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El Dorado County 
Rubicon Oversight Committee 
Headington Road Conference Room 
Placerville, CA 95667 
November 19, 2009 
 

DRAFT MINUTES 
 
PRESENT: Duncan Waldrop, Merlin Scott, John Arenz, Amy Granat, Karen Schambach, Rich 
Platt, Monte Hendricks, Steve Morris, Richard Hill, Richard Prince, Tim Green, Duncan 
Waldrop, Dan Mainwaring, Bob Johnson, Dennis Cullen, Randy Burleson 
 
AGENCY PERSONNEL: Marty Hartzell (CVRWQCB), Steve Rosenbaum (CVRWQCB) Dan 
Canfield (OHMVR) 
 
COUNTY STAFF:  Tom Celio (DOT), Vickie Sanders (DOT), Dustin Harrington (DOT) Bernie 
Morton (EDSO). Ed Knapp (County Counsel) 
 
 I CALL TO ORDER: 8:34 a.m. 

 II AGENDA:  No changes 
 
 III MINUTES from October 8, 2009: Monte Hendricks was in attendance. Add 

comment make by Karen to page 4 “Attendance is way down”. 
 

IV PUBLIC COMMENTS ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS/NEW FACES 
INTRODUCED:   
 No comments   

V. DISCUSSION ITEMS:   

Bridges 
Dustin Harrington reported for DOT on the progress on the bridges.  
Geotechnical and environmental studies are complete.  Project will go out to 
bid in early 2011, construction will be in 2011.   
Question: Will it be closed down during construction? 
Answer:  Ellis will be fine we will see about Gerle.  
It was suggested that Airport to Lawyer could be made dual use during 
construction and take it away after work is completed. 
 
Proposed Rubicon Trail Route 
Tom-This has been talked about for years but no progress has been made.  
We want to address alternative routes and where the trail is so we can move 
forward.  Ed Knapp from County Counsel has been working on this issue and 
will lead the discussion. 
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Ed- We have prepared a couple of items for you; a map and the Rubicon Trail 
Route Recognition document.  We are tasked with locating the trail and we 
will have two ROC meetings to discuss.  We will have a meeting in 
December.   These are imperfect documents.  We will be working through 
them making changes and corrections along the way.   
As we do the work on the CAO, we need to figure out where the trail is and 
where it isn’t.  The OHV division had CGS prepare an assessment of the 
Rubicon and make recommendations on the fixes.  We need to agree on the 
trail location and then talk about the fixes.  The original trail is numbered 1.0 
by CGS.  All the alternative routes are numbered 1.1-1.11.  We need to agree 
on 1.0 and discuss the alternative routes.  Once we know where the property 
is we can then go the property owners and Forest Service for an easement.  
Ed explained his document the Rubicon Trail Route Recognition.  We will 
add the routes that are identified on the Route Recognition form to the map.   
We can discuss each location.  It is easier for us to determine your comments 
if you submit them in writing.  We have heard lots of comments, but the 
county has to make a decision.  
Rich-At what level will the decision be made: 
Vickie-As I understand the process, the county will make their request to the 
Forest Service and the property owners.  Then they will decide what 
easements to grant us. 
Ed-We may go to the Water Board, the Board of Supervisors or staff level.  
Give us your comments and we will revise the map. 
Duncan-If there is an obstacle that is difficult there needs to be alternative 
route.  Seems like this needs to be a two route system.  Is there anyone who 
thinks only one route? 
Rich-Yes, I think only one route. 
Ed-Does the county have a preconceived notion? No.  There are many 
options.  Some the county may decide on and some may need to be decided 
by others. 
Rich-I am in favor of redesigning the trail around bad areas.  Engineer the 
trail, decide on one. 
Amy-The majority of trails in the US have bypasses.  Human behavior is also 
a factor.  If human behavior is to go around an obstacle, why not address that 
now. 
Ed-The CAO is sedimentation, sanitation & spills. There are many areas that 
address the three S’s. 
Steve-We could rate the different routes, maybe a black diamond trail much 
like the ski trail.  We would have two types of trails.  The Old True Sluice 
would be a black diamond trail.  It does not have much use and it is the 
historic use.   
John-We do get point on our grants for a rating system on the trail. 
Dan-There are many factors, but yes you do get points for levels of difficulty. 
Karen-The reason the county took this on is because it is an unmaintained 
county road.  The county talks like this is a recreational area.  What is the 
road management decision?  If you have big rocks in the road what is the 
objective?  What are we trying to do here? 
Ed-Does everyone understand RS2477?  You could spend fifteen years in 
court trying to decide.  Such as Ellis instead of discussing and proving 
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RS2477 on the Loon portion, we did an easement.  It could be some of one or 
the other or all.  What the county is hoping is that we could all agree on 
some. Then we could fix it right and have the route.  Everyone will not be 
satisfied. 
Tom-We represent the public.  So ultimately decisions need to be made in the 
best interest of the public and the environment.  That is where we are headed. 
It is hard to know what the public opinion is. 
Randy-Can we talk about history? 
Ed-Lets just begin and talk about each site.   
A-Vicinity of Postpile 
John-The blue route 1.4 is the original route.  The others are user created 
routes.  I agree there are too many routes to the west.  Pick one, drain it right. 
 Keep the most used.  Keep the traditional route pick and easy alternative. 
Steve-The S curve is the historic 1.4 but 1.0 is the most used. 
Randy-Keep three routes and fix them. 
Dennis-Keep one route, 1.4, it is the historic one.  This is one of the areas 
that get a lot of use.  We have a difficulty issue. 
John-This is a place where we can designate one easy one difficult and sign 
them.   
Ed-We do not want to force people to create their own route because there is 
only one way, you could have a black diamond and an easier way. 
John-Traffic is a good point. 
Rich-Photos would help 
Duncan-I think a huge progress has been made.  We have a spaghetti mess 
around there.  Perhaps two routes and close the rest. 
Ed-For next meeting, please give us your suggestions. 
Merlin-Difficulty and dangerous are getting confused, we need to take that 
into consideration.   
Duncan-When we get to the details we can look at photos. 
 
B. Top of Postpile 
John-The high route is used in the winter because the lower route is icy. 
Randy-Safer winter passage. 
Dennis-Both are on granite.  The lower is historic use. No issue on resource it 
is more of an historic verses winter issue. 
Ed-Submit views with support. Maybe we keep both and determine winter 
route, when decision is made on winter use. 
 
C. Ellis Creek Campground Stub 
Randy-Historic use of the Rubicon as access road dating back to 1939.   
Rich-It has been looked at on Route designation.  SPI does not want traffic 
on this road and it was analyzed in an EIS. 
Karen-It is not in the scope of this process. 
Ed-I would propose it is not part of the trail. 
Steve-Because it comes into our trail if it contributes sedimentation to the 
Rubicon then the Forest Service need to be responsible. 
 
D. Trail Split After Ellis Creek 
Rich-User created route is better that original route.  Original route sits in 
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drainage. 
Randy-I agree, but there are other users that like the lower route. 
John-It is a challenge for users.  Bringing in the amount of rock to fix this 
area and the challenge would be gone anyway. 
 
E. Soup Bowl 
Rich-This is clearly off the trail.  This is a play area.  It causes backup on the 
trail. 
John-The challenge route is off the original trail. 
Rich-It is an illegal route. 
Dennis-Users created route causes a danger to the original trail. 
Randy-Closing it will be difficult.  Put perimeters on Soup Bowl and let the 
users stay in that area. 
John-Dennis makes a good point.  There are lots of roll over’s in that area.  I 
don’t think anyone has been hurt yet. 
Randy-Currently it is a play area.  Make it a trail corridor. 
Rom-Once we decide we will enforce.   
Ed-Make it a corridor? 
Amy-If you manage this so it makes sense users will make it work. 
Karen-Looking at the three S’s, this is an issue. 
Rich-This is an illegal bypass. 
Duncan-I think you are being selective on illegal. 
Rich-This is a trail passage issue, this is a play area. 
Dennis-It is illegal. 
Merlin-It does cause backups. 
Randy-Engineer an area around. 
 
F. West of Winter Camp 
Randy-Bypass has been there since early 80’s. 
Dennis-Go back to original trail, rehab bypass, the bypass has a sediment 
problem. 
 
G,H,I & J-Skip for now. 
 
K. Middle Sluice Trail and Indian Trail 
John-Indian Trail has been used since 1920’s. 
Rich-If the old sluice was kept what would it take to fix it. 
Steve-Numbers are reversed on this.  The original trail is 1.0 and the Indian 
Trail should be 1.10.  It crosses private land.  It is a true sluice.  There are a 
couple of spots up top that we may divert water and I can do something to 
slow the energy down. 
John-It is a joint if has a granite fin on one side.  It is a difficult thing to 
mitigate. 
Tim-It is lightly used. 
Ed-It is a black diamond. 
John-I would hate to see the county spend a lot of money on this area. 
Rich-It is a major issue so how do you mitigate it. 
Steve-In that location, it is very difficult to mitigate. 
Duncan-I have only run it a couple of times.  I don’t remember vehicles 
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causing the damage.  You are driving on a large cobble base. 
Rich-We need photos on this route. 
Randy-Steve could you bring the CGS map with the suggested fixes? 
Steve-I will have that at the next meeting. 
 
L. Buck Island 
John-I have had discussions with Jack we need to wait till the FERC 
relicensing is complete. 
Rich-This is under the old license, you can do it now. 
Dan M.-Bromly worked for SMUD.  There was a gentlemen’s agreement that 
this would be fixed.  Cal4Wheel came in and did work and SMUD felt it was 
good enough.  Block off the old trail, fix the bypass and get money from 
SMUD to pay for it. 
Duncan-There is a network of access roads that establishes the camping 
opportunities.  They are well maintained roads for camping.  We need to pay 
attention to the camping stubs or spurs. 
Ed-Camping is another issue.  The road brings people in for camping, but 
know one is camping in the right-of-way.  They are camping on Forest 
Service or private property. 
Randy-Is camping a county issue? 
Ed-We have jurisdiction on property management, so it kind of is. 
Randy-I say it is a county obligation because the county road takes them to 
the areas for camping. 
Rich-We hoped the master plan and SMUD relicensing would have solved 
this issue and SMUD to pay for it.  Limit the number of users, which would 
control dispersed camping.  They got SMUD to agree to put in a toilet.  We 
should not do away with camping just manage it.  It is a Forest Service 
responsibility. 
Duncan-I think we can serve ourselves well, it is an important resource.  I 
think if we can come up with good management practices then decide who 
will manage. 
Rich-This is a NEPA issue the Forest Service will have to do.  Probably an 
EA, it is a project. 
Steve-The preferred route has more spurs to go down to camping area than 
the lower trail. 
Rich-The upper trail need to be maintained. 
Ed-Differ the camping issue. 
 
Q. Alternate Routes near Placer County Line 
Steve M.-Original trail is 1.0, the property owners will grant easement for 1.0 
not 1.11. The property owners will grant a 15 foot easement with a larger 
easement through the mudhole area which will be R and added to the map. 
 
M. Wentworth Springs Campground Bypass 
Check to see if it is a proposed route on CGS 
Randy-The main trail has added a lot of rock.  1.1 was a bypass.  Eliminate 
1.1. 
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N. Granite bypass west of Postpile 
Keep both 
 
O. Ellis Intertie Route 
Ed-This route is not used, but the easement can be revoked.  
 
P. Mud Lakes Trail Re-route 
Marty-This gets you out of the drainage. 
Duncan-This provides good camping spots. 
Randy-This is a good discussion, but we can’t solve this route now. 
Merlin-Relationship between O & P, it looks pretty good. 
John-Advantage is that P has over O is when we travel on dirt it has to be 
armored from the beginning.  This is all granite. 
Rich-We should take a look at it, I am all for rerouting and closing areas if it 
makes sense. 
 
Little Sluice- 
 
Several people had to leave and the meeting began to break up.   
Marty asked “when do you want the comments”. 
It was decided comments are due December 1st.  If you have any pictures of 
these areas please send them in or bring them to the next meeting for 
reference. 
 
Location was discussed and it was decided the meeting in December would 
be held in the DOT ready room.   
 
Ed asked Vickie to put the map and working document on the website. 
 

VI AGENCY/ORGANIZATION UPDATES/NEW INFORMATION 
OHMVR, Dan-The OHV grant program starts in January, workshops to be 
determined.  
There was a small Law Enforcement Meeting on Monday with the Forest Service, 
El Dorado County Sheriff and State Parks to discuss law enforcement issues. 
There was a lot of discussion of issues that have been discussed in the ROC.  No 
conclusions but we will have a preseason meeting in February.  We will invite 
CHP and Placer County.  
CVRWQCB, Marty-Marty introduced Steve Rosenbaum to the group. 
 

VII NEXT MEETING:  7:00 pm, December 10, 2009 @ El Dorado County DOT – 
Headington Road Ready Room (same meeting place as previous).   

 
 VIII ADJOURN:  11:30 


