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WHAT WE DO
LD-IGR Program ObjectiVves

ReView:Federal/State/local/liibalplansiprograms
& faplel Usa davalgopant orggasals

ASSESSHIOLEIH N[O ECTSHN0!

Coordinate withrliead /Agenciestonmitigation measures
0 Protect raciltie
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WHAT WE DO

s Coordinate review. of

j‘j‘f Udcve I‘j‘f;fir .f‘ tG
* ES ’Lullsh ,JJI‘EIPI‘S]‘]] S\with state andilocallandiuse authorities
s Coordinatewithillead AGencies on transportationimitioation

Headquarters

2 Cogreliriaias raviaw af U.S, Arpry Coros af ngjingars (USACE),
agt Gueare) (USC (J) arlel rnulieisidict/racioriel ofaoagals

U.s, Co
Fnlations s Lelefell Liztison for Rl ¢J
J r)fJVIJ:‘:) traInmoren preogramiftinaamentalsianc tecinicalimatiers
= Provides directionon proce CedUres, Conflict
resolution, legislative analysis, “best practices™
= Administers Statewide LD-IGR Program
e Helps ensure statewide consistency.




WHAT WE DO
What /s an LD-IGR{Project?

Facderal/Stata/Local/Trioal Daveloornant tvoes
2 Sitigel\Visiens e Eeiplel
Conrlrigrelal, inelteine Casirle Rasarts

RESIGENE]
Iriclusirial
SCHEEISTANE OHICES
Utility  LLines
General, Specific, &

emmunity Plans
e Agricultural, including Forestry & Timber Operations

e Local Agency Formations & Annexations



WHAT WE DO
What /s an LD-IGR{Project?

J Fropn QP RS i Clecifinle)plotise
SEOHNEUN O CESIENEMINEGCIFASSES
2 MitElejexiion ainlel Mlonltorine Reooris

MW
PrefimimarysentatveMaps, Fshl@ IRy SEUGAIES; CONCEPT:
Plans; Draft:ProjectProposals;site Plansi iraffic StUdIes;
Conditional Use Permit Applicatlons




WHAT WE DO
What/siNoiran LD-1GR: Project?

rederal/State/Locally Funded
Transportation Projects

= OQvearsignt authority

L

rlicnways/Us

e Special Funded Projects (>$1 mill mitigation feature,
passenger rail, some transit)

e Encroachment Permits (discretionary approval)



LD-1GR Review Team ldentifies Impacts,
Reviews Mitigation & Potential Permit
Reguirements

Access management (locations, corner: radii, surface
material; mainlineswidth; interchanges; tunnels):

SIOhiuISteRce

IanSIESteRS; Al AU CrOSSINGS

Curb; gutter & sidewalks:
e Bridges, Culverts & Drains
 Viewshed, Landscaping, Signs

e Additional traffic/hydrological studies






WHY WE DO I'T
Laws & Regulations

Sira2s 2rle cligfr)f2 s Cocla 52005

trans everallrautherty,
S MPIOYEN A& St CHUSEN0];

V0RO 0= ADISCIEHONNONEYUITENIEINIESIE
CONUILBNIENCHOECHIMEN EONLOISHSTR/AN.

(04 113" - Obtain or Lease R/AN, including nen-
motorized and drainage facilities



WHY WE DO I
Laws & Regulations

andHIghways CoaEeISes:

ONIACESIOKSANCINGIMGANVIENR I DA EOVELNIMENTES

2 4 50— Cogoraii)ye ,Uraamen;;f r Cafi

-,

rlElejeElon funlels cinlel o plaejoilaria

Govarrimn2rli Cocl2 1400014458

SISPECIHESHDOIFSHUCHULES POWENSICACUUIES!
timate Statutory Authority = traffic exy

Governmentcode 880-885

® Defines Tort Liability & Responsibilities



WHY WE DO IT

Laws & Regulations

NationallEnvironmentaliPolicy:Act

(NERA; 1969),42:USCiSec: 4324-70.
s E=StabliIShEeC CEONAVICERMISO0=8) G UIdET
Acjapey Ceoe e raiijon, 1n) ,sac'm SLEllE
SNV U W ESHEH O OCESSROIRENVILONIET I

calirorniar Environm2nial Quality Ao
(BPROZAV0MO70)anuiCEOANGUIAEIINESNICCRES VU MO Z),
. L\)w!]}zau] Jﬂ..!]J cjej ite) MERA

s Permit Approval Streamllnlng — Concurrent Rev.
e Requires review of environmental impacts,
Intergovernmental consultation, and mitigation



WHY WE DO T
Laws & Regulations

DIHEIRRUBIICIRESOUNCES G JJ-:—&S’ .% GOR/anningilaws;
sESUhAIVISIGNIV aPFACE(GEIE6A1/0)
=Sitziilzlpio ry eleiellezitions o f2zll ofo o riy
2 Surfaca Minlne & n&egja mation Act (SMARA)

2 Planninel cinel Zoninel Laws, Indl, €2nl, Plans
2 Lozl Aef2play Radi:idlag Conllissien (EARCO)

s Srart Growih il AfferdablefHousing &
Transit Oriented Developments

e Transportation $ — SB45 (75%0 LLocal/25%6 CT)




WHY WE DO I}
Laws & Regulations

Case Law [ntargretations oy tha Courts
Mol v, Califoraiz Co:s il Coulnission (433 US 325, 1953)

s\VuStshavesogicalNinKIEWVEEH PO POSEUIMIHGALORENTHE:
Irflezlat (¢ racduca avaraea caily iffos [ADIF |0y e

transit, of raduce riiargaction corigasion W/ signal; out ot
gadagirlar) slcgass for viaw) = Nexus

Dol v, City of Tig:ired (512 US 374, 1994)

e Amountofirequired mitigation'must-be roughly proportional torand
not exceed magnitude of the impact (ex: dedication o
property v. building exclusion for R/W)




WHY WE DO IT
Laws & Regulations

Presie ‘nt-il EXECUHVEIORGETHIZS2A(EIOS2)
ieldlished Federal I GRPrECESS
DEIEYatESHOISTELESH]

@ejulras cofrlollanica Wit stare

Ggwrm.@r’g Exacutiva Orclar D-24-83 (11983)
Reguiresistate & local agencies torconauct IGR
. Establlshed a State Clearinghouse in
Gov's OPR, as the “single point of contact”



WHY WE DO I}
Policies & Directives

005 rl0) Doty Diractlye (DD)-25-R
Lozl Deye/apmenf SN IrergoVelin entalieview;

SN IMElyACACONSISIENREo]lahoatitnterensurestatepanning
aflofiilas ara considaraed for irangoariaior fadllitas Ir otlf
Jurisdietion (EQULTY, ECONOMY, ENVIRONMENT)

2 Qalicjatijorls for 2aer) 1aval af sieff, § Daguiias (PRl «
\VIodal RrogramsyVainER S OpENat61iS) HrJJ,,_
Development FinancessExternalFATfars; ChielsCounsel);

= 3 Appendices: L.D-1GR' Decision Process; CEQA Litigation' Palicy, and

Mitigation Monitering & Reporting Guidelines
 Caltrans Traffic Impact Study Guide (TISG, 2002)



The Planning Process




The Planning PrOGGESS

General Plans

e PrPermit Pro

CEQA and NEPA



General Plans

Each county and city must adopt a

general plan f or the physical
deyvelopment of the county or
CItysrand o any. and Dllf’lflr‘ JES

pounaares Which it may affect:

...........

The general plan acts as a
“constitution for future
development.”



General Plans

» General Plans

Overarching policy. flvcurrwmr' that determine

| / O1r COUL "'// :

‘he future 3 o[fe) N oT a

("Um;‘i;"s o) mg_ugmr.rja Eurw'l ext J "ib’lmg 0|




General Plans

he seven mandatory elements

| anad Use
Clrculation
HEUSIN J

f” conRseR/alen
Uperl Z};‘gar;;e
NoIse

Salety

OJJJJruJ stmst may Js Jﬁr ‘J‘]g“j but must be
Nther elen

Ado IEOQ% updates or amendments typically trigger

LD-IGR ma a/ engage before or during CEQA (prior is
preferred)



General Plans - Implementation

- Zoning

SURGEIVISIONS
"~ SPECIHIC Plans
 Public Waorks Projects
» Acquisition/Disposit run of Property
capital Improvement Plans




General Plans

Sample Circulation Element

T W2 N ok e eYe\ e | Ty ety APl Ple T i P R, ey | S e,
_ The County shall assess fees on new develepment sutficient
) [ :

0 COVEL: the fall share portion ol that developmentsimpacts

l.-‘;' ; o |l.-“r_"_‘!| "_!:|‘.._: :'-r‘l : "_!I ;'_!:';HI; -_"_v![_||.-‘|:‘| ".".v'l‘; '[r:li

TThe County shall‘reguire dedication of right-of=way or:
dedication and construction of planned roadway: facilities as a
condition of land development......

*LOS policies for State facilities can only be established by
Caltrans.






The Permit Process

Developer brings application to the Planning Department,
which examines project and conducts environmenta
[EVIEW.

DEVEIOPEN Presents project to Planning Cemmission

Clllizens comment

Planning Commission Votes 1@ £E) fOHI .
B Y}
(Advisory/Certirication ETCS) ,lp%c)i—* vrurres;

-

._::_‘ ¥

| X A
City Council/County Bo (@;.j?ror fin a] PP} als, ]j

oy



The CEQA/NEPA Process




PUIPOSES O

 [NTorm dec
ﬁnvlrorlrnen'

G ENWIHYAW Y SHITWRICHIERVINORMENRTAFETIE
PEAVOIGEQ

Avironment al t:lam

CEQA also carries mitigation monitoring and
reporting requirements



Initial stuay: (1s)
o) determneiztnere Willfhe SIgRILCaARtIMpPacts

Notce olifbeterminaton (NOD)
- Flled within o Working aays

Negative Declaration (Negbec)

- Follows IS; prepared if no evidence of significant impacts
- or iIf a significant impact can be mitigated.

Categorical Exemption (CatEx, CE)
- Projects that do not normally have a significant impacts



C=0)

The “3-Step Process” Model

Is the action a
nonexemptproject
under CEQA?

Environmental

Is it discretionary?
Impact Report

Negative
Declaration




CEQA REVIEW FLOW CHART
FOR CALTRANS AS A RESPONSIBLE AGENCY

’—_( PRELIMINARY REVIEW
L [isee]
INITIAL STUDY ]

[ 15063 |

L i rhoces: —_
E.LR. PROCESS NEG. DEC. PROCESS

NOTICE OF PREPARATION MOTICE OF INTENT |
|—[ IWJQ [ 15072 |4I
i

30 Day Agency Review
20 Day Review
LEAD AGENCY PREFARES
DRAFT ELR.
[ 15084 ] REVIEW OF NID/MIND
[15073 ] _

NOTICE OF COMPLETION
PUBLIC REVIEW |
[ 15085 / 15087 | 30 Day Agency Review

' 20 Day Public Revi
30-60 Day Public Review Period &
45 Day State Agency Review

'R;-;SEEN‘SE TO COMMENTS
FREPARATION OF FINAL E.LR.
[ 15088 / 15089 |

|

[T'Eﬁﬁﬁﬁ.dmm; OFE.LR
[15000)

FINDINGS
(- wm 1

P'R(JVAL '[
L riseez__

CONSIDERATION
& APPROVAL
[ 15074 |

FOR N.D.,
[ 15075

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION ‘ NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

]—FGR ELR
L P —
. !
30 Day Statute of Limitations 30 Dray Smu:tc‘inl‘ Limitations

T—— X
i DI\POSITIG‘J OF FINAL E.LR.
__[15095]

|




CEQA Process Flow Chart
Publie Agency determines whather

the activity ks a “project” Mot a project

Projoct is minksterial

d::‘b"ﬂ' "'Jﬂﬁﬁ Mo poesible significant effect
2rmines i
praject is exempt Statutary exemption

Categorical axamption

Mol Exempl

Public agency evaluates project
to determine i there s 8 possibility
that the praject may have a
signilican eftfect on environment

Passible significant effec

Detarmination of lead agency where MNotice of Exemplion Mo further action
more than ene public agency is iy b filed required under CEQA

nvolved

HRESPONSIELE AGENCY LEAD AGENCY

Respond to
informal
consultation Lead agency decision to prepare
EIR ar Megative Declaration

Hegative Declaration

of Preparation as fo

Lead agency sends Notice of
Respond to Notice Ereparation to responsible agency
Cansultation
contents of draft EIR
-'_

Lead agency files Notice of Lead Agency gives public
Completion and ghves public notice notice of availability
of avallability of draft EIR of Negative Declaration

Comments on adeguacy
of draft EIR ar Publie Review Pariod Public Review Period
Megative Declaration
Lead agency prepares final
EIR including responses to

Decisicn-making body comments on draft EIR
congiders final EIR or

Megative Declaration . .
prepared by lead agency Considerstion and approval of &;TT:ITE:I':;‘[?ET;:HP:;]“I
final EIF by decision-making body by dacg:im-mukhg body

Findings on feasibility - —
of reducing or avoiding Findings on feasibility of
significant environmental reducing or avoiding significant
effects environmental effects

oo e o

Stata Agencias Logal Agencies State Agancias Liscil AQencias

File Motlce of Eile Notice of File Notice of File Notice of

Determination Determination
Determination Determination
with Otfice af with County with Office of with County

Planning & Planning &
HAesearch Clerk Research Clerk
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Distribution of certaint CEQA decUments

)r aftEIRTOrNDAWH ere sstate lef S ¢
ni.ess ONISIRIENIRUSTEEHOIFHASH U SUICH O] W for.
sl Ofg)Ser,

> Projeais jelantifisel cis
EYIORIWIGEEROIFSTALEWI G
GUTCEINESHSZ06)

A OUCES Ol Preparation

o All'Notices of Determination from state agencies



0 =0)A
he 2 Hats ofi Caltrans

1. Bullderznd Developer: Leze Ageney (Project Dielhverny)

Example: We build highways < OVERSIGHT

ywner-Qperator of an Atrrcc'r\,\.l
0ONS1Y J\, n_] rwy I uen \/ QRS ITICRLS! JEHNCYRVINY
ViclRcll t] [ JECL

Example: Permits

= CUIIIITENUNGSAYEHCYSANTAY ENCY WITH S URISUICUOREDYA WSOV El
particularresource; butistneitner alead agency nor aresponsinvie agency:

@therAgency Roles in CEQA

Trustee Agency: A state agency having jurisdiction by law over natural
resources which are held in trust for the people of the State of California.
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The 2 Hats of Caltrans

Local Project and/or
Mitigation Measures

\Whnen Both Eit

Work in Caltrans
ROW?

. Galtrans — commenting Agency

Cellireins

|

Oversight

e Permits

» Cooperative Agreements/CT
Oversight (Uncommon)




NERPA

Doy lieyy A\

lvglvmg receral cigerne
[lzlry 2ietions

\eeluisiilans or elsree)ulzion)

SUUCHENIEIFEEVEIOPIMERL PIOIECLS

APPRIEVAL Ol CERAINIPOIICIES] Pregliams: O agreements
* -ederally rtunaea projects



NERPA

PANGUIdEelnes

Each Federal agency has its own NEPA
Guidelines



NEPA Doctlrrnert

Noticeoidntenti(Nel)

ENVIIONMENTal ASS L& IMusSEya(ls)
Enviranmesntl linozcict Szisant (219) | Environinnenite] L oset
RECOTUIOTADECTSIGNNROD)F SINGUCSIOIRDETELIIIIUOTIN
EINAINgIEINOESIgRNcantiimpacti(i=ONSI)F SINEg allVe DeClaration (INEGIDEC)

Categorical Exclusion(Catex; CE) = Categorical Exemption (CatEx, CE)




NERPA

Key, Differences between NERPAand CEQA

NERASEequl

s EASENA0;

If CECLA, if)e r'ane il LEUVESISHEUIENIE
Ilrnl;ed [Ornesetnat: would rlurun MOST of NEn;

S|gn|f|cant adverse effecte of the project.



NERPA

Key Differences between NERPA and CE@A

NERPATGOESTNOPIOVIGENOFINEENTOLCEMENTIO];
MUY ERFINGUYRNEGERCIESHTIVAPLOVIG ENOISIIS
NG EIAITIRIEMENIEWOIIIGUIEEHRIESS

CEQ@ANNCIUUESHINIHOAUORTEJUIEMENTSHNCIUAING:
MONIERNG N eEReriing:



NERPA

Important fact ofibeth NERPA and CE®A

INETER a0 S any authi oty to cllyA0ENCY; OUL
EIMPOWESIENYACIHZENGIFE O UPNON G aLE

y

(SEH NG _m arror i NERPA of C=C)A

L e Uanon [TUSINOE
inelelis PStalticifeVid eEncennianalysis



5) Exhaustion of efforts to cooperatively resolve
outstanding issues



Requ;s - Tor Approval o File
CEQA Litigatior)

1.
2.
3.
4.
b3
6.
1.
8.

10, Affected stakeholders;
11, Estimate of resources necessary to pursue litigation; and
12, Evaluation of likelinood of success; consequence of not proceeding.



E,
@A
@
5D
R
=

State vs. City of Fresno — 470 multi-family residential unit
developmentin r)ro,flrril V. 10 SR 99. Fm__.lr Stuay/.

dISCIOSEA IMPacts terSREO9 UL Gty 1e

ACKNOWIEUJE ‘UUII[JrI ORIte mit: Igrl e, Gty requiread
mitigation on oggﬁu e SI0e of the freeway torlocal
foads yet ignored State Highway Impacts.

" —~% oy - = _ O M~L L o [

Result: Settled in favor o . City began collecting fe
share mitigation for State Highway impacts as well as
adopted a Regional Fee Program (RTMF/TSMI)







The LD-IGR Process
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The LD-IGR Process

6/1/94 | FRE | 168 8 PM 92-4 CLOVIS CLOVIS/HERNDON SUBDIVIDE FIVE LOTS-R/W CLARIFICATION
6/1/94 | FRE 33 GEN CUP 2658 CANTUACR. SR 33/CANTUA CREEK BRIDGE 20 INCHPIPELINE

6/2/94 | FRE | 168 4.2 SPR91-120A CLoviIs VILLA/SR 168 EXPANSION OF COMMERCIAL CENTER

6/3/94 | FRE | 168 8 CUP 94-10 CLOVIS HERNDON/CLOVIS SITE PLAN FOR COMMERCIAL CENTER/LETTER OF CLARIFICA.
6/6/94 | FRE | 198 26.6 TPM 7616 FRESNO CO 1-5 AND SR 198 CREATE THREE PARCELS

6/8/94 | FRE | 168 5.1 SPR 94-16 CLOVIS CLOVIS/KEATS CARWASH

6/8/94 | FRE | 168 5.7 SPR 94-15 CLOVIS CLOVIS/10TH RENOVATION OF TIRE SERVICE

6/13/94 | FRE | 41 209 S-94-68 FRESNO NORTH/ELM 2400 SQ FT AUTO DETAILING BLDG.

6/13/94 | FRE 99 234 S-94-69 FRESNO OLIVE/SR-99 36,000 SQ FT WAREHOUSE

6/17/94 | FRE | 41 317 C-93-34/R-93-19 FRESNO INGRAM/ANDERSON 7.5 ACRE PARK - S.J. RIVER CROSSING
6/20/94 | FRE 99 24.4 S-93-67 FRESNO CLINTON/99 RESTAURANT

6/22/94 | FRE | 180 774 EA 4053/GPA 397 MINKLER REED AVE & FRANKWOOD AE-20 INTO RURAL RESIDENTIAL

6/23/94 | FRE | 168 35 SPR 94-18 CLOVIS WILLOW/GETTYSBURG 74-UNIT APART. COMPLEX, MIT. OK TO WILLOW & 168
6/23/94 | FRE [ 168 8 SPR93-7 CLOVIS CLOVIS & HERNDON COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT/LETTER OF CLARIFICATION
6/23/94 | FRE | 180 62.4 REVISED TPM 93-11 FRESNO SR-180 & PEACH SMITH FOOD AND DRUG

6/27/94 | FRE 99 30.9 R-94-14 FRESNO CO HERNDON/BRYAN REZONE 20 ACRES TO C-2 FROM AE-20
6/28/94 | FRE | 41 31.2 VTPM 94-06 FRESNO SR-41/EL PASO 66 ACRE COMMERCIAL PROPOSAL

6/30/94 | FRE 99 174 DEIR FRESNO CO NORTH AVENUE/ORANGE AVENUE NOP/DEIR FOR LANDFILL

6/30/94 | FRE [ 168 4 CupP CLOVIS SHAW AVENUE/PEACH EXPANSION OF TEXACO

6/30/94 | FRE | 180 68.7 EA 4065 FRESNO CO MCCALL/JENSEN TO BELMONT IMPROVE STRUCTURAL SECTION

7/1/94 | FRE 33 70.1 NOP, INITIAL STUDY FIREBAUGH ANDREW FIREBAUGH PARK HISTORICAL PARK MASTER PLAN

717194 | FRE 41 11 TT 4678, EA 4064 CARUTHERS MOUNTAIN VIEW/MARKS AVENUE 96 UNITR-1 LOTS (OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS)
7/7/94 | FRE | 168 35 SPR 93-18A2 CLOVIS SHAW/WILLOW UNOCAL 76 IMPROVEMENTS

7/8/94 | FRE | 168 8 R-94-8 CLOVIS HERNDON/DEWITT REZONE 4 ACRES R-ATO C-M

7/28/94 | FRE | 43 79 TPM 7623 SELMA NEBRASKA/SR-43 1.91 ACRE MAP

7/29/94 | FRE 33 153 LETTER COALINGA 5TH STREET TO THOMPSON REQUEST TO IMPROVE SR - LETTER RE: RESPONSE
7/29/94 | FRE | 41 29.6 S-94-91 FRESNO 41 AND BULLARD 3550 SQ FT RESTAURANT

7/29/94 | FRE | 41 29.6 $-94-91 FRESNO SR-41 AND BULLARD 355,000 SQ FT RESTAURANT

7/29/94 | FRE | 168 0.5 C-94-54 FRESNO SHAW/FRESNO OLD BURGER KING RESTAURANT

7/29/94 | FRE | 168 8 CLOVIS CLOVIS/HERNDON COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT - LETTER OF CLARIFICATION
8/3/94 | FRE 33 79.9 EA 4076 FRESNO CO BRANNON TO VALERIA AVE IMPROVE STRUCTURAL SECTION

8/4/94 | FRE | 168 2 DEIR 94032022 FRESNO CEDAR AND SHAW CSUF MASTER PLAN

8/10/94 | FRE | 168 40 GPA 419, EA 4082 SHAVER LAKE| 2 MILES SOUTH OF SHAVER LAKE WILDFLOWER VILLAGE SPECIFIC PLAN
8/12/94 | FRE | 168 32 EA 4080, DRA 2949 SHAVER LAKE| SKYLAN LANE MIDVALLEY FIRE STATION

8/22/94 | FRE | 41 313 DEIR 92112028 FRESNO CO FRIANT AND MILLERTON LAKEVIEW SUBDIVISION

8/23/94 | FRE 33 70.1 NOC 94072070 FIREBAUGH HISTORIC PARK SPECIAL EVENTS FOR PARK

8/26/94 | FRE | 41 30.7 A-94-07, R-94-25 FRESNO HERNDON AT FRESNO STREET REZONE .64 ACRES R-1 TO C-6

8/26/94 | FRE | 41 30.7 R-94-23, S-94-99 FRESNO HERNDON AT FRESNO STREET 10,000 SQ FT TO EXISTING BUILDING

8/26/94 | FRE | 41 313 EA 4088, TPM 94-03 FRESNO CO RICE ROAD AND COPPER AVENUE 330 ACRES INTO 16-20 ACRES - NEED FURTHER REVIEW
8/26/94 | FRE | 168 0.99 R-94-17 FRESNO FIRST AVENUE/SHAW REZONE 1.9 ACRES

8/31/94 | FRE | 41 19.9 SPR 6601 FRESNO CO ON SR-41, NORTH AND CENTRAL MACHINERY SHOP

9/7/94 | FRE 99 1 GPA 94-01 KINGSBURG STROUD AVENUE REZONE 40 ACRES

9/7/94 | FRE 99 30 T-4664,C-94-60, R-94-21 FRESNO POLK AND ALLUVIAL 312 UNIT SUBDIVISION

9/14/94 | FRE | 180 64.7 TT 4677 FRESNO ON 180 BETWEEN FOWLER AND TEMPERANCE 449 UNIT SUBDIVISION

9/16/94 | FRE [ 168 8 PM 94-7 CLOVIS VILLA/HERNDON SUBDIVIDE TWO PARCELS

9/19/94 | FRE | 168 6.2 R-94-12 CLOVIS HUGHES BETWEEN 3RD AND 5TH REZONE

9/22/94 | FRE 99 17.2 R-94-35 FRESNO SR-99/NORTH AVENUE REZONE AE-5 TO M-3

9/26/94 | FRE | 41 2 EA 4097 FRESNO CO MT. WHITNEY FROM 41 TO CLOVIS AVENUE IMPROVE STRUCTURAL SECTIN

9/28/94 | FRE | 41 313 DEIR 93102052 FRESNO CO FRIANT AT WILLOW WILLOW PARK SUBDIVISION

9/28/94 | FRE 99 24.9 S-94-24 FRESNO SWC BRAWLEY AND CLINTON AVENUE 100,000 SQ FT SHOPPING CENTER

9/30/94 | FRE | 145 4.2 EA 4091, CUP 2673 FRESNO CO SAN LUIS CANAL/SR-145 200 FOOT TOWER FOR CELLULAR

10/4/94 | FRE | 41 30.7 R-94-36 FRESNO FRIANT AND SR-41 REZONE 2.91 ACRE AE-20, R-3/C-P

10/4/94 | FRE | 168 44.7 SPR 6608 FRESNO CO MELODY AND MUSICK DRIVE 4,000 SQ FT OFFICE

10/6/94 | FRE | 41 30.7 S-94-112 (PM 94-08) FRESNO N. SHARON/NEES 10,000 SQ FT MEDICAL BLDG

10/6/94 | FRE [ 41 30.7 S-94-116 FRESNO MILLBROOK/SHARON 66,000 SQ FT OFFICE BLDG




The LD-IGR Process

mz DUE: 3152013
LOCAL DEVEL.OPMENT REVIEW
IGR/CEQA
RETURN TO: DAVID PADILLA (444-2493 or dave_padilla@@dot.ca.gov)
TO: DATE:3/1/2013
I~ Permits: Youssef Shapour (445-6483) | 06-2131-IGR/CEQA
I~ Technical Planning: Steve McDonald (488-4334) FRE-
I~ Hydraulics: Tom Fisher (243-3498) PM:.
I~ Environmental Planning: Trais Norris (445-6447) REF:
I~ Surveys: Celeste Vamey (445-6566) SCH:
[~ Project Development: Randy Perkins (243-3555)
I~ Traffic Operations: Abert Lee (488-4111)
I Maintenance: Steve Fuller (488-4145)
I~ System PIng: Steve Curli (488-4162)
I~ Special Jim Perault (445-6504)
Project Name:
Location:
Current Facilily {lype): Width: RCR/UTC (iype): Width:
Centler Line
(rote any shift or off-set aligrmerd: 1.e., north, south, east, west from C/L)
Relinquishme | No:[ ] | Yes:[ | | Year: Typical Section Attached: | Yes:[ | | No:[ ]
ni:
Project
Description:
CT Projects:
Issues:
Comments:
MICHAEL NAVARRO, Chief, Northemn Planning
Office of Transportation Planning |




The LD-I1GR Process

Functional Review Areas

Proj.er_z Vianagement
IEliHICIOPENALIONS
fleztl Dasie)r) apicl Qagraians (Slejrial Qos)
JESIUN!
FARESCAPETATCHILECHITE
ldraulics:
RIGNEOTANVAY.
System Planning' including Bicycle Coordination:
Forecasting/Technical Studies
Environmental Planning (Including Biology and Cultural Resources)




The LD-I1GR Process

Substance of Comment Letter by CEQA Document Type

NOR=DEfiREse or)é g Frafile gl ozla Sitfe)y

Acleplipl Dreift IR = Raviaw oflor o gtglie Dt =1 (flot
CEQA)

Draft 2IR — Tadnnical raviaw of stucdias, rac|uasis for
iplelusiion) g clelelitieniell I fprletilor) O inle clogllieziije)n) of
approprate’standardsiormeasuresiin determining
significance, assessment of mitigation adeguacy.

Final EIR — Verification that comments on Draft were
Incorporated and response Is adeguate

NOD — None or reiteration




The LD-I1GR Process

Some Tools of Engagement
AGENCYACOHSI A6
Corrasooricarica

7€) Corisulitior]

S SCOPINGIMEETINGS
Governor's Office Issue Memo




The LD-I1GR Process

Transportation Planning Agencies receive
special consideration under CEQA

)coglrie) meaainc)
" PrOJECTS alleCting State nignway’s
* SCopIng meeting - 50 days aiter request

* AOOress ISsues

OPR Can assistin setting up scoping meetings




MITIGATION EXAMPLES

—alr snare contripution

Dedication oiF ROV}

Negotiate/Be creative



Bakersfield Metro Transportation Impact Fee
-$7,747 - $12,870 per SFR
-$47 - $236 per ADT trip (square footage)



KROVWYOUIRPARINESS

Nteralisrexternal

Sullel raleitlonsalos

GHOW LECHNIC

=You are the face of the Department



Questions?



http://dot.ca.gov/hq/paffairs/about/memoriam.htm

Vg 3600 3600

Lz—“ it —
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VI+—* e K_H\(K_l} ’ isorc 36600
Lowo =13L+2.INL + c = :
93% L+46

AV 'If'lr 1L Vi '
o2y  LDUIGREX@rCiSe

n L — L y, /1 !
ﬁ’L’lP E e l ] i S I - ;i _

! - (3s00Y ¥
3600 v V(V 1) +{ s )[C)
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|HD=NGERIEXELGISE

Examine the Walmart Project; and usinge _J the
addienalinionmatienpreVided discussitiefollowing
IRNOUIIERIEXT O UISE

Whnat inforrnation cdo you nead?
Wrio Reviews?
Wriae will vou say fo e Lasad Acariey?

Please designate a table spokesperson to present
what your table came up with, and why.
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