Climate Change 
The Trinity County region is facing more hazardous weather and weather-related events in 
the coming decades due to climate change, and the County has already seen damaging effects 
from extreme weather events such as severe storms, flooding and fires. Potential hazards to the 
transportation infrastructure include more intense storms leading to more roadway damage, 
wildfires, flooding and debris flows, all of which are expected to increase in frequency and severity. 
The Trinity County Climate Adaptation Plan (2011) identified that increased storm severity would 
contribute to flooding and erosion, particularly in areas where severe fires have affected slopes, 
leading to failing roadway systems. Proposed solutions included the following:

 � Promote culverts and bridges that are appropriately sized to handle increased storm flows.
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 � Implement road decommissioning and improvement projects to address sediment impairments.

4.2.6. Transportation Security/Emergency Preparedness 
Transportation security and emergency preparedness addresses issues associated with large-scale 
evacuation due to a natural disaster or terrorist attack. In order for emergency preparedness to 
be fully effective, the transportation network must be multimodal. Fires, flooding and large storms 
may destroy or compromise bridges or roadways, which is why having multiple routes and modes 
of transportation is ideal. The best preventative measure for emergency preparedness would be 
to maintain and improve roadways, airport facilities, bicycle and pedestrian facilities and public 
transit services. The majority of short- and long-range projects identified for the region have an 
emphasis on maintenance and operational improvement.  In addition to maintaining facilities vital 
for safe evacuation in the region, emergency preparedness involves training and education, planning 
appropriate responses to possible emergencies, and communication with the County Office of 
Emergency Services.

The most likely emergency scenarios include forced evacuation due to wildfire, floods, or mudslides/
landslide from severe storms. Trinity County has already experienced severe storms and wildfires 
that have caused severe damage to the County’s roadway system. 

Efforts to prepare Trinity County residents for natural disasters include the formation of evacuation 
notification centers through the County Office of Emergency Services. The County’s Emergency 
Operations Plan (2019) includes an Immediate Action Checklist for the County to use as guidance for 
necessary steps during an emergency. Additionally, Trinity County has many Facebook groups that 
notify residents of emergency situations and promote evacuation orders. 

4.2.7. Transportation Systems Management
Transportation systems management (TSM) is a term used to describe low-cost actions that maximize 
the efficiency of existing transportation facilities and systems. Urbanized areas can implement 
strategies using various combinations of techniques. However, in rural regions such as Trinity, many 
measures that would apply in metropolitan areas are not practical.

With limited funding, the Trinity region must look for the least capital-intensive solutions. On a 
project basis, TSM measures are good engineering and management practices. Many are already 
in use to increase the efficiency of traffic flow and movement through intersections and along 
highways. Long-range TSM considerations can include:

 � Signing and striping modifications.
 � Parking restrictions.
 � Installing or modifying signals to provide alternate circulation routes for residents.
 � Re-examining speed zones on certain streets.

These types of actions will remain part of the RTP and General Plan planning process for the next 20 
years.
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4.2.8. Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)
ITS, as defined in law, refers to the employment of “electronics, communications, or information 
processing used singly or in combination to improve the efficiency or safety of a surface 
transportation system.”  The implementation of ITS is a priority for the U.S. Department of 
Transportation. A key component of that nationwide implementation is the National ITS Architecture, 
a framework devised to encourage functional harmony, interoperability, and integration among local, 
regional, State, and Federal ITS applications. ITS includes technology improvements which enhance 
the safety and reliability of roadways. Common examples include Highway Advisory Radio (HAR) and 
Changeable Message Signs (CMS) which provide travelers roadway closure information on detours, 
road closures and weather conditions. CMS notifies travelers of seasonal roadway closures. In Trinity 
County, Caltrans maintains Closed Circuit TV Cameras (CCTV), and Roadside Weather Information 
Systems (RWIS) to monitor snow conditions on mountain passes. The HAR and CMS systems are used 
to alert drivers of roadway closures, delays, and chain requirements.  

4.2.9. Project Lists
As a method of developing responses to the transportation needs and issues discussed in the earlier 
portions of this document, this RTP includes a list of transportation system improvements for each 
mode of transportation applicable to the Trinity region.  Projects for each type of transportation 
facility are divided into financially constrained (short range) and financially unconstrained (mid range 
and long range) improvements. All short range project cost estimates reflect “year of construction” 
dollars. Large format project list tables can be viewed in Attachment E. 

4.2.10. Roadway Projects
Table 4.1 displays Short, Mid and Long Range roadway projects for the region. These projects 
are constrained (have identified funding) and unconstrained (do not have identified funding). The 
expected total cost is approximately $33.3 million for short range constrained projects (2022-2027), 
$53.6 million for unconstrained mid-range (2028-2032), and $156.7 million for long-rang (2033-
2042). Rehabilitating roads, repairing storm damage and maintaining safe, interregional connectivity 
are the most important projects for the region. An additional $72,559,000 of short range Caltrans 
projects are programmed on State Highways in the Trinity County region. Project estimates 
were developed with a formula to account for annual inflation based on their anticipated date of 
construction. 



Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 85

Le
ad

 A
ge

nc
y

Pr
oj

ec
t T

yp
e

Pr
oj

ec
t D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Lo

ca
tio

n)
Fu

nd
in

g 
So

ur
ce

 C
os

t 
C

on
st

. Y
ea

r

TC
D

O
T

A
nn

ua
l R

oa
dw

ay
 M

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 (2

0
22

-2
0

27
)

A
nn

ua
l p

av
em

en
t m

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 o

n 
C

ou
nt

y 
Ro

ad
s

C
ou

nt
y 

w
id

e
RS

TP
/R

M
RA

A
ll

C
al

tr
an

s
D

ow
nr

iv
er

 T
ur

no
ut

s
A

dd
 E

B 
an

d 
W

B 
Tu

rn
ou

ts
 a

t P
M

 2
1.6

/2
2.

6
D

ow
nr

iv
er

ST
IP

-R
IP

75
0

,0
0

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
20

24

C
al

tr
an

s
Tu

rn
in

g 
La

ne
Tu

rn
 la

ne
 o

n 
H

w
y 

29
9 

to
 S

ch
oo

l H
ou

se
 R

d
Bu

rn
t R

an
ch

ST
IP

1,0
0

0
,0

0
0

$ 
20

26

TC
D

O
T

Re
pa

ir 
st

or
m

 d
am

ag
e

U
nd

er
w

oo
d 

M
tn

 R
d 

PM
 1.

95
Bu

rn
t R

an
ch

O
ES

/F
EM

A
/R

M
RA

1,1
49

,7
20

$ 
   

   
   

   
20

27
TC

D
O

T
Re

pa
ir 

st
or

m
 d

am
ag

e
D

en
ny

 R
oa

d 
PM

 3
.7

-1
2.

5
Bu

rn
t R

an
ch

O
ES

/F
EM

A
/R

M
RA

6,
38

5,
36

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

20
27

TC
D

O
T

Br
id

ge
 w

et
 fo

rd
 o

ve
r S

ho
ck

 C
re

ek
Br

id
ge

 w
et

 fo
rd

 o
ve

r S
ho

ck
 C

re
ek

H
ay

fo
rk

D
FW

/R
M

RA
2,

21
1,0

0
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
20

27
TC

D
O

T
Re

pa
ir 

sli
po

ut
s a

nd
 c

ra
ck

ed
 p

av
em

en
t

Lo
w

er
 S

ou
th

 F
or

k 
Rd

 P
M

 10
.5

H
ya

m
po

m
O

ES
/F

EM
A

/R
M

RA
30

9,
54

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
20

27
TC

D
O

T
Re

pa
ir 

st
or

m
 d

am
ag

e
H

ya
m

po
m

 A
irp

or
t R

oa
d 

va
rio

us
 lo

c
H

ya
m

po
m

O
ES

/F
EM

A
/R

M
RA

2,
13

7,
30

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

20
27

TC
D

O
T

Re
pa

ir 
ba

nk
 fa

ilu
re

, r
es

to
re

 ri
ve

rb
an

k
C

an
yo

n 
C

re
ek

 R
oa

d 
PM

 0
.7

5
Ju

nc
tio

n 
C

ity
O

ES
/F

EM
A

/R
M

RA
1,9

67
,7

90
$ 

   
   

   
  

20
27

TC
D

O
T

Re
pa

ir 
sli

po
ut

s a
nd

 c
ra

ck
ed

 p
av

em
en

t
Tr

in
ity

 D
am

 B
lv

d 
PM

 2
2.

9
Le

w
is

to
n

ER
/R

M
RA

37
5,

87
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

20
27

C
al

tr
an

s
Tu

rn
ou

ts
 o

r p
as

si
ng

 la
ne

s S
al

ye
r

 - 
J C

ity
Tr

in
ity

 D
am

 B
lv

d 
PM

 2
2.

9
Sa

ly
er

  
ST

IP
/IT

IP
 $

   
   

   
 1,

60
0

,0
0

0
 

TB
D

TC
D

O
T

C
ul

ve
rt

 re
pl

ac
em

en
t, 

re
su

rf
ac

e 
ro

ad
C

ar
rv

ill
e 

Lo
op

 R
oa

d 
PM

 0
.5

5
Tr

in
ity

 C
en

te
r

O
ES

/F
EM

A
/R

M
RA

36
,8

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

20
27

TC
D

O
T

Re
pa

ir 
sli

po
ut

s a
nd

 c
ra

ck
ed

 p
av

em
en

t
Ea

st
 S

id
e 

Ro
ad

 P
M

 2
.4

-3
.6

Tr
in

ity
 C

en
te

r
ER

/R
M

RA
58

2,
23

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
20

27
TC

D
O

T
Re

al
ig

n 
tig

ht
 c

ur
ve

 - 
PM

 2
.5

Re
al

ig
n 

tig
ht

 c
ur

ve
 - 

PM
 2

.5
W

ea
ve

rv
ill

e
LO

C
A

L/
RM

RA
36

8,
50

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
20

27
TC

D
O

T
Re

pa
ir 

sli
po

ut
s a

nd
 c

ra
ck

ed
 p

av
em

en
t

Ru
th

-Z
en

ia
 R

oa
d 

PM
 3

.2
 &

 6
.7

Ze
ni

a
O

ES
/F

EM
A

/R
M

RA
69

1,3
0

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
20

27

TC
D

O
T

Re
co

ns
tr

uc
tio

n 
- P

S&
E 

&
 R

W
W

ild
w

oo
d 

Rd
.P

M
 11

.6
-9

.7
 P

ha
se

 1 
Ru

th
 

ST
IP

1,4
0

0
,3

0
0

$ 
20

27

TC
D

O
T

Su
rf

ac
e 

Tr
ea

tm
en

ts
H

ig
h 

Fr
ic

tio
n 

Su
rf

ac
e 

Tr
ea

tm
en

ts
 o

n 
Ru

sh
 C

re
ek

 R
oa

d
Le

w
is

to
n 

H
SI

P
1,6

92
,15

2
$ 

20
27

TC
D

O
T

G
au

rd
ra

il
G

ua
rd

ra
il 

- 0
.0

7 
m

i N
. o

f R
us

h 
C

rk
. R

d.
Le

w
is

to
n 

H
SI

P
14

7,
40

0
$ 

20
27

TC
D

O
T

Se
di

m
en

t C
on

tr
ol

Se
di

m
en

t R
ed

uc
tio

n 
O

re
go

n 
St

 P
M

 1.
4 

- 4
.1

W
ea

ve
rv

ill
e

RM
RA

/5
C

14
5,

92
6

$ 
20

27
TC

D
O

T
Se

di
m

en
t C

on
tr

ol
Se

di
m

en
t R

ed
uc

tio
n 

V
al

do
r R

d 
PM

 0
.1 

- 2
.0

6
Ju

nc
tio

n 
C

ity
 

RM
RA

/5
C

11
0

,5
50

$ 
20

27
TC

D
O

T
Se

di
m

en
t C

on
tr

ol
Se

di
m

en
t R

ed
uc

tio
n 

U
pp

er
 R

d 
PM

 0
.0

-0
.6

Ju
nc

tio
n 

C
ity

 
RM

RA
/5

C
36

,8
50

$ 
20

27
TC

D
O

T
Se

di
m

en
t C

on
tr

ol
V

ar
io

us
 se

di
m

en
t c

on
tr

ol
 p

ro
je

ct
s 1

-2
/y

ea
r

C
ou

nt
y-

W
id

e
D

FW
/N

M
FS

73
7,

0
0

0
$ 

20
27

23
,8

35
,6

52
$ 

   
   

   
   

Sh
or

t R
an

ge
 T

ot
al

Ta
bl

e 
4.

1
Ro

ad
w

ay
 P

ro
je

ct
s 

Sh
or

t R
an

ge
 (2

0
22

-2
0

27
)



Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 86

Le
ad

 A
ge

nc
y

Pr
oj

ec
t T

yp
e

Pr
oj

ec
t D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Lo

ca
tio

n)
Fu

nd
in

g 
So

ur
ce

 C
os

t 
C

on
st

. Y
ea

r

Ta
bl

e 
4.

1
Ro

ad
w

ay
 P

ro
je

ct
s 

TC
D

O
T

A
nn

ua
l R

oa
dw

ay
 M

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 (2

0
28

-2
0

33
)

A
nn

ua
l p

av
em

en
t m

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 o

n 
C

ou
nt

y 
Ro

ad
s

C
ou

nt
y 

w
id

e
RS

TP
/R

M
RA

A
ll

C
al

tr
an

s 
A

pr
ro

n 
pa

vi
ng

 
Pa

ve
 a

pr
on

 a
t t

he
 e

nt
ra

nc
e 

to
 T

an
gl

e 
Bl

ue
 R

oa
d 

of
f o

f 
SR

 3
Sr

 3
 

TB
D

 T
BD

 
TB

D

C
al

tr
an

s 
Tr

in
ity

 S
R 

3 
Tu

rn
ou

ts
 P

ha
se

 2
 

In
st

al
l t

ur
no

ut
s a

t v
ar

io
us

 lo
ca

tio
ns

 a
lo

ng
 S

R 
3 

be
tw

ee
n 

W
ea

ve
rv

ill
e 

an
d 

Tr
in

ity
 C

en
te

r
W

ea
ve

rv
ill

e 
&

 
Tr

in
ity

 C
en

te
r

TB
D

 T
BD

 
TB

D

C
al

tr
an

s
O

ak
 R

d 
Le

ft
 T

ur
n 

La
ne

 
In

st
al

l L
ef

t T
ur

n 
La

ne
 o

n 
SR

 3
 a

t O
ak

 S
t i

n 
th

e 
to

w
n 

of
 

H
ay

fo
rk

H
ay

fo
rk

 
ST

IP
-R

IP
 $

   
   

   
1,0

0
0

,0
0

0
 

20
28

C
al

tr
an

s
Pa

ss
in

g 
La

ne
 E

xt
en

si
on

s 
Ex

te
nd

 th
e 

EB
 a

nd
 W

B 
pa

ss
in

g 
la

ne
s a

t t
he

 b
as

e 
of

 th
e 

gr
ad

e 
to

 T
rin

ity
 D

am
 B

lv
d.

Le
w

is
to

n
TB

D
 T

BD
 

TB
D

C
al

tr
an

s
Le

ft
 T

ur
n 

La
ne

In
st

al
l L

ef
t T

ur
n 

La
ne

 o
n 

SR
 3

 a
t W

ild
w

oo
d 

Rd
M

ad
 R

iv
er

TB
D

TB
D

TB
D

TC
D

O
T 

U
nd

er
w

oo
d 

M
ou

nt
ai

n 
Rd

 T
ra

ff
ic

 C
al

m
in

g 
an

d 
pa

vi
ng

 
Tr

af
fic

 c
al

m
in

g 
on

 U
nd

er
w

oo
d 

M
ou

nt
ai

n 
Ro

ad
 c

om
in

g 
fr

om
 th

e 
no

rt
h 

to
w

ar
ds

 th
e 

co
m

m
un

ity
 c

en
te

r 
H

ya
m

po
m

TB
D

 T
BD

 
TB

D

TC
D

O
T 

Re
gu

la
r C

ul
ve

rt
 M

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 

C
ou

nt
y-

w
id

e 
C

ou
nt

y 
w

id
e

TB
D

TB
D

TB
D

TC
D

O
T 

Br
us

h 
C

le
ar

in
g 

G
uy

 C
ov

in
gt

on
 D

riv
e

Tr
in

ity
 C

en
te

r
TB

D
TB

D
TB

D

TC
D

O
T

H
et

te
ns

ha
w

 R
oa

d 
D

ra
in

ag
e 

C
on

tr
ol

 a
nd

 
M

ai
nt

en
an

ce
Re

sh
ap

e 
H

et
te

ns
ha

w
 R

oa
d 

to
 p

re
ve

nt
 w

at
er

 p
oo

lin
g 

an
d 

pr
ev

en
ta

tiv
e 

m
ai

nt
en

an
ce

 
M

ad
 R

iv
er

TB
D

 T
BD

 
TB

D

TC
D

O
T

Re
co

ns
tr

uc
tio

n/
C

on
st

ru
ct

io
n 

- P
M

 0
 to

 1.
0

(n
ew

 in
te

rs
ec

tio
n/

Br
id

ge
)

Re
ad

in
g 

C
re

ek
 R

d.
D

ou
gl

as
 C

ity
ST

IP
 $

   
   

   
7,

0
0

0
,0

0
0

 
TB

D

TC
D

O
T

C
am

pb
el

l R
id

ge
 R

oa
dw

ay
 R

eh
ab

ili
ta

tio
n

Ro
ad

w
ay

 re
ha

bi
lit

at
io

n 
on

 C
am

pb
el

l R
id

ge
. 

Sa
ly

er
 

TB
D

TB
D

TB
D

C
al

tr
an

s/
TC

D
O

T
In

te
rs

ec
tio

n 
Im

pr
ov

em
en

ts
U

nd
er

w
oo

d 
M

tn
 R

d 
Im

pr
ov

e 
in

te
rs

ec
tio

n
Bu

rn
t R

an
ch

ST
IP

 T
BD

  
 T

BD
  

TC
D

O
T

Re
co

ns
tr

uc
tio

n 
- P

S&
E,

 R
W

 &
 C

on
W

ild
w

oo
d 

Rd
. P

M
 9

.7
-7

.0
 P

ha
se

 2
W

ild
w

oo
d

ST
IP

/F
LA

P
14

,8
0

7,
0

0
0

$ 
   

   
  

20
33

C
al

tr
an

s/
TC

D
O

T
In

te
rs

ec
tio

n 
Im

pr
ov

em
en

ts
H

en
ne

ss
ey

 R
d 

Im
pr

ov
e 

in
te

rs
ct

io
n

Bu
rn

t R
an

ch
ST

IP
 T

BD
  

 T
BD

  
C

al
tr

an
s/

TC
D

O
T

In
te

rs
ec

tio
n 

Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

V
et

er
an

s H
al

l R
d-

 Im
pr

ov
e 

in
te

rs
ec

tio
n

Bu
rn

t R
an

ch
ST

IP
 T

BD
  

 T
BD

  

C
al

tr
an

s/
TC

D
O

T
Tu

rn
ou

ts
 

Tu
rn

ou
ts

 o
r p

as
si

ng
 la

ne
s S

R 
3 

Tr
in

ity
 C

en
te

r t
o

C
of

fe
e 

C
re

ek
Tr

in
ity

 C
en

te
r

ST
IP

 $
   

7,
28

9,
0

0
0

.0
0

 
TB

D

C
al

tr
an

s/
TC

D
O

T
C

lim
bi

ng
 L

an
e 

Ex
te

ns
io

n
O

re
go

n 
M

ou
nt

ai
n 

w
es

t o
f W

ea
ve

rv
ill

e 
Ex

te
nd

 
ea

st
bo

un
d 

an
d 

w
es

tb
ou

nd
 tr

uc
k

cl
im

bi
ng

 la
ne

s (
PM

 4
7.

8 
- 5

1.1
)

SR
 2

99
 (P

M
 

47
.8

 - 
51

.1)
ST

IP
/IT

IP
 T

BD
  

 T
BD

  

TC
D

O
T 

Fo
un

ta
in

 R
an

ch
 R

oa
dw

ay
 R

ep
ai

r 
Ro

ad
w

ay
 re

pa
ir 

Sa
ly

er
TB

D
 

 T
BD

 
TB

D

TC
D

O
T

Ze
ni

a 
Bl

uf
f R

d 
Ro

ad
w

ay
 R

ep
ai

r
Pe

rm
an

en
t r

ep
ai

r t
o 

th
e 

la
rg

e 
di

st
or

tio
ns

 in
 th

e 
pa

ve
m

en
t d

ue
 to

 la
nd

 m
ov

em
en

t u
nd

er
 th

e 
ro

ad
.  

M
ad

 R
iv

er
 

TB
D

TB
D

TB
D

TC
D

O
T

C
an

yo
n 

C
re

ek
 R

oa
d 

Re
ha

bi
lit

at
io

n
Ro

ck
 st

ab
ili

za
tio

n 
an

d 
ro

ad
 w

id
en

in
g 

on
 C

an
yo

n 
C

re
ek

 
Ro

ad
. 

Ju
nc

tio
n 

C
ity

TB
D

 T
BD

 
TB

D

FH
W

A
Re

ha
bi

lit
at

e 
an

d 
Pa

ve
 R

oa
d 

fr
om

 E
as

t F
or

k
Ro

ad
 (P

os
t M

ile
 8

) t
o 

SR
 2

99
 in

 S
ha

st
a 

C
o.

Ea
st

 S
id

e 
Ro

ad
/ T

rin
ity

 M
ou

nt
ai

n 
Ro

ad
Tr

in
ity

 C
en

te
r

FL
A

P/
ST

IP
 T

BD
 

TB
D

TC
D

O
T/

U
SF

S
Ro

ad
w

ay
 re

ha
bi

lit
at

io
n,

 e
m

er
ge

nc
y 

ac
ce

ss
 

im
pr

ov
em

en
t a

nd
 m

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 in

 S
al

ye
r a

nd
 

Bu
rn

t R
an

ch

Re
pa

ir 
st

or
m

 d
am

ag
e 

an
d 

im
pr

ov
e 

m
ai

nt
en

an
ce

 fo
r 

re
gu

la
r a

nd
 e

m
er

ge
nc

y 
us

e 
of

 c
ou

nt
y 

an
d 

Fo
re

st
 

Se
rv

ic
e 

ro
ad

s t
hr

ou
gh

ou
t B

ur
nt

 R
an

ch
 a

nd
 S

al
ye

r, 
es

ep
ci

al
ly

 H
en

ne
ss

ey
 R

oa
d 

w
hi

ch
 is

 th
e 

es
ca

pe
 ro

ut
e 

fo
r B

ur
nt

 R
an

ch
 a

nd
 S

ou
th

 F
or

k 
Ro

ad
 w

he
n 

H
ig

hw
ay

 
29

9 
is

 c
lo

se
d.

  

Sa
ly

er
 &

 B
ur

nt
 

Ra
nc

h 
TB

D
TB

D
TB

D

M
id

 R
an

ge
 (2

0
28

-2
0

32
)



Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 87

Le
ad

 A
ge

nc
y

Pr
oj

ec
t T

yp
e

Pr
oj

ec
t D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Lo

ca
tio

n)
Fu

nd
in

g 
So

ur
ce

 C
os

t 
C

on
st

. Y
ea

r

Ta
bl

e 
4.

1
Ro

ad
w

ay
 P

ro
je

ct
s 

C
al

tr
an

s/
TC

D
O

T
Tu

rn
 L

an
e

SR
 2

99
/S

ky
 R

an
ch

 R
d

ST
IP

TB
D

TB
D

C
al

tr
an

s/
TC

D
O

T
Tu

rn
ou

ts
 o

r p
as

si
ng

 la
ne

s S
al

ye
r -

 J 
C

ity
SR

 2
99

 d
ow

nr
iv

er
Sa

ly
er

ST
IP

/IT
IP

TB
D

TB
D

C
al

tr
an

s/
TC

D
O

T
C

ap
ac

ity
 E

xp
an

si
on

SR
 2

99
 in

 W
ea

ve
rv

ill
e

(P
M

 5
0

.6
2-

53
.4

3)
W

ea
ve

rv
ill

e
ST

IP
TB

D
TB

D

TC
D

O
T

Ro
ad

si
de

 S
ig

n 
Re

pl
ac

em
en

t
Re

pl
ac

e 
si

gn
s t

hr
ou

gh
ou

t t
he

 C
ou

nt
y

C
ou

nt
yw

id
e

TB
D

 $
   

   
   

   
 10

0
,0

0
0

 
TB

D
C

al
tr

an
s 

In
te

rs
ec

tio
n 

Im
pr

ov
em

en
t

SR
-2

99
 / 

SR
-3

D
ou

gl
as

 C
ity

TB
D

TB
D

TB
D

C
al

tr
an

s/
TC

D
O

T
In

te
rs

ec
tio

n 
Im

pr
ov

em
en

t
Sa

fe
ty

 Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 a
t W

al
le

n 
Ra

nc
h 

Rd
/S

R 
29

9
H

aw
ki

ns
 B

ar
ST

IP
 $

   
   

   
 1,

40
0

,0
0

0
 

TB
D

TC
D

O
T

N
ew

 le
ft

-t
ur

n 
po

ck
et

s f
or

 lo
ca

l r
oa

ds
 

in
te

rs
ec

tin
g 

SR
-2

99
 

A
dd

iti
on

 o
f l

ef
t-

tu
rn

 p
oc

ke
ts

 o
n 

SR
-2

99
 in

 Ju
nc

tio
n 

C
ity

 a
nd

 B
ur

nt
 R

an
ch

Bu
rn

t R
an

ch
 

Ju
nc

tio
n 

C
ity

 
TB

D
 T

BD
 

TB
D

C
al

tr
an

s/
TC

D
O

T
Sh

ou
ld

er
 a

nd
 h

or
iz

on
ta

l c
ur

ve
 

im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 n
ec

es
sa

ry
 fo

r S
TA

A
 A

cc
es

s
SR

-2
99

 (P
M

 12
.4

 - 
12

.7
 a

nd
 2

0
.5

 - 
20

.6
)

SR
-2

99
ST

IP
/IT

IP
 T

BD
 

TB
D

TC
D

O
T

C
en

te
r S

tr
ee

t t
w

o-
w

ay
 st

re
et

 fr
om

 C
ou

rt
 to

 
SR

-3
W

id
en

 to
 C

en
te

r S
tr

ee
t 2

 la
ne

 2
-w

ay
 fr

om
 C

ou
rt

 to
 S

R-
3

Tr
in

ity
 c

en
te

r
LO

C
A

L/
RM

RA
42

8,
80

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
20

32

TC
D

O
T

Ro
ad

w
ay

 M
ai

nt
en

an
ce

 a
nd

 p
av

in
g

Tr
in

ity
 P

in
es

 R
oa

d,
 R

at
tle

sn
ak

e 
Ro

ad
, C

hr
om

e 
M

in
es

 
Ro

ad
 

Po
st

 M
ou

nt
ai

n 
TB

D
TB

D
TB

D

TC
D

O
T

Ro
ad

w
ay

 M
ai

nt
en

an
ce

 
 D

ou
bl

e 
ch

ip
 se

al
 o

n 
W

es
tr

id
ge

 R
oa

d 
an

d 
C

ou
nt

y 
Ro

ad
 

35
4,

 P
os

t M
ou

nt
ai

n 
Ro

ad
Po

st
 M

ou
nt

ai
n 

TB
D

TB
D

TB
D

TC
D

O
T

V
an

 D
uz

en
 R

oa
d 

Re
ha

b
Re

ha
bi

lit
at

e 
3.

6 
m

ile
s

M
ad

 R
iv

er
TB

D
 T

BD
 

TB
D

TC
D

O
T

Tu
rn

ar
ou

nd
 a

t e
nd

Tu
rn

ar
ou

nd
 a

t e
nd

 - 
O

re
go

n 
St

re
et

W
ea

ve
rv

ill
e

LO
C

A
L/

RM
RA

10
7,

20
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

20
32

TC
D

O
T

In
te

rs
ec

tio
n 

co
nt

ro
l i

m
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 a
t S

R-
29

9 
an

d 
W

ea
ve

r B
al

ly
 R

oa
d

In
st

al
la

tio
n 

of
 tr

af
fic

 si
gn

al
 o

r r
ou

nd
ab

ou
t (

pr
oj

ec
t w

as
 

pr
ev

io
us

ly
 p

ro
po

se
d 

at
 F

or
es

t A
ve

. a
nd

 G
ar

de
n 

G
ul

tc
h 

St
re

et
, b

ut
 re

lo
ca

te
d 

to
 S

R-
29

9 
an

d 
W

ea
ve

r B
al

ly
 R

d)
W

ea
ve

rv
ill

e
TB

D
 T

BD
 

TB
D

TC
D

O
T

Pa
ve

m
en

t R
eh

ab
/R

ec
on

st
ru

ct
io

n
Pa

ve
m

en
t R

eh
ab

/R
ec

on
st

ru
ct

io
n

V
ar

io
us

ST
IP

/R
M

RA
21

,4
40

,0
0

0
$ 

   
   

  
20

32
TC

D
O

T
Ru

th
-Z

en
ia

 R
oa

d 
Re

ha
b

Re
ha

bi
lit

at
e 

se
ct

io
ns

 o
f R

ut
h-

Ze
ni

a 
Rd

. 
Ze

ni
a

TB
D

 T
BD

 
TB

D
53

,5
72

,0
00

$ 
    

   
M

id
 R

an
ge

 T
ot

al

M
id

 R
an

ge
 (2

0
28

-2
0

32
) c

on
tin

ue
d



Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 88

Le
ad

 A
ge

nc
y

Pr
oj

ec
t T

yp
e

Pr
oj

ec
t D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Lo

ca
tio

n)
Fu

nd
in

g 
So

ur
ce

 C
os

t 
C

on
st

. Y
ea

r

Ta
bl

e 
4.

1
Ro

ad
w

ay
 P

ro
je

ct
s 

TC
D

O
T

Re
co

ns
tr

uc
tio

n 
- P

S&
E,

 R
W

 &
 C

on
W

ild
w

oo
d 

Rd
. P

M
 7

.0
-5

.0
 P

ha
se

 3
(F

LA
P 

se
gm

en
t)

M
ad

 R
iv

er
ST

IP
/F

LA
P

15
,2

62
,6

0
0

$ 
20

33

5C
C

Se
di

m
en

t C
on

tr
ol

 
V

ar
io

us
 se

di
m

en
t c

on
tr

ol
 p

ro
je

ct
s 1

-2
/y

ea
r

C
ou

nt
y 

w
id

e
D

FW
/N

M
FS

1,1
39

,0
0

0
$ 

20
33

TC
D

O
T

Re
co

ns
tr

uc
t a

nd
 w

id
en

 P
M

 6
.0

-1
0

.0
C

an
yo

n 
C

re
ek

 R
oa

d 
(S

TI
P 

sh
ar

e)
Ju

nc
tio

n 
C

ity
 

ST
IP

11
,3

90
,0

0
0

$ 
   

   
  

20
33

TC
D

O
T

Re
co

ns
tr

uc
t a

nd
 w

id
en

  P
M

 6
.0

-1
0

.0
C

an
yo

n 
C

re
ek

 R
oa

d 
(F

LA
P 

sh
ar

e)
Ju

nc
tio

n 
C

ity
 

FL
A

P
57

,8
88

,0
0

0
$ 

   
   

 
20

40
TC

D
O

T
Pa

ve
m

en
t R

eh
ab

/R
ec

on
st

ru
ct

io
n

V
ar

io
us

 ro
ad

s i
n 

C
ou

nt
y 

V
ar

io
us

ST
IP

/R
M

RA
22

,7
80

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
20

33
C

A
LT

RA
N

S/
TC

D
O

T
M

er
ge

 L
an

e
H

w
y 

3 
M

er
ge

 L
an

e
Tr

in
ity

 C
en

te
r

ST
IP

4,
82

4,
0

0
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
20

40

TC
D

O
T

Re
co

ns
tr

uc
tio

n 
- P

S&
E,

 R
W

 &
 C

on
W

ild
w

oo
d 

Rd
. P

M
 7

.0
-5

.0
 P

ha
se

 3
H

ay
fo

rk
ST

IP
/F

LA
P

22
,5

12
,0

0
0

$ 
   

   
  

20
40

C
A

LT
RA

N
S/

TC
D

O
T

Im
pr

ov
e 

In
te

rs
ec

tio
n

SR
 2

99
/W

as
hi

ng
to

n 
St

.
W

ea
ve

rv
ill

e
ST

IP
80

4,
0

0
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
20

40

TC
D

O
T

A
nn

ua
l R

oa
dw

ay
 M

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 (2

0
34

-2
0

43
)

A
nn

ua
l p

av
em

en
t m

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 o

n 
C

ou
nt

y 
Ro

ad
s

C
ou

nt
y 

w
id

e
RS

TP
/R

M
RA

TB
D

TB
D

TC
D

O
T

Le
w

is
to

n 
Ro

ad
 P

M
 4

.8
-2

.6
Re

ha
bi

lit
at

io
n

Le
w

is
to

n 
C

al
tr

an
s S

H
O

PP
 $

   
   

   
  1

,3
66

,8
0

0
 

20
33

TC
D

O
T

Tr
af

fic
 C

al
m

in
g 

on
 W

as
hi

ng
to

n 
St

re
et

 
Tr

af
fic

 C
al

m
in

g
W

ea
ve

rv
ill

e
LO

C
A

L/
RM

RA
48

2,
40

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
20

40
C

al
tr

an
s 

In
te

rs
ec

tio
n 

Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

W
as

hi
ng

to
n 

St
 &

 S
R 

29
9 

In
te

rs
ec

tio
n 

Im
pr

ov
em

en
t

W
ea

ve
rv

ill
e

TB
D

TB
D

TB
D

C
al

tr
an

s 
Le

ft
ha

nd
 T

ur
n 

La
ne

In
st

al
l L

ef
t T

ur
n 

La
ne

 o
n 

SR
 3

 a
t S

um
m

it 
C

re
ek

H
ay

fo
rk

TB
D

TB
D

TB
D

C
al

tr
an

s 
Le

ft
ha

nd
 T

ur
n 

La
ne

In
st

al
l L

ef
t T

ur
n 

La
ne

 o
n 

SR
 3

 a
t D

ee
rli

ck
 R

d 
D

ou
gl

as
 C

ity
 

TB
D

TB
D

TB
D

C
al

tr
an

s 
A

dd
 P

as
si

ng
 L

an
e 

H
ay

fo
rk

 S
um

m
it 

Pa
ss

in
g 

La
ne

 
H

ay
fo

rk
TB

D
TB

D
TB

D
C

al
tr

an
s 

Fo
cu

s R
ou

te
 S

ho
ul

de
r W

id
en

in
g

A
ch

ie
ve

 fo
cu

s r
ou

te
 c

on
ce

pt
 sh

ou
ld

er
s

SR
 2

99
TB

D
TB

D
TB

D

C
al

tr
an

s/
TC

D
O

T
C

ur
ve

 re
al

ig
nm

en
t, 

pa
ss

in
g 

la
ne

s -
 v

ar
io

us
 

lo
ca

tio
ns

SR
-3

 H
ay

fo
rk

 S
um

m
it

H
ay

fo
rk

ST
IP

 $
   

   
   

3,
50

0
,0

0
0

 
TB

D

TC
D

O
T

In
te

rs
ec

tio
n 

Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

Im
pr

ov
e 

in
te

rs
ct

io
n-

W
al

le
n 

Ra
nc

h 
Rd

H
aw

ki
ns

 B
ar

ST
IP

 T
BD

  
 T

BD
  

TC
D

O
T

Re
ha

b/
Re

co
ns

tr
uc

tio
n

Pa
ve

m
en

t R
eh

ab
/R

ec
on

st
ru

ct
io

n
V

ar
io

us
ST

IP
/R

M
RA

16
,0

80
,0

0
0

$ 
20

40
TC

D
O

T
V

et
er

an
s H

al
l R

d-
 Im

pr
ov

e 
in

te
rs

ec
tio

n
Bu

rn
t R

an
ch

Bu
rn

t R
an

ch
ST

IP
 $

   
   

   
 1,

40
0

,0
0

0
 

TB
D

TC
D

O
T

H
en

ne
ss

ey
 R

d 
Im

pr
ov

e 
in

te
rs

ct
io

n
Bu

rn
t R

an
ch

Bu
rn

t R
an

ch
ST

IP
 $

   
   

   
 1,

40
0

,0
0

0
 

TB
D

TC
D

O
T

Re
ha

bi
lit

at
io

n
Le

w
is

to
n 

Ro
ad

 P
M

 0
-2

.6
Le

w
is

to
n

ST
IP

2,
25

1,2
0

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

20
40

TC
D

O
T

Tr
af

fic
 C

al
m

in
g 

Tr
af

fic
 C

al
m

in
g 

on
 W

as
hi

ng
to

n 
St

re
et

W
ea

ve
rv

ill
e

LO
C

A
L/

RM
RA

48
2,

40
0

$ 
20

40

TC
D

O
T

Tr
in

ity
 D

am
 B

lv
d 

&
Ru

sh
 C

re
ek

 R
d

Sh
ou

ld
er

 w
id

en
in

g 
an

d 
pu

llo
ut

s
Le

w
is

to
n

ST
IP

 T
BD

 
TB

D

TC
D

O
T

Pa
ve

m
en

t R
eh

ab
/R

ec
on

st
ru

ct
io

n
Pa

ve
m

en
t R

eh
ab

/R
ec

on
st

ru
ct

io
n

V
ar

io
us

ST
IP

/R
M

RA
16

,0
80

,0
0

0
$ 

   
   

 
20

40
15

6,
88

5,
18

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

TToo
ttaa

ll  CC
oouu

nntt
yy  

2233
44,,

2299
22,,

8833
22

$$  
      

  
Lo

ng
 R

an
ge

 T
ot

al

Lo
ng

 R
an

ge
 (2

0
33

-2
0

42
)

Ta
bl

e 
4.

1 
Ro

ad
w

ay
 P

ro
je

ct
s



Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 89

4.2.11. Bridge Projects
Table 4.2 displays constrained and unconstrained bridge projects for the region. The expected total 
cost is approximately $23.5 million for short range constrained projects (2022-2027), $42.4 million 
for unconstrained mid-range (2028-2032), and $44.4 million for long-range (2033-2042). Project 
estimates were developed with a formula to account for annual inflation based on their anticipated 
date of construction. 
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4.2.12. Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects
The following table shows the Short Range, Mid Range and Long Range bicycle and pedestrian needs 
in the region. A total of $248.2 million in bicycle and pedestrian needs have been identified in Trinity 
County. However, no projects were included in the Short Range project list due to the County’s 
lack of capacity over the next five years. Staffing and resources are currently dedicated to storm 
recovery projects. The unconstrained Mid Range ($27.6 million) and Long Range ($220.7 million) have 
long lists of projects for the County to pursue once the County has more capacity to pursue funding 
opportunities. The most substantial and consistent source of funding for bicycle and pedestrian 
projects is the Active Transportation Program (ATP), which is a highly competitive and underfunded 
grant program. Because the ATP is a discretionary grant program and not a stable guaranteed 
funding source, it is difficult to correctly anticipate future funding allocations. However, should 
the County wish to pursue other funds, programs such as the second round of Clean California are 
offering funds for bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure projects. Project estimates were developed 
with a formula to account for annual inflation based on their anticipated date of construction. 
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4.2.13. Transit Projects
Table 4.4 presents transit improvement projects. The total cost for Short Range constrained transit 
projects is $2.1 million. The estimate for unconstrained Mid Range is $1.6 million and the estimated 
cost for unconstrained Long Range projects is $2.7 million. Project estimates were developed with a 
formula to account for annual inflation based on their anticipated date of construction. 
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4.2.14. Aviation Projects
Table 4.5a includes documentaion of the County’s maintenance for all airports based on available 
funding from the Airport Improvement program (AIP). The County receives $10,000 a year per 
airport, which equates to $1,000,000 for all maintenance over the lifetime of the RTP. Table 4.5b 
presents aviation improvement projects for the County’s five public airports. The total cost for Short 
Range constrained aviation projects is $6.6 million, the estimate for unconstrained Mid Range is 
$8.3 million, and the estimated cost for unconstrained Long Range projects is $27 million. Project 
estimates were developed with a formula to account for annual inflation based on their anticipated 
date of construction. 
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Project Description Location Funding Source Cost  Const. Year 

Short Range (2022-2027) All Airports AIP  $                         250,000 
Medium Range (2028-2031) All Airports AIP  $                         250,000 

Long Range (2032-2042) All Airports AIP  $                         500,000 
Total Capital 1,000,000$                      

Project Description Location Funding Source Cost  Const. Year 

Runway and Apron Pavement Rehab Hayfork A&D  $                           810,700 2027
Pavement Management Plan Hayfork A&D  $                            48,000 2027

Airport Layout Plan (ALP) Hayfork A&D  $                            221,100 2027
Runway Light Rehab Hayfork AIP  $                            110,550 2027
Runway Light Rehab Hayfork AIP/A&D  $                             88,440 2027

Extend parallel taxiway & const. box culvert Hayfork FAA  $                       1,474,000 2027

East end taxi way realignment 
(relocate Riverview Road)

Hayfork FAA  $                          530,640 2027

AWOS Hayfork FAA  $                            221,100 2027
Total Capital 3,504,530$                       

Taxiway Extension Design Hayfork FAA  $                          569,500 2033
Hangar Construction Hayfork AIP  $                            911,200 2033

Construct parallel taxiway Hyampom Airport CAAP  $                        1,594,600 2033
Total Capital 3,075,300$                       

Taxiway Extension Construction Hayfork FAA  $                       7,236,000 2040
Airport Pavement Management Program Hayfork CIP  $                             48,240 2040

Total Capital 7,284,240$                        

Pavement Management Plan Hyampom A&D  $                             48,240 2027
Airport Layout Plan (ALP) Hyampom AIP  $                            221,100 2027

Runway Light Rehab Hyampom A&D  $                             88,440 2027
Tree / Shrub Removal Hyampom CAAP  $                             29,480 2027

Pavement seal runway and parking Hyampom CAAP  $                           147,400 2027
Airport Layout Plan Hyampom CAAP  $                          206,360 2027

Total Capital 741,020$                           

Total Capital -$                                   

Construct Parallel Taxiway Hyampom CAAP  $                        2,251,200 2040
Pavement Management Plan Hyampom A&D  $                             48,240 2040

Total Capital 2,299,440$                       

Long Range (2033-2042)

Long Range (2033-2042)

Hayfork Airport
Short Range (2022-2027)

Mid Range (2028-2032)

Hyampom Airport
Short Range (2022-2027)

Mid Range (2028-2032)

Table 4.5a
Avation Projects (maintenance)

Aviation Maintenance at 5 Airports

Avation Projects
Table 4.5b
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Project Description Location Funding Source Cost  Const. Year 

Avation Projects
Table 4.5b

Overlay and upgrade runway Ruth A&D  $                           707,520 2027
Runway Safety Area (south) Design Ruth AIP  $                            169,510 2027

Airport Layout Plan (ALP) Ruth AIP  $                            221,100 2027
Total Capital 1,098,130$                         

Annual Maintenance Ruth Airport State Aid  $                            50,000 Annual
Pavement Management Plan Ruth A&D  $                            48,000 2028

Construct hangars Ruth AIP  $                          455,600 2033
Runway Safety Area (south) Construction Ruth AIP  $                        1,708,500 2033

Total Capital 2,262,100$                        

Widen Runway Ruth AIP  $                        1,543,680 2040
Construct parallel taxiway Ruth AIP  $                        1,350,720 2040

Pavement management Program Ruth AIP  $                             48,240 2040
Total Capital 2,942,640$                       

Pavement Management Plan Trinity Center Airport A&D  $                            48,000 2027
Airport Layout Plan (ALP) Trinity Center Airport AIP  $                            221,100 2027

Acquire expansion and safety area from FS Trinity Transit Center AIP/CAAP  $                          294,800 2027

Phase 2 slurry seal Trinity Transit Center A&D  $                           140,030 2027
Rehabilitate Apron (Design) Trinity Transit Center AIP  $                             48,250 2027

Airport Master Plan Trinity Transit Center AIP  $                          589,600 2027
Total Capital 1,341,780$                         

Regrade Road to Point Trinity Transit Center AIP  $                           250,580 2033
Rehabilitate Apron (Construction) Trinity Transit Center AIP  $                       2,733,600 2033

Total Capital 2,984,180$                        

Extend runway to offset relocation of runway 
threshold without extending 

total length of runway
Trinity Transit Center AIP  $                     14,472,000 2040

Pavement Management Program Trinity Transit Center AIP  $                             48,240 2040
Total Capital 14,520,240$                      

Long Range (2033-2042)

Mid Range (2028-2032)

Ruth Airport
Short Range (2022-2027)

Trinity Center Airport
Short Range (2022-2027)

Long Range (2033-2042)

Mid Range (2028-2032)
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Table 4.5: Aviation Projects

4.2.15. Caltrans State Highway Operations and Protections Program (SHOPP) 
Table 4.6 presents Caltrans State Highway Operations and Protections Program (SHOPP) projects 
that are scheduled for construction within Trinity County. The total cost for Short Range constrained 
SHOPP projects is $72,559,000.

Project Description Location Funding Source Cost  Const. Year 
Avation Projects

Table 4.5

Annual Maintenance Weaverville Airport State Aid  $           50,000 Annual
Airport Layout Plan Weaverville CAAP  $          542,700 2027

Total 592,700$          

Annual Maintenance Weaverville Airport State Aid  $           50,000 Annual
Obstruction removal Weaverville A&D  $            58,960 2033

Rehabilitate Pavement Aprons and Tiedowns
- Design Weaverville FAA  $          147,400 2033

Total 256,360$          

Annual Maintenance Weaverville Airport State Aid  $         100,000 Annual
Rehabilitate Pavement Aprons and Tiedowns

- Construction Weaverville FAA  $       3,216,000 2040

Pavement Management Program Weaverville A&D  $            112,560 2040
Total 3,428,560$       

Weaverville-Lonnie Pool Airport

Long Range (2034-2042)

Mid Range (2028-2033)

Short Range (2022-2027)
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4.2.16. Projects from Neighboring Counties 
Several projects from neighboring counties and agencies were identified that affect Trinity County. 
This project list was taken from the 2016 Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan and was 
updated during coordination with neighboring counties. The projects are included in Table 4.7 below.

Table 4.7: Projects from Neighboring Counties

4.2.17. Projects from Community Meetings
Fifteen (15) community meetings were hosted throughout the Count, and during the Draft RTP 
circulation, draft project lists were displayed on poster boards to generate discussion. Projects 
borne in this fashion begin with observations and ideas and then get developed into projects and 
programmed for funding based on feasibility and funding available resources. Viable projects from 
the Community Outreach meetings were incoroporated into the existing project lists. 

Lead Agency Location Project Funding Source  Cost  Const. Year 

Recreational Lee Fong Connector Trail Class 1 - End of Mountain 
View St. to Lee Fong Trail WBTC 500,000$ TBD

Recreational Lee Fong Trail Class I Lorenz Road to 
Industrial Park Way WBTC 1,200,000$ TBD

Recreational Glen Road/Browns
Ranch Rd. Trail Class 1 - SR 3 to SR 299 WBTC 800,000$ TBD

Recreational Ewing Gulch Trail Hwy 3 to Ewing Reservoir 800,000$ TBD

Recreational Shasta College Trail

Trail from Shasta College 
to Industrial Park 

Wetlands, connects to Lee 
Fong Trail

WBTC 500,000$ TBD

Recreational Old Hwy 299 Trail Big Flat to Pigeon Point UNKNOWN 1,200,000$ TBD
DFG/NMFS/ST

IP/ITIP SR 299/ Sidney Gulch Replace culvert for fish 
passage 5C 1,100,000$ TBD

DFG/NMFS Weaver Bally Rd/
Sidney Gulch

Replace culvert for fish 
passage TBD 800,000$ TBD

DFG/NMFS Weaver Bally Loop Rd/
Sidney Gulch

Replace culvert for fish 
passage TBD 800,000$ TBD

DFG/NMFS USFS Complex/
Sidney Gulch

Replace culvert for fish 
passage TBD 1,200,000$ TBD

HCAOG Willow Creek Willow Creek Hydrogen 
Fueling Station TBD -$ TBD

8,900,000$   

Table 4.7
Projects from Neighboring Counties

Total County
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4.2.18. Program-Level Performance Measures
In 2015 the Rural County Task Force (RCTF) completed a study on the use of performance indicators 
for the 26 Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPA) in California. This study evaluated 
the current statewide performance monitoring metrics applicability to rural and small urban areas. 
The study identified and recommended performance measures more appropriate for the unique 
conditions and resources of rural and small urban places, like the Trinity region. These performance 
measures are used to help select RTP project priorities and to objectively monitor how well the 
transportation system is functioning, both now and in the future. The RCTF study used for the 
following performance metrics were incorporated into the California Transportation Commission’s 
(CTC) 2016 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

The following criteria was used in selecting performance measures for the Regional Transportation 
Plan, ensuring feasibility of data collection and monitoring of performance of the transportation 
investments:

 � Performance measures align with California State transportation goals and objectives.  
 � Performance measures continue to inform current goals and objectives of the Trinity region.
 � Performance measures are applicable to the Trinity region as a rural area. 
 � Performance measures are capable of being linked to specific decisions on transportation 

investments.
 � Performance measures do not impose substantial resource requirements on the Trinity region.
 � Performance measures can be normalized to provide equitable comparisons to urban regions.

4.2.19. Application of Performance Measures
The program-level performance measures for rural/small urban communities are identified in Table 
4.8 and are used to help select RTP project priorities and to monitor how well the transportation 
system is functioning, both now and in the future. The intent of each performance measure and their 
location within the RTP are identified on the following pages.

4.2.20. Performance Measure 1 – Transportation Systems Investment
This performance measure monitors the condition of the roadways in the Trinity region, which can be 
used in deciding transportation system investment. Distressed lane miles should be monitored tri-
annually. This performance measure should have a high level of accuracy and can be used indirectly 
for benefit/cost analysis by estimating the costs of bringing all roadways up to a minimum acceptable 
condition.

Desired outcome and RTP/State Goals:
 � Safety.
 � System Preservation.
 � Accessibility.
 � Productivity.

 � Return on Investment.
 � Reliability.
 � RTP Goals: 1, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8
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4.2.21. Performance Measure 2 – Preservation/Service Fuel Use/Travel Use/Travel 
Distance/Time/Cost

Similar to Performance Measure 5, this performance measure monitors the condition of the 
roadways in the Trinity region through pavement condition. Pavement condition should be monitored 
every 2 years. This performance measure should have a high level of accuracy which can be indirectly 
used in estimating the costs of bringing all roadways up to a minimum acceptable condition. 

Desired outcome and RTP/ State Goals:
 � Safety.
 � System Preservation.
 � Accessibility.
 � Reliability.

 � Productivity.
 � Return on Investment.
 � RTP Goals: 1, 3, 5, 7, 10

4.2.22. Performance Measure 3 – Safety
This performance measure monitors safety through the total collision count, and should be monitored 
annually. To access this data, staff may be required to access secondary data sources. The data is 
reasonably accurate and can be used directly for benefit/cost analysis. The Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), a database that collects and processes data gathered from 
collision scenes, can be used to monitor the number of fatal and injury collisions by location to see 
if added improvements are needed. For Counties that that do not track VMT on County roads, a 
comparison with the collision rate (collisions per 1,000,000 VMT) for Caltrans District 2 and the 
State on similar facilities does not exist. However, if the County does track the number collisions on 
local roads, these can be monitored to identify safety improvements.

Desired outcome and RTP/State Goals:

 � Establish baseline values for the number of fatal collisions and injuries per AADT on select 
roadways over the past three years.

 � Monitor the number, location, and severity of collisions. Recommend improvements to reduce 
incidence and severity.

 � Work with Caltrans to reduce the number of collisions on State highways in the Trinity region.
 � Completion of projects identified in TCRs and RTP.
 � RTP goals:  2, 4, 8, 10

4.2.23. Performance Measure 4 – Mode Share/Split 
This performance measure monitors transportation mode and mode share to understand how 
State and County roads function based on modes used. The data is reported as a trend over time 
from 2010 and does not require a large share of additional resources for monitoring. While data 
is reasonably accurate at the County level, it may have reduced accuracy in smaller counties. This 
performance measure cannot be used as a benefit/cost analysis. 

Desired outcome and RTP/State Goals:

 � Multimodal.
 � Efficiency.

 � GHG reduction.
 � RTP Goals: 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9
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4.2.24. Performance Measure 5 – Transit
This performance measure monitors the cost-effectiveness of transit in the Trinity region. This 
performance measure should be monitored annually. The RTP will emphasize projects and programs 
that maintain the Transportation Development Act (TDA) required fare box ratio of 10 percent or 
higher. 

Desired outcome and RTP/State Goals:

 � Increase productivity.
 � Increase efficiency.
 � Reduce the cost of operation/passenger.
 � RTP Goals: 5, 6, 7
 � Performance Measure 6 – Congestion/Delay/Vehicle Miles Traveled

This performance measure monitors how well State and County Roads are functioning based on peak 
volume/capacity and vehicle miles traveled (VMT). The data is reported annually and as a trend over 
time from the year 2000. Monitoring this performance measure requires minimal resources, as data 
regarding the State Highway system is readily available; however, broader coverage may require 
an effort by County and localities to conduct periodic traffic counts. Not all locations are reported 
annually in Caltrans Vehicle Reports; thus, there is the chance that individual locations may have out-
of-date data. This performance measure is reasonably accurate for most locations and may be used 
in a cost/benefit analysis with additional calculations (travel time/delay as functions of V/C).

4.2.25. Desired outcome and RTP/State Goals:
 � Measure overall vehicle activity and use of the roadway network.
 � Maintenance and system preservation.
 � Increase safety.
 � Increase health-based pollutant reduction, increase GHG reduction.
 � RTP Goals: 1, 3, 5, 7, 12, 13

4.2.26. Performance Measure 7 – Land Use
This performance measure monitors the efficiency of land use and is reported over time since 2000. 
Tourism is very important to the region in order to maintain and improve economic conditions, which 
is why monitoring land use efficiency is important. Accessing this data requires minimal resource 
requirements and should be monitored every 2 years, and has a high level of accuracy. This kind of 
data is not used for benefit/ cost analysis. 

Desired outcome and RTP/State Goals:

 � Land use efficiency.
 � Coordinate with Caltrans on State highway projects to maintain State highways at acceptable 

maintenance levels and reduce lane miles needing rehabilitation.
 � Recommend RTP projects to maintain roads at or above the minimum acceptable condition as 

set by Trinity County.
 � RTP Goals: 2, 4, 5, 11, 12, 13



Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 109

M
od

e
Le

ve
l

D
at

a 
So

ur
ce

 M
on

ito
ri

ng
 

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
RT

P 
G

oa
ls

D
ist

re
ss

ed
 L

an
e 

M
ile

s
• T

ot
al

 a
nd

 p
er

ce
nt

• B
y 

ju
ris

di
ct

io
n 

Ro
ad

w
ay

N
A

PC
I S

co
re

s
Tr

ia
nn

ua
l

1, 
3,

 5
, 6

, 7
, 8

Pa
ve

m
en

t 
C

on
di

tio
n 

In
de

x
• L

oc
al

 R
oa

ds
Ro

ad
w

ay
, 

tr
uc

ks
N

A
PC

I S
co

re
s

2 
ye

ar
s 

1, 
3,

 5
, 7

, 1
0

To
ta

l C
ol

lis
io

n 
C

os
t

• P
er

 c
ap

ita
• P

er
 V

M
T

Ro
ad

w
ay

, 
tr

an
sit

, p
eo

pl
e

N
A

N
A

A
nn

ua
l

2,
 4

, 8
, 1

0

Jo
ur

ne
y 

to
 w

or
k 

• W
or

k 
tr

ip
s /

 c
om

m
ut

e 
(P

ea
k 

Pe
rio

ds
)

• D
riv

e 
al

on
e,

 c
ar

po
ol

, 
tr

an
sit

, w
al

k, 
bi

ke

Ro
ad

w
ay

, 
tr

an
sit

, p
eo

pl
e

N
A

A
m

er
ic

an
 

C
om

m
un

ity
 S

ur
ve

y
Tr

ia
nn

ua
l

2,
 4

, 5
, 6

, 7
, 9

To
ta

l O
pe

ra
tin

g 
C

os
t 

• P
er

 re
ve

nu
e 

m
ile

    
    

    
    

    
    

• R
id

er
sh

ip
Re

gi
on

al
, 

co
rr

id
or

, m
od

e
N

A
Tr

an
sit

 A
ud

its
A

nn
ua

l
5,

 6
, 7

4.
 M

od
e 

Sh
ar

e/
Sp

lit

5.
 T

ra
ns

it

Ta
bl

e 
4.

9
Tr

in
it

y 
C

ou
nt

y 
RT

P 
Pr

og
ra

m
 L

ev
el

 P
er

fo
rm

an
ce

 M
ea

su
re

s 

1. 
Tr

an
sp

or
ta

tio
n 

Sy
st

em
 In

ve
st

m
en

t

2.
 P

re
se

rv
at

io
n/

Se
rv

ic
e 

Fu
el

 U
se

/T
ra

ve
l D

is
ta

nc
e/

Ti
m

e/
C

os
t

3.
 S

af
et

y

Pe
rf

or
m

an
ce

 M
ea

su
re

 In
di

ca
to

r



Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 110

Ta
bl

e 
4.

9:
 T

ri
ni

ty
 R

TP
 P

ro
gr

am
 L

ev
el

 P
er

fo
rm

an
ce

 M
ea

su
re

s

M
od

e
Le

ve
l

D
at

a 
So

ur
ce

 M
on

ito
ri

ng
 

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
RT

P 
G

oa
ls

Ta
bl

e 
4.

9
Tr

in
it

y 
C

ou
nt

y 
RT

P 
Pr

og
ra

m
 L

ev
el

 P
er

fo
rm

an
ce

 M
ea

su
re

s 

Pe
rf

or
m

an
ce

 M
ea

su
re

 In
di

ca
to

r

V
eh

ic
le

 M
ile

s 
Tr

av
el

ed
 (V

M
T)

• P
er

 C
ap

ita
• A

re
a 

(C
ou

nt
y,

 ju
ris

di
ct

io
n,

 
su

b-
re

gi
on

)
• B

y 
Fa

ci
lit

y 
O

w
ne

rs
hi

p 
(S

ta
te

 h
w

y;
 lo

ca
l, s

ta
te

, 
fe

de
ra

l r
oa

ds
)

• L
oc

al
 v

s T
ou

ris
t

Ro
ad

w
ay

Re
gi

on
al

, 
co

rr
id

or
, r

oa
d 

se
gm

en
t

H
ig

hw
ay

 
Pe

rf
or

m
an

ce
 

M
on

ito
rin

g 
Sy

st
em

 
(H

PM
S)

, C
al

tr
an

s 
V

eh
ic

le
 V

ol
um

es
, 

D
ep

ar
tm

en
t o

f 
Fi

na
nc

e 
(D

O
F)

 
A

nn
ua

l P
op

ul
at

io
n 

Re
po

rt

A
nn

ua
l

1, 
3,

 5
, 7

, 1
2,

 13

C
on

ge
st

io
n 

/ 
D

el
ay

 / 
V

eh
ic

le
 

M
ile

s T
ra

ve
le

d 
(V

M
T)

• P
ea

k 
H

ou
r D

ire
ct

io
na

l /
 B

i-
D

ire
ct

io
na

l V
ol

um
e 

    
• A

ve
ra

ge
 W

ee
kd

ay
 P

ea
k 

H
ou

r D
ire

ct
io

na
l/ 

Bi
-

D
ire

ct
io

na
l V

ol
um

e
• P

ea
k 

M
on

th
 P

ea
k 

ou
r 

D
ire

ct
io

na
l/B

i D
ire

ct
io

na
l 

V
ol

um
e

• K
 (%

 o
f p

ea
k 

ho
ur

 to
 A

D
T)

• D
 (p

ea
k 

di
re

ct
io

n 
%

)
• T

hr
es

ho
ld

 v
ol

um
es

 b
as

ed
 

on
 H

C
M

 2
0

10

Ro
ad

w
ay

Re
gi

on
al

, 
co

rr
id

or
, r

oa
d 

se
gm

en
t

 C
al

tr
an

s V
eh

ic
le

 
V

ol
um

es
, R

oa
dw

ay
 

C
ap

ac
iti

es
 

A
nn

ua
l

1, 
3,

 5
, 7

, 1
2,

 13

La
nd

 u
se

 
ef

fic
ie

nc
y 

W
al

ka
bi

lit
y 

sc
or

es
, 

de
ve

lo
pm

en
t a

nd
 p

op
ul

at
io

n 
de

ns
iti

es
Pe

op
le

N
A

N
A

2 
ye

ar
s

2,
 4

, 5
, 1

1, 
12

, 1
3

6.
 C

on
ge

st
io

n/
D

el
ay

/V
M

T

7.
 L

an
d 

U
se

 





Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan 112

5. Financial Element
The Financial Element is fundamental to the development and implementation of the RTP. This 
chapter identifies the current and anticipated revenue resources available to fund the planned 
transportation investments that are described in the Action Element, as needed to address the goals, 
policies and objectives presented in the Policy Element. The intent is to define realistic funding 
constraints and opportunities. This chapter presents a discussion of future regional transportation 
revenues and a comparison of anticipated revenues with proposed projects.

It is important to note that there are different funding sources for different types of projects. 
TCTC is bound by strict rules in obtaining and using transportation funds. Some funding sources 
are “discretionary,” meaning they can be used for general operations and maintenance, not tied 
to a specific project or type of project. However, even these discretionary funds must be used to 
directly benefit the transportation system for which they are collected. For example, funds derived 
from gasoline taxes can only be spent on roads, and aviation fuel taxes must be spent on airports. 
State and federal grant funding is even more specific. There are several sources of grant funds, each 
designated to a specific type of facility (e.g. bridges, active transportation or State Highways), and/
or for a specific type of project (e.g. reconstruction or storm damage). This system makes it critical 
for eligible entities in the region to pursue various funding sources for projects simultaneously and to 
have the flexibility to implement projects as funding becomes available.

5.1. Projected Revenues
Projecting revenues and expenditures over a 20-year horizon is difficult because funding levels 
can dramatically fluctuate or be eliminated by legislation and policy changes. In addition, many 
projects are eligible for discretionary funds, which are nearly impossible to forecast, because they 
are allocated on a recurring competitive basis. Despite these variables, roadway, bridge, bicycle and 
pedestrian, aviation and transit revenues were forecasted over the next 20 years by using a variety 
of methods defined in the footnotes of Table 5.1. 

Table 5.1 provides a summary of the projected federal, state, and local transportation funding sources 
and programs available to the Trinity region for transportation facility improvements over the next 
20 years.  To project funding for the short (1-5) mid (6-10)  and long range (11-20 years) we use the 
following assumptions:

 � Revenues that have been historically constant and reliable are reflected through 2042 for all 
modes.

 � State revenues are expected to be available at historical funding levels.
 � Non-auto revenues are estimated based on historical levels.

Funding sources for roadway projects includes the State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP) which allocates funds for regional and local capital projects. The STIP is a five-year funding 
program that is developed in two-year cycles. Projects in the first 5 years of the 20222 RTP are 
consistent with the programmed projects and revenue projections in the 2022 STIP. Project lists 
are also consistent with the Interregional Transportation Improvement Plan (ITIP) and the Regional 
Transportation Improvement Plan (RTIP), which are developed on the same cycle as the STIP. The 
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) is also a potential funding source for preserving 
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and enhancing eligible facilities, including roadway, bridge and tunnel projects. RSTP is allocated 
to counties based on a population formula. The Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) 
and Federal Forest Reserves are other funding sources for roadway projects. HSIP is a federal aid 
program aimed to improve highway safety. Federal Forest Reserve funding comes from a 25% tax 
on logging revenues that is given back to the region in which the logging occurs. Funding for bicycle 
and pedestrian projects comes primarily from grant programs, which is why it is difficult to constrain 
many active transportation projects with funding being uncertain. However, new grant programs and 
investments into active transportation are coming from federal legislation, and Trinity County will 
continue to stay abreast of new funding opportunities. 

Similar to the Action Element, the projected revenues for the 20-year RTP period have been broken 
into 3 ranges:

 � Year 1-5 = Short Range

 � Year 6-10 = Mid Range

 � Year 11-20 = Long Range

The following Table 5.1 identifies projected revenues for the Trinity region for the three periods.
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5.2. Cost Summary
Table 5.2 contains a summary of the RTP improvement costs identified for each modal category 
in the RTP.  The numbers in parentheses represent areas where project costs are greater than 
expected revenue. As can be seen in Table 5.2, funding shortfalls occur a number of times for the mid 
and long range planning and programming of projects in Trinity County. A total of approximately 
$998 million has been proposed for roadway, bridge, bike/pedestrian, transit and aviation projects 
for the next 20 year RTP period. This only includes projects with cost estimates. Many projects, 
specifically in the long range project lists, do not have associated estimates. There is a funding 
shortfall of approximately $592 million over the 20 year RTP period; however, this shortfall does not 
include projects identified that lack cost estimate detail. Additional funding sources, like grants and 
appropriations, may be awarded to the region to decrease this funding shortfall.
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Table 5.2: Revenue vs. Cost by Mode

 Short Range  Mid Range  Long Range* 
Roadway-Local RIP, HSIP, HUTA, LTF, RSTP, 33,284,545$                       30,364,095$                 60,728,189$                  
Roadway-State SHOPP 72,559,000$                     -$                                -$                               
Bridge HBP 23,513,248$                        42,382,190$                   110,327,694$                

Transit LTF, STA, FTA, LCTOP, 
Farebox, Other 4,408,169$                         4,406,765$                    8,813,530$                    

Bicycle and Ped. ATP 1,500,000$                       2,500,000$                   5,000,000$                 
Airport Capital State Aid + Hanger 637,500$                           637,500$                       1,275,000$                   

135,902,462$                   80,290,550$                 186,144,413$                

 Short Range  Mid Range  Long Range* 

Roadway-Local RIP, HSIP, HUTA, LTF, RSTP, 
STIP 33,284,545$                       53,572,000$                  156,885,180$                

Roadway-State SHOPP 72,559,000$                     -$                                -$                                     
Bridge HBP 23,513,248$                        42,382,190$                   44,432,256$                 

Transit LTF, STA, FTA, LCTOP, 
Farebox, Other 2,083,580$                        1,636,680$                     2,727,800$                   

Bicycle and Ped. ATP -$                                          27,588,992$                   220,609,128$               
Airport Capital State Aid + Hanger 250,000$                          250,000$                       500,000$                     

131,690,373$                    125,429,862$                425,154,364$               

 Short Range  Mid Range  Long Range* 

Roadway-Local RIP, HSIP, HUTA, LTF, RSTP, 
STIP (0)$                                        (23,207,905)$                 (96,156,991)$                 

Roadway-State SHOPP -$                                    -$                                -$                                     
Bridge HBP -$                                    -$                                65,895,438$                 

Transit LTF, STA, FTA, LCTOP, 
Farebox, Other 2,324,589$                         2,770,085$                    6,085,730$                   

Bicycle and Ped. ATP 1,500,000$                       (25,088,992)$                 (215,609,128)$               
Airport Capital State Aid + Hanger 387,500$                           387,500$                        1,275,000$                   

4,212,089$                        (45,139,312)$                  (238,509,951)$             
*Long range costs reflect projects without cost estimates yet. 

Total

Mode Funding Source

Total

*Long range costs reflect projects without cost estimates yet. 

Table 5.2b
Projected Costs by Mode

Table 5.2c
Revenue vs Costs by Mode

*Long range costs reflect projects without cost estimates yet. 

Revenue Minus Costs by Mode

Table 5.2a
Projected Revenue by Mode

Total

Mode Funding Source

Projected Revenue by Mode

Projected Cost by Mode

Mode Funding Source
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Outreach Strategy Document

Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan |  Outreach Strategy1

Trinity County
Regional Transportation Plan

Outreach Strategy
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2 Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan |  Outreach Strategy

Outreach Meetings
Public and Stakeholder
Participation
A variety of tools will be used to comprise a 
comprehensive community outreach campaign for the 
RTP. These include community workshops, individual 
stakeholder communication, a project specific website 
and many methods of comment/ input. The consultant 
Project Manager will facilitate project team meetings 
and prepare and distribute agendas as well as meeting 
minutes.

Community Workshops
There will be three rounds of workshops held 
for the Trinity RTP.  The first round will serve as 
introductory meetings that will narrow down the 
most important topics and issues the community 
feels are pertinent, prioritize the projects and provide 
any recommendations they may have. The project 
team will emphasize social equity with input from 
the community by advertising for meetings through 
various methods (physical flyering, social media, 
printed and online newspaper, website and email 
blasts) to reach people where they are at. The project 
team will also record and/or livestream meetings so 
that participants who cannot go in person can attend. 

The secondround of meetings will act as an update to 
present progress made since the first meeting back 
to the public. These meetings will occur once a draft 
project list has been developed. By this point, previous 
outreach efforts will have contributed to a more 
polished priority project list and a more well-defined 
set of needs the community and stakeholders have 
identified.

The final meeting will be held during a regularly 
scheduled Trinity County Transportation Commission 
meeting and will be open to the public. The project 
team will present the RTP assumptions, Policy 
Element, Action Element, and Financial Element. This 
meeting is intended to give the community a chance 
to review the plan and discuss it with project managers 
and other members of the public.
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Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan |  Outreach Strategy3

Stakeholder Engagement
The project team will work with the Trinity County Transportation Commission to develop a stakeholder list. 
The vetted list will constitute the stakeholder group, which will advise the development of the RTP. We will 
reach out to stakeholders individually for one-on-one interviews, as well as facilitate stakeholder meetings 
and invite stakeholders to community outreach events to solicit input. Stakeholder meetings will be used to 
monitor project progress and to ensure the project remains on-schedule and within scope and budget. 
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4 Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan |  Outreach Strategy

Public Engagement
Website
A draft website has been developed by Green DOT 
containing a community outreach landing page, 
project information, agency information, documents, 
and a feedback form. The project website will be 
available to advertise for meetings and disseminate 
other project information, but also acts as a tool to 
promote community involvement and encourage 
public feedback. The website contains a direct 
feedback form as well as links to project information 
and other means of submitting feedback. The website 
domain is www.trinity-rtp.org. 

Questionnaire

To facilitate participation, a draft online questionnaire 
has been created via Survey Monkey. The online 
questionnaire will be administered with questions 
that the TCTC and the project team agreed upon 
in order to gauge the community needs and wants. 
Data will be presented in the final draft of the RTP. 
The questionnaire will also be promoted and the link 
distributed at community meetings. Comments and 
questionnaire results can also be collected from 
previous RTP outreach efforts.

Advertising
Advertising for public workshops will be done through 
email blasts to stakeholders and posting a meeting 
flyer to the project website and in key locations 
around the county such as grocery stores, libraries, on 
transit buses, etc. Upcoming community workshops 
will also be advertised through the local newspaper, 
The Trinity Journal. A Facebook event page will also be 
created to promote outreach events and livestream 
community meetings.
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Presentations

TTrriinniittyy  CCoouunnttyy  22002222
RReeggiioonnaall  TTrraannssppoorrttaattiioonn  PPllaann  UUppddaattee

Community Meeting  
May 2022

Presented by:
Green DOT Transportation Solutions

What is an RTP?

 Long-range, regional transportation planning document (20 years) for Trinity 
County

Must be updated every 4-5 years (Trinity latest 2016)

Covers all modes – City, County and State roadways, bridge, transit, bicycle and 
pedestrian, aviation, rail

Typical Elements:
Introduction/Background
Existing Conditions
Goals, Objectives and Policies
Project Lists – Inventory of needs
Financial and Implementation Plan

Identify future regional transportation needs and plan how 
these needs can and will be met.

STATUTES AND GUIDANCE
Federal Transportation Funding=

RTPAs MUST prepare a Regional Transportation Plan

 2017 Regional Planning Handbook

 2017 Regional Transportation Plan Guidelines

 2021 California Transportation Plan 2050

 2021 Caltrans Complete Streets Directors Policy 37

 2013,2018 SB 743 Environmental Quality

 Assembly Bill 32-Global Warming Solutions Act

 SB 375-Sustainable Communities Act

 State Implementation Plan (non-attainment areas)
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OUTREACH PROCESS
 Stakeholders – County, City, Caltrans, Tribal Governments, resource 
management agencies, freight, local business owners, residents of Trinity 
County

 Community Involvement and Input

 Opportunity to influence project lists and goals, objectives and policies

THE CHALLENGE-FUNDING

PAVEMENT NEEDS
Pavement

1112 Lane Miles

Avg. PCI = 54 (2018)

Pavement Cost
$258 Million Need – 10 year

Essential Components

$26 Million Need – 10 year

PCI=54
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PAVEMENT COMPARISON

ESSENTIAL COMPONENTS

BRIDGE NEEDS

200+ Bridges
Average Sufficiency Rating = 77
$ Million Rehabilitation Needs
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MULTI-MODAL NEEDS
Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements 

$7 Million

Aviation Projects
$15 Million

Transit Improvements
$5.5 Million

Project Lists not final

POLICY ELEMENT
“To provide a safe, reliable, accessible, cost-effective and efficient 
transportation system consistent with socioeconomic and environmental 
needs within Trinity County”

 General Plan Consistency

 State Plan (s) Consistency
 Federal and State Policy Goals for Climate Change

2016 Regional Transportation Plan has: 
7 Goals

 39 Objectives

 128 Current Policies

ACTION ELEMENT
Project Categories
Roadway 
Bridge
Transit
Bicycle and Pedestrian
Aviation

 Set Performance Measures
Congestion Relief
Infrastructure Condition
System Reliability
Safety
Environmental Quality

 Develop Performance Measure Strategy
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FINANCIAL ELEMENT

Total 2016 RTP

Local Transportation Funds 4,920,000$                        

State Transportation Improvement Program 35,643,000$                     

State Aviation Funds 1,000,000$                        

Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Funds 69,440,000$                     

Federal Transit Funds (5311) 1,525,000$                        

State/Federal Airport Improvement Funds 6,000,000$                        

Active Transportation Program (ATP)(1) 1,200,000$                        

Highway Bridge Program (HBP)(5) 34,445,000$                     

Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)(6) 11,297,000$                     

Transit Fares 1,650,000$                        

State Transit Assistance Funds 2,640,000$                        

Airport Income 1,405,000$                        

Highway Users Tax 55,513,000$                     

Forest Reciepts 1,700,000$                        

State Transportation Exchange Program 7,038,000$                        
Total Transportation Revenue 2016 RTP (2016-2036) 235,416,000$           

Table 5.1
Projected Revenues from Federal, State, and Local Sources* for Trinity County

Revenue Category
Revenue

NEXT STEPS
 April-June: Collect and address community input

 July-Aug: Develop Policies, Projects and Financial Information

 Sept-Oct: Prepare DRAFT RTP

 TCTC Final Adoption December 2023

QQuueessttiioonnss//CCoommmmeennttss??

Contact Jeff Schwein
530-781-2499

jeff@greendottransportation.com
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Meeting Notices & Flyers
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Meeting Sign-In Sheets
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OOuuttrreeaacchh  SSuummmmaarryy  
 

Six outreach events to engage with the Trinity County community were conducted to encourage 
participation in the planning process of the project and provide input that would be beneficial to project 
development. The objective of the engagement was to understand the overall expectations of the 
community. Over multiple days of outreach, the project team solicited feedback on recommended 
improvements and concerns for the County. Various methods were utilized to receive the most 
equitable engagement including community workshops, individual stakeholder communication, a 
project specific website, advertisement, and a questionnaire. The following table summarizes the 
outreach events held for the Regional Transportation Plan update:  

SSttaakkeehhoollddeerrss  
Stakeholders included agency staff, Tribal members, Chamber of Commerce members, District 
Supervisors, County staff, non-profit organizations, Caltrans District 2, and prominent community 
members.  

CCoommmmuunniittyy  WWoorrkksshhooppss  
The Trinity County Transportation Commission and project team hosted eight (8) workshops to 
introduce the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan Update and collect feedback from the community. The 
workshops were advertised and promoted to encourage community members to attend and provide 
input. Each meeting included a presentation introducing the Regional Transportation Plan, purpose of 
the plan, outreach process, funding challenges, community needs, and elements in the RTP.  After the 

Type Date Time Location 

Community 
Workshop 

March 28, 2022 5:30 – 7:00 PM Weaverville Library 

 March 29, 2022 5:30 – 7:00 PM Roderick Senior Center, 
Hayfork 

 May 16, 2022 4:30 – 5:30 PM IOOF Hall, Trinity 
Center 

 May 17, 2022 4:30 – 5:30 PM Lewiston Community 
Center 

 May 18, 2022 4:00 – 5:00 PM Strawhouse Resort & 
Café, Junction City 

 May 18, 2022 6:00 – 7:00 PM Burnt Ranch 
Elementary School 

 May 19, 2022 4:30 – 5:30 PM RLCSD Community Hall, 
Mad River 

 May 31, 2022 5:30 – 7:00 PM Post Mountain 
Volunteer Fire Station 
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presentation, community members were able to ask questions or give comments to the project team. 
Community members were given the opportunity to determine priority projects and identify concerns 
with existing transportation conditions. In addition, sign in sheets, maps, questionnaires, and comment 
cards were made available at the meeting to help attendees identify specific areas within the County 
that are a community concern for safe travel. The following is an overview of each of the outreach 
components and a summary of feedback received.  

 

Location Number of Community 
Member Participants 

Weaverville 11 
Hayfork 10 
Trinity Center 5 
Lewiston 6 
Big Flat 4 
Burnt Ranch 5 
Mad-River Ruth 4 
Post Mountain 7 
TOTAL 52 

 

Weaverville - March 28, 2022 
Attendance        

Participants Number 
Community Members 11 

Staff 5 
TOTAL 16 

Attendees were part of affiliations such as District Supervisor, Trinity Trail Alliance, Weaverville Chamber 
of Commerce, Trinity Fire Department, community-based organizations and members of the public.  

Discussion Topics, Suggestions, & Questions 
Verbal comments and questions received by the project team that were made by the Weaverville 
attendees are displayed in the table below: 

Question: Why has PCI Improved between 2008-2016?  
Answer: Most likely due to gas tax and another improvement could occur with most recent gas tax 
increase.  
Question: How to plan for the RTP and the GP on different timelines? 
Answer: Green DOT is the consultant for both, coordination between plans will be easy. 
Question: How to improve pavement condition and get a higher PCI?  
Answer: Improving PCI will always be challenging but seeking fundings is key and will save money 
down the line. 
Question: How to fill the paratransit gap, people can’t get to the bus stop?  
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Answer: The old paratransit system in Trinity County did this and some of the senior centers have 
vehicles to do transport. If people speak up and say they need this, it helps get funding.  
Question: How many policies similarly sized counties have?  
Answer: 
Question: Have policies been added over the years without replacing? 
Answer: The project team will look into it.  
Question: Do other entities go after funds?  
Answer: Yes, such as SR2S and other projects. 
Question: Ability to use funds with few resources for implementation. 
Answer: Implementation is always a challenge for agencies with staff and financial constraints. 
Question: Ability to use funds with few resources for implementation. 
Answer: Implementation is always a challenge for agencies with staff and financial constraints. 
Place to report progress for the County – what has been funded and built. 
Need more transparency, need more accountability, lack of clarity about priorities. 
Include how respondent found survey. 
How to follow up with comments and written letters. 
Dangerous intersections in the area. 
Stoney Creek Campground project – project is a Caltrans concern, which is outside the scope of the 
Regional Transportation Plan. 
Staff will distribute survey through email. 

 

The Trinity County Resource Conservation District provided a written statement of their concerns 
regarding the transit system in Trinity County along with some suggestions of what would help improve 
transit stops. Remote Park and Ride stops are a concern due to lack of lighting and security which can 
deter community members from utilizing other transportation options due to the potential for 
vandalism. Suggestions that the RCD had were to identify lots for purchase, rent, or upgrade and to 
include lighting, fencing, and cameras for the safety and wellbeing of users of the Park and Ride system.  

Hayfork - March 29, 2022  
Attendance 

Participants Number 
Community Members 10 

Staff 5 
TOTAL 15 

 

Discussion Topics, Suggestions, & Questions 
Question: What level of roads are included in this plan? Do bigger roads get more attention?  
Answer: All roads can be included, but they get prioritized based on feedback, etc. Funding may be 
constrained to certain types of roads, but that doesn’t affect prioritization or inclusion in the plan.  
Question: How do projects get prioritized for pavement condition improvement?  
Answer: Partly depends on crew availability, material availability or allotment for the year. Will 
look at pavement index and the prioritization of the RTP. Also, it is a priority to spread it around 
equitably across different districts.  
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Answer: No, local roadways and state highways 
Question: How are expenditures balanced?  such as snow removal or pavement upkeep?  
Answer: For example, a portion towards snow or pavement upkeep. Snow removal has its own 
funds, but it probably isn’t enough to cover so some money could come from maintenance.  
Question: Why is a bridge being built over Swift Creek?  
Answer: The bridge is a replacement and realigning the highway with the bridge.  
Question: Will Swift Creek bridge include a bike lane? Many people bike from campground or to 
store 
Answer: New bridges need to have a shoulder, if there is no stencil then there will be at least six 
feet on the shoulder.  
Question: What transit routes are busy?  
Answer: Downriver bus or bus to Redding. But for emptier buses, it’s important to people who do 
use them. Golden Age Center and Roderick Center also have their own senior shuttle services.  
Question: For safety performance measures, do you look at emergency evacuation plans or 
ingress/egress?  
Answer: Circulation Element of general plan would address that further. 
Question: How does maintenance get included or prioritized in a project?  
Answer: Maintenance funds are there specifically for that. 
Animal collisions can be an issue while traveling throughout the County 
GHG reduction targets are hard on rural communities. They need to travel a lot.  
One of the issues in the County is the snow removal – try to forecast and stage equipment where 
they can but is always a challenge for the County. Often Trinity Center complains that responders 
don’t get there in time. Especially challenging for first responders.  
No storm drains in Trinity Center, just surface drainage ditches.  
Life flights – need landings clear for helicopters landing. Important to keep landing strip. Some 
landings and taxiways are stripped generally but some years not as much.  
Difficult when you need to get private car over to airstrip. Access from town is important.  
Wheelchair access is not a huge issue – many folks use ATVs to get around.  
New laws where you can’t build more homes where there is only one way in or out. 
Pilot programs – tracking VMT instead of gas tax, way to make it equitable for miles, which would 
still impact rural communities disproportionately.  
If you continue driving up SR 3, there are hairpin turns without guardrails. Tough and safety issue 
on snowy day. That is a low hanging fruit. ESPECIALLY AT MILE MARKER 47.  
We determine by looking at collision history. But that is flawed – lot of people slide off the roads 
and call their friends instead of avoiding a tow truck. So not reported. Mule creek bridge issues – 
fender benders, etc. A lot of people don’t want to be reported. During these circumstances, county 
could now include this on a priority list for the HSIP/STIP programs. Could include tribal police 
reports, first responder reports, etc. lot of other ways to capture and create a competitive 
application.  
A lot of elk crossings between here and Covington.  
The road to Hobel Dump – lots of potholes, to get to solid waste facility have to dodge lots of big 
potholes. Everyone takes their own trash to the dump weekly. When potholes fill, can’t tell how 
deep they are. Line of sight important. 
Lots of kids walk to school. Shoulders and most people know to look out for them. Worried about 
line of sight.  
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Question: How do projects get prioritized for pavement condition improvement?  
Answer: Partly depends on crew availability, material availability or allotment for the year. Will 
look at pavement index and the prioritization of the RTP. Also, it is a priority to spread it around 
equitably across different districts.  
Question: What dates will future outreach be?  
Answer: May 16-18th. Dates, times, and location TBD.  
Question: Will there be opportunities to follow up with more information after the meeting?  
Answer: Yes, there is a project website, survey, and information shared via social media and email.  
The project team accepts comments during the duration of the project and there will be outreach 
efforts after the plan is developed.  
Upcoming state requirements for combustible engines is too challenging to address. The electric 
buses also won’t have heaters which is not going to work for Trinity County.  

 

The project team received a written comment after the initial community meeting from a Hayfork 
resident. The resident stated their concern for the road conditions and health hazards that occur in 
Hayfork specifically on Barker Creek Road. The resident mentions that Barker Creek Road is an unpaved 
mixed-use road. There is immense concern about the vehicle emissions that are being released due to 
the unpaved roads and the potential health concerns that emissions can cause. Barker Creek Road has 
access to nearby National Forest land and has the potential for serving as an alternative emergency 
access route during natural disasters and other emergencies.  

Some challenging spots identified include: 

Roads of Concern Reason 
Kyler/Jesse Intersection Challenging intersection 
Pine Street Narrow 
Center Street Narrow 
Kingsbury Road Narrow 
Brady Road Narrow, slippery and dangerous  
Morgan Hill Slide out getting worse, giant potholes 
Hyampom Road Narrow 
Oak Avenue Poor pavement condition 

 

Trinity Center - May 16, 2022  
Attendance 

Participants Number 
Community Members 5 

Staff 5 
TOTAL 10 

 

Discussion Topics, Suggestions, & Questions 
Question: Does RTP only include state highways?  
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Used to be more clearing from roadsides to clear roadsides that would be fire hazards.  
Guy Covington – need to go down to Covington to be able to put boat in lake now since so low.  
Offer to follow mowers with a fire truck.  
Seal asphalt on runway so weeds don’t grow up. Weeds pop up and got stuck in wheels.  
Another thing on airport, the weather system AWAS is out of service. That can be really important 
thing in fire season or for helicopters that come in at night.  
This airport routinely used as base during fires. Hele base for helicopters with fire retardant.  
Brush needs to be cleared for low wing airplanes.  
County changed locks on gates. Need to get into there so don’t need to go all the way around – gate 
on north end.  
Request to plow unpaved road to the gate. 

 

The Trinity Center Volunteer Fire Department also provided a written statement of their priority 
concerns which are the Mule Creek Bridge and the Guy Covington Bridge. The department is concerned 
with accessibility on Mule Creek bridge due to its narrowness and sharp and steep turns. Mule Creek 
provides a hazard for ambulances and top-heavy engine trucks and their ability to brake, downshift, or 
accelerate on the steep and sharp road. The Guy Covington Bridge is a one lane bridge that is unsafe for 
water tender trucks and other engines to cross to provide aid.  

Lewiston  –  May  17, 2022  
Attendance 

Participants Number 
Community Members 6 

Staff 4 
TOTAL 10 

 

Discussion Topics, Suggestions, & Questions 
Need walkway for kids, choppy sidewalks. 
Need infrastructure to get safely around. 
Many walk/bike from school to town or to market and post office. 
Road not safe, many skate/ride in road. 
Bridge and railings probably need to be replaced. 
Narrow bridge, several of boards have split above walkway, trip and splinter hazard. 
Some roads without middle lines. 
E-bikes would be a huge draw. 
Parking is an issue. 
Are there grants to find temporary transit/shuttles?  
Sidewalks in town core to schools, community center, horse arena – would like it to all be 
connected – hotels, etc. 
Shoulders have significant drop-offs.  
Scotch broom is an issue. 
Most roads need improvements. 
Cars slide in the winter. 
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Pothole issue. 
When there are big events, parking is an issue. 
Big senior community. 
Ingress and Egress. 

 

Some challenging spots identified include: 

Roads of Concern Reason 
Lewiston road Needs improvements 
Deadwood Hills 
Trinity dam Blvd Hills, hard to see 
Texas Ave Sharp turns 

 

Big Flat – May 18, 2022 
Attendance 

Participants Number 
Community Members 4 

Staff 5 
TOTAL 9 

  

Discussion Topics, Suggestions, & Questions 
Question: When will issues brough up get addressed?  
Answer: Issues get addressed based on priority and funding.  
Question: Is there something similar to Uber or Lyft so folks can call and schedule rides?  
Answer: Dial-a-Ride, schedule rides a day in advance, vehicles purchased through the Federal 
Transit Program. 
Seniors and disabled have an inability to get to bus stops due to long dirt roads with lack of 
sidewalks/crossings. 
Speeding drivers. 
Canyon Creek Rd – their main concern, because property up at Dedrick towards end of county rd. 
Two major problem – 1. Washout where it goes down to one lane, have to stop and check for cars, 
etc. 2. slide – big slide that will continue.  
Looking into recreation opportunities at end of forest service rds. – wanted to know how 
county/forest service could coordinate to maintain those rds. to get access. People get out to forest 
service roads and go really fast – without threat of CHP – with the two previous concerns combined 
with this, makes for dangerous rd. Part of rd. is paved, part is not. Thinks large potholes slow you 
down.  
No signage that says drivers are on residential street. DO TRAFFIC COUNTS on Coffee Creek Rd.  
Will take at least a year to have those programs developed to apply.  
For bridge program – was in trouble before last infra package, and counties/cities not ready with 
their bridge projects /had challenges were getting pushed off. This infra $ sort of backfilled the 
bridge program to make up for last $$ and add a little extra. Same as the RSTP. 
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If you see some issues with rds., partly lack of funding and partly prioritization. 
Trinity county absolutely planning on going after funding whenever possible. Take advantage as 
soon as we are able to.  
Currently, managing the washout, Main concern is the slide. Big problem because many failures on 
that rd. but was likely 2017 storm. Have a big backlog of natural disaster related problems. 
Partnering with FHWA, who is doing the prelim engineering for coffee creek and 7 other sites. 30 
percent design too. Need to continue to work them to keep that PARTNERSHIP ALIVE. STIP. That is 
bundled with other sites too.  
Re rockslide during last winter – Chunk of rock still up there that they are nervous about. Had ppl 
look at it. Looking to sign a contract to set up some permanent lights so ppl can at least see.  
Re rock falling – were looking originally to try to knock the thing down. Don’t have capacity so 
looking to get professional services to get the thing out  
Worried with the potential rd. blockages – only way out – on canyon creek with fire season.  
Washout = inconvenience, fire = scary. 
Fire threat can help support larger project of doing major rehab through FLAP. It can help bolster 
the argument. 

 

Some challenging spots identified include: 

Roads of Concern Reason 
Coffee Creek Road No road signage, speeding 
Canyon Creek Road Washout goes down to one lane and trouble 

checking for cars 
Forest Service Roads Poor conditions, speeding 

 

Burnt Ranch – May 18, 2022 
Attendance 

Participants Number 
Community Members 5 

Staff 3 
TOTAL 8 

 

Discussion Topics, Suggestions, & Questions 
Question: Where are we at in this cycle?  
Answer: At the beginning of the 20-year period but looking to make priories for next 5 years with 
some larger scale intentions.  
Question: What can be done with the Forest Service on working on alternate routes?  
Answer: On occasion, if there’s access to FS roads and lands like recreational access then could 
apply for FLAP for those roads but for the most part, FS maintains their own roads and there is not 
a ton of collab.  
Question: Is there a plan to partner with federal system to get improve road maintenance?  
Answer: Pursuing FEMA resources and state CEDAA/Cal OES for disaster recovery and floods. Fire 
response always takes precedence but after response, the damage is cataloged and put together in 
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a package for FEMA who will pay the County. However, it takes a long time for example there’s 
backlogs from 2017. The funding is set aside for project specifically due to damage.  
Question: Is there something in cannabis licensing that can go directly into roads, increase in traffic 
for seasonal cultivation? 
 Answer: Can’t stop anyone from using the road, it can be complicated to identify the impact from 
illegal cannabis and legal cannabis. Possible to draw from timber and mills to pay road taxes.  
Question: How can HWY 299 be prioritized?  
Answer: Projects are programmed in the county and 299 is a priority. New improvements should 
include signals and signage for safety.  
Question: When does the street saver report happen?  
Answer: Available to public. 
New signs upon entering community. 
Monument signs. 
Making lanes narrow to promote speed reduction. 
Road closures affect how students get to school and should be taken into consideration when 
graduation rates drop since kids cannot get to school. 
Poor road conditions, overgrown vegetation, and debris from fallen trees. 
Many roads have not been painted in an extensive period due to constant threat of fires and many 
have damage from heavy equipment such as potholes. 
Need road maintenance. 
Roads have taken significant hits from the forest fires – heavy equipment, heavy traffic, etc. 
State and federal government getting better at responding to fires – state trying to respond and 
catalog effects of cleanup work.  

 

Some challenging spots identified include: 

Roads of Concern Reason 
SR-36 Frequent closures, emergency access 
Highway 299 Frequent closures that stop County from 

functioning, High speeds, traffic, and lack of 
signage 

South Fork Road Overgrown vegetation and unclear markings 
 

 

Mad River/Ruth – May 19, 2022  
Attendance 

Participants Number 
Community Members 4 

Staff 4 
TOTAL 8 
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Discussion Topics, Suggestions, & Questions 
Poor pavement conditions 
Lot of potholes in the area 
Poor roadway maintenance, wish the roads were better taken care of 

 

Post Mountain – May 31, 2022 
Attendance 

Participants Number 
Community Members 7 

Staff 3 
TOTAL 10 

 

Discussion Topics, Suggestions, & Questions 
Multiple roads have deteriorated after storms 

“4 Corners” is a huge maintenance concern  

 

Some challenging spots identified include: 

Roads of Concern Reason 
Chrome Mine Road “upper” maintained by DOT, “lower” maintained 

by USFS, poor conditions 
Rattlesnake Road  Heading toward Peanut and “4 corners” which is 

where Post Mtn Road, Rattlesnake Rd, & USFS RD 
#7 intersection, poor conditions 

Trinity Pines Road needs maintenance, poor conditions 
 

Online Engagement 
Questionnaire 
A questionnaire was created to facilitate participation and gather community input. The questions 
presented on the questionnaire were intended to gauge the community’s travel behavior and provide a 
space for specific input such as areas in need of non-motorized facilities, areas in need of transit, and 
any suggestions or comments. The questionnaire was made available online through SurveyMonkey and 
presented in physical format for the community workshops.  
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Website

 

 

A project website was developed to display pertinent project information, community outreach 
meetings, a feedback form, documents, agency and project team information, and a link to the online 
questionnaire. The website consisted of plan development information, a direct feedback form, 
questionnaire link, and meeting information.  

Advertisement 
The project team distributed pertinent project information through several advertisement methods 
including e-mail blasts, newspaper ads, and social media posts. The advertisement consisted of 
upcoming community meeting flyers, questionnaire links, and a project website link. Existing Trinity 
County Facebook groups were utilized, when possible, for reposting meeting flyers and survey links. 
Physical flyers containing meeting information were also posted at several prominent locations in Trinity 
County.  

Community Input Summary 
49 questionnaires were completed. 38 of the 49 responses were completed through the online survey 
link resources. Respondents desire road maintenance improvement, roadway safety, bike lanes, 
sidewalks, and more transit options. The most common comments and concerns are displayed in the 
table below.  

Trinity RTP Community Input 

Source Responses 
Survey Monkey 51 
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The questionnaires provided the project team with information regarding respondents travel behavior 
as shown in the charts below.  

 

0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00% 60.00% 70.00% 80.00% 90.00% 100.00%

I do not drive

A few times a year

A few times a month

A few times a week

Daily

HOW OFTEN DO YOU DRIVE A VEHICLE, ON 
AVERAGE? 

Responses

 
             Common Comments: 
             Crosswalks, bike lanes, wide shoulders, sidewalks and curb ramps, bicycle / pedestrian paths 

1. Hwy 3 
2. Hwy 299 
3. Lewiston School 
4. Trinity Center 
5. Weaverville 

 
             Common Concerns:  

1. Potholes / road condition 
2. Reckless / inattentive drivers 
3. Lack of bicycle and pedestrian facilities 
4. Lack of transit service 
5. Speeding drivers 
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0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00% 60.00% 70.00% 80.00% 90.00%100.00%

I do not take public transit

A few times a year

A few times a month

A few times a week

Daily

APPROXIMATELY HOW OFTEN DO YOU USE 
PUBLIC TRANSIT IN TRINITY COUNTY? 

Responses

0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00% 60.00% 70.00% 80.00% 90.00% 100.00%

I do not ride a bicycle

A few times a year

A few times a month

A few times a week

Daily

APPROXIMATELY HOW OFTEN DO YOU USE RIDE 
A BICYCLE IN TRINITY COUNTY? 

Responses
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1.  Which general area do you live in or travel from the 
most often?

Weaverville
Hayfork
Lewiston
Coffee Creek/Trinity Center
Hyampom
Douglas City 
Junction City
Mad River
Round Valley Reservation
Hawkins Bar/Trinity Village
Burnt Ranch
Elsewhere in Trinity County (please list)

I do not live in Trinity County 

3.  How often do you drive a vehicle on average?

Daily
A few times a week
A few times a month
A few times a year
I do not drive

Less than 1 mile
1 - 2 miles
2 - 5 miles
6 - 15 miles
16 - 30 miles
31 - 50 miles
51 - 99 miles
100+ miles

Less than 1 mile
1 - 2 miles
2 - 5 miles
6 - 15 miles
16 - 30 miles
31 - 50 miles
51 - 99 miles
100+ miles

2.  What are your most frequent out-of-county   
      destinations?

7.  How far do you commute to work or school?

8.  How far do you commute to other necessary 
destinations, such as the grocery store?

Redding
Willow Creek
Eureka
Fortuna
Crescent City
Arcata
Hoopa
McKinleyville
Yreka
San Francisco/Bay Area
Sacramento
Other (please list):

4.  Approximately how often do you use public transit in 
Trinity County?

Daily
A few times a week
A few times a month
A few times a year
I do not take public transit in Trinity County

5.  Approximately how often do you ride a bicycle in 
Trinity County? (including utilitarian or recreational)

6.  Approximately how often do you walk in Trinity 
County? (including utilitarian or recreational)

Daily
A few times a week
A few times a month
A few times a year
I do not ride a bicycle

Daily
A few times a week
A few times a month
A few times a year
I do not go for walks

Less than 1 mile
1 - 2 miles
2 - 5 miles
6 - 15 miles
16 - 30 miles
31 - 50 miles
51 - 99 miles
100+ miles
I do not have school-aged children

9.  If you have school-aged children, how far do they 
commute to school?
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12.  What concerns do you have with the transportation  
      network in Trinity County? Check all that apply.

Potholes / road condition
Lack of transit service
Lack of access to areas outside of Trinity Co.
Reckless / inattentive driving
Speeding
Lack of warning signs/guardrails/etc.
Lack of bicycle and pedestrian facilities
Other (please list)

14.  What areas need more bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities? (ex. cities, neighborhoods, specific streets, 
specific intersections, etc.)

15.  What areas need better transit service or facilities? 
(ex. cities, neighborhoods, specific streets, specific 
intersections, etc.)

16.  Please rank the following transportation needs in 
order of priority (1 is highest priority and 5 is lowest).

Invest in road maintenance
Invest in transit options
Invest in walking and biking options
Improve roadway safety
Increase recreational opportunities

17.  Do you have any comments or suggestions  
        regarding the transportation network in Trinity  
        County?

10.  Which general area do you work or travel to most?
Weaverville
Hayfork
Lewiston
Coffee Creek/Trinity Center
Hyampom
Douglas City
Junction City
Mad River
Round Valley Reservation
Hawkins Bar/Trinity Village
Burnt Ranch
Other (please list):

11.  How frequently do you travel out-of-county?
Daily
A few times a week
A few times a month
A few times a year
Never

13.  Would you like to see more of the following? Check 
all that apply.

Bike lanes
Bike racks
Crosswalks
Passing lanes
Turn lanes
Bicycle/pedestrian paths
More walking and biking connections
Sidewalks and curbramps
Transit stops
Transit service/frequency
Wide shoulders
Other (please specify):
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Attachment C - Coordination with 
State Wildlife Action Plan
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Native American Outreach Summary
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Neighboring County Coordination Letters

627 Broadway, Suite 220 
Chico, CA 95928 

August 18, 2022 

Humboldt County Association of Governments 
ATTN: Beth Burks, Executive Director 
611 I Street, Suite B,  
Eureka, CA 95501 

Re:  Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan, 2022 Update 

Dear Beth, 

The Trinity County Transportation Commission (TCTC) is in the process of developing a new Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) for the 2022– 2042 planning horizon. The RTP is the long range planning 
document required by law to define the policies, financial projections, and projects within the region. 
This information is used by local agencies, tribes, the regional transportation planning agency, and the 
State to implement transportation projects within Trinity County.  

Coordination and consultation with adjoining MPOs/RTPAs is recommended by the California 
Transportation Commission’s RTP Guidelines. In order to address this recommendation and improve 
inter-regional coordination, we are soliciting your input in regard to the Trinity County 2022 RTP. The 
TCTC is soliciting any information on potential collaborative projects, and any comments your agency 
may have for the Trinity County 2022 RTP. 

Input and comments can be submitted by contacting project consultant Green DOT Transportation 
Solutions, currently contracted to perform duties of the TCTC and to prepare the 2022 RTP, at the 
contact information provided below. We will provide updates to the development of the RTP and the 
CEQA review process as milestones are reached.  As updates and new information become available, 
they will be posted on Trinity County RTP website at https://www.trinity-rtp.org/.  

If you have any questions or would like additional information, feel free to contact me by email 
at jeff@greendottransportation.com or by phone at (530) 895-1109.  

Thank you for your attention to this process, 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Schwein, AICP CTP 
Project Manager 
(530) 895-1109
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627 Broadway, Suite 220 
Chico, CA 95928 

August 18, 2022 

Mendocino Council of Governments 
ATTN: Nephele Barrett, Executive Director 
340 Lake Mendocino Drive,  
Ukiah, CA 95482 

Re:  Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan, 2022 Update 

Dear Nephele, 

The Trinity County Transportation Commission (TCTC) is in the process of developing a new Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) for the 2022– 2042 planning horizon. The RTP is the long-range planning 
document required by law to define the policies, financial projections, and projects within the region. 
This information is used by local agencies, tribes, the regional transportation planning agency, and the 
State to implement transportation projects within Trinity County.  

Coordination and consultation with adjoining MPOs/RTPAs is recommended by the California 
Transportation Commission’s RTP Guidelines. In order to address this recommendation and improve 
inter-regional coordination, we are soliciting your input in regard to the Trinity County 2022 RTP. The 
TCTC is soliciting any information on potential collaborative projects, and any comments your agency 
may have for the Trinity County 2022 RTP. 

Input and comments can be submitted by contacting project consultant Green DOT Transportation 
Solutions, currently contracted to perform duties of the TCTC and to prepare the 2022 RTP, at the 
contact information provided below. We will provide updates to the development of the RTP and the 
CEQA review process as milestones are reached.  As updates and new information become available, 
they will be posted on Trinity County RTP website at https://www.trinity-rtp.org/.  

If you have any questions or would like additional information, feel free to contact me by email 
at jeff@greendottransportation.com or by phone at (530) 895-1109.  

Thank you for your attention to this process, 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Schwein, AICP CTP 
Project Manager 
(530) 895-1109
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627 Broadway, Suite 220 
Chico, CA 95928 

August 18, 2022 

Shasta Regional Transportation Agency 
ATTN: Dan Little, Executive Director 
1255 East Street Suite 202,  
Redding, CA 96001 

Re:  Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan, 2022 Update 

Dear Dan, 

The Trinity County Transportation Commission (TCTC) is in the process of developing a new Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) for the 2022– 2042 planning horizon. The RTP is the long-range planning 
document required by law to define the policies, financial projections, and projects within the region. 
This information is used by local agencies, tribes, the regional transportation planning agency, and the 
State to implement transportation projects within Trinity County.  

Coordination and consultation with adjoining MPOs/RTPAs is recommended by the California 
Transportation Commission’s RTP Guidelines. In order to address this recommendation and improve 
inter-regional coordination, we are soliciting your input in regard to the Trinity County 2022 RTP. The 
TCTC is soliciting any information on potential collaborative projects, and any comments your agency 
may have for the Trinity County 2022 RTP. 

Input and comments can be submitted by contacting project consultant Green DOT Transportation 
Solutions, currently contracted to perform duties of the TCTC and to prepare the 2022 RTP, at the 
contact information provided below. We will provide updates to the development of the RTP and the 
CEQA review process as milestones are reached.  As updates and new information become available, 
they will be posted on Trinity County RTP website at https://www.trinity-rtp.org/.  

If you have any questions or would like additional information, feel free to contact me by email 
at jeff@greendottransportation.com or by phone at (530) 895-1109.  

Thank you for your attention to this process, 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Schwein, AICP CTP 
Project Manager 
(530) 895-1109
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627 Broadway, Suite 220 
Chico, CA 95928 

August 18, 2022 

Siskiyou County Local Transportation Commission 
ATTN: Jeff Schwein, Executive Director 
190 Greenhorn Road,  
Yreka, CA 96097 

Re:  Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan, 2022 Update 

Dear Jeff, 

The Trinity County Transportation Commission (TCTC) is in the process of developing a new Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) for the 2022– 2042 planning horizon. The RTP is the long range planning 
document required by law to define the policies, financial projections, and projects within the region. 
This information is used by local agencies, tribes, the regional transportation planning agency, and the 
State to implement transportation projects within Trinity County.  

Coordination and consultation with adjoining MPOs/RTPAs is recommended by the California 
Transportation Commission’s RTP Guidelines. In order to address this recommendation and improve 
inter-regional coordination, we are soliciting your input in regard to the Trinity County 2022 RTP. The 
TCTC is soliciting any information on potential collaborative projects, and any comments your agency 
may have for the Trinity County 2022 RTP. 

Input and comments can be submitted by contacting project consultant Green DOT Transportation 
Solutions, currently contracted to perform duties of the TCTC and to prepare the 2022 RTP, at the 
contact information provided below. We will provide updates to the development of the RTP and the 
CEQA review process as milestones are reached.  As updates and new information become available, 
they will be posted on Trinity County RTP website at https://www.trinity-rtp.org/.  

If you have any questions or would like additional information, feel free to contact me by email 
at sofia@greendottransportation.com or by phone at (831)345-6805.  

Thank you for your attention to this process, 

Sincerely, 

Sofia Lepore 
Senior Planner 
(831)345-6805
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627 Broadway, Suite 220 
Chico, CA 95928 

August 18, 2022 

Tehama County Transportation Commission 
ATTN: Jessica Riske-Gomez, Transportation Manager 
9380 San Benito Ave,  
Gerber, CA 96035 

Re:  Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan, 2022 Update 

Dear Jessica, 

The Trinity County Transportation Commission (TCTC) is in the process of developing a new Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) for the 2022– 2042 planning horizon. The RTP is the long-range planning 
document required by law to define the policies, financial projections, and projects within the region. 
This information is used by local agencies, tribes, the regional transportation planning agency, and the 
State to implement transportation projects within Trinity County.  

Coordination and consultation with adjoining MPOs/RTPAs is recommended by the California 
Transportation Commission’s RTP Guidelines. In order to address this recommendation and improve 
inter-regional coordination, we are soliciting your input in regard to the Trinity County 2022 RTP. The 
TCTC is soliciting any information on potential collaborative projects, and any comments your agency 
may have for the Trinity County 2022 RTP. 

Input and comments can be submitted by contacting project consultant Green DOT Transportation 
Solutions, currently contracted to perform duties of the TCTC and to prepare the 2022 RTP, at the 
contact information provided below. We will provide updates to the development of the RTP and the 
CEQA review process as milestones are reached.  As updates and new information become available, 
they will be posted on Trinity County RTP website at https://www.trinity-rtp.org/.  

If you have any questions or would like additional information, feel free to contact me by email 
at jeff@greendottransportation.com or by phone at (530) 895-1109.  

Thank you for your attention to this process, 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Schwein, AICP CTP 
Project Manager 
(530) 895-1109
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Humboldt County Coordination Response

8/31/22, 2:35 PM Green DOT Transportation Solutions Mail - Fwd: Trinity County 2022 Regional Transportation Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=23fca5ff12&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1742713300653042369&simpl=msg-f%3A174271330065… 1/2

Sylinda Villado <sylinda@greendottransportation.com>

Fwd: Trinity County 2022 Regional Transportation Plan 
1 message

Jeff Schwein <jeff@greendottransportation.com> Wed, Aug 31, 2022 at 2:21 PM
To: Sylinda Villado <sylinda@greendottransportation.com>

Jeff Schwein, AICP CTP
Green DOT Transportation Solutions
627 Broadway, Suite 220
Chico, CA 95928
Office:  530-895-1109
Mobile: 530-781-2499
www.greendottransportation.com

     

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Beth Burks <beth.burks@hcaog.net> 
Date: Mon, Aug 29, 2022 at 10:47 AM 
Subject: Re: Trinity County 2022 Regional Transportation Plan 
To: Sofia Lepore <sofia@greendottransportation.com> 
Cc: Jeff Schwein <jeff@greendottransportation.com>, Sarah Saad <ssaad@trinitycounty.org> 

Hello Sofia and Jeff, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Trinity County RTP update.

Humboldt Transit Authority (HTA) was recently awarded a $38.7 Million Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program
Grant. Among the focuses of this grant is to help address transit service gaps in northern California counes and to
spur the development of the hydrogen fueling network so that rural transit services can include zero emission
vehicles. The project will cover construcon of a hydrogen fueling staon in Eureka and the purchase of 11 fuel cell
electric buses, replacing the enre HTA fleet.

This is an excing development for our region and Trinity Transit may benefit from increased connecvity and from
the ability to switch to fuel cell electric buses as the hydrogen fueling infrastructure increases in our region. 

In addion to the hydrogen staon funded for Eureka, a Willow Creek hydrogen fueling staon that could be shared
by HTA and Trinity Transit is planned (currently unfunded). It may be useful to discuss these plans in more detail and
include them in the RTP update to be in the best posion for future funding opportunies.

Please let me know if I can help coordinate further discussions about this.

Thanks, 
Beth 

On Fri, Aug 19, 2022 at 10:35 AM Sofia Lepore <sofia@greendottransportation.com> wrote: 
Hello Beth, 
 

8/31/22, 2:35 PM Green DOT Transportation Solutions Mail - Fwd: Trinity County 2022 Regional Transportation Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=23fca5ff12&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1742713300653042369&simpl=msg-f%3A174271330065… 1/2

Sylinda Villado <sylinda@greendottransportation.com>

Fwd: Trinity County 2022 Regional Transportation Plan 
1 message

Jeff Schwein <jeff@greendottransportation.com> Wed, Aug 31, 2022 at 2:21 PM
To: Sylinda Villado <sylinda@greendottransportation.com>

Jeff Schwein, AICP CTP
Green DOT Transportation Solutions
627 Broadway, Suite 220
Chico, CA 95928
Office:  530-895-1109
Mobile: 530-781-2499
www.greendottransportation.com

     

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Beth Burks <beth.burks@hcaog.net> 
Date: Mon, Aug 29, 2022 at 10:47 AM 
Subject: Re: Trinity County 2022 Regional Transportation Plan 
To: Sofia Lepore <sofia@greendottransportation.com> 
Cc: Jeff Schwein <jeff@greendottransportation.com>, Sarah Saad <ssaad@trinitycounty.org> 

Hello Sofia and Jeff, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Trinity County RTP update.

Humboldt Transit Authority (HTA) was recently awarded a $38.7 Million Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program
Grant. Among the focuses of this grant is to help address transit service gaps in northern California counes and to
spur the development of the hydrogen fueling network so that rural transit services can include zero emission
vehicles. The project will cover construcon of a hydrogen fueling staon in Eureka and the purchase of 11 fuel cell
electric buses, replacing the enre HTA fleet.

This is an excing development for our region and Trinity Transit may benefit from increased connecvity and from
the ability to switch to fuel cell electric buses as the hydrogen fueling infrastructure increases in our region. 

In addion to the hydrogen staon funded for Eureka, a Willow Creek hydrogen fueling staon that could be shared
by HTA and Trinity Transit is planned (currently unfunded). It may be useful to discuss these plans in more detail and
include them in the RTP update to be in the best posion for future funding opportunies.

Please let me know if I can help coordinate further discussions about this.

Thanks, 
Beth 

On Fri, Aug 19, 2022 at 10:35 AM Sofia Lepore <sofia@greendottransportation.com> wrote: 
Hello Beth, 
 8/31/22, 2:35 PM Green DOT Transportation Solutions Mail - Fwd: Trinity County 2022 Regional Transportation Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=23fca5ff12&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1742713300653042369&simpl=msg-f%3A174271330065… 2/2

I hope this note finds you well. I am writing to inform you that the Trinity County Transportation Commission is currently
developing the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan. Please see the attached letter with further details. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Sofia Lepore (she/her)
Green DOT Transportation Solutions
627 Broadway, Suite 220
Chico, CA 95928
Mobile: 831-345-6805 

--  
Beth Burks, AICP 
Executive Director 
Humboldt County Association of Governments 
611 I Street, Suite B 
Eureka, CA 95501 
Office:  707-444-8208 



Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan Attachment D-9

Tribal Coordination Letters
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Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan Attachment D-20
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Trinity County Regional Transportation Plan Attachment D-21
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