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APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE FRESNO 40 PROJECT
INCLUDING THE FRIANT ROAD WIDENING AT SHEPHERD AVENUE PROJECT
(RESOLUTION E-13-29)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Final Environmental Impact
Report (FEIR), Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the Fresno 40
Project including the Friant Road Widening at Shepherd Avenue Project (project) in Fresno
County and approve the project for future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission accept the FEIR, Findings of Fact and Statement of
Overriding Considerations and approve the project for future consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The City of Fresno (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. The project is located at the
intersection of Friant Road and Shepherd Avenue in the City of Fresno in Fresno County. The
project will widen the southbound approach on Friant Road, add a westbound triple turn lane on
Shepherd Avenue and construct ADA curb and signal pole upgrades. The project is one component
of the Fresno 40 Project that consists of commercial retail, office and multi-family residential uses in
the project area. On December 16, 2008 the City Council approved and certified a FEIR for the
Fresno 40 Project. The FEIR for Fresno 40 Project determined that impacts related to air quality,
greenhouse gas emissions (GHG), noise, and transportation & traffic would be significant and
unavoidable as follows:

e Cumulative impacts to air quality associated with criteria pollutants would occur due to
development and operation of the project. Additionally intensification of land use associated
with development of the project would be inconsistent with the current Air Quality Management
Plan. Even with the incorporation of all identified mitigation, the long term operational
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emissions will exceed San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District thresholds and the
residual significance of the impact is unavoidable.

e The proposed intensification of land use associated with development of the project would result
in an increase of GHG emissions that would hinder the State’s ability to meet reduction targets.
Despite the incorporation of all identified mitigation measures to reduce GHG emissions, no
further feasible mitigation is available therefore the impact is significant and unavoidable.

e Development associated the proposed project would result in short term construction and long
term operational noise impacts. Even with the incorporation of all identified mitigation measures
the short term construction noise levels and the long term operational noise levels may still
exceed City standards and therefore the impacts are significant and unavoidable.

e Development associated with the proposed project would result in adverse impacts to the
function of intersections in the project area including near-term and long-term traffic and
circulation impacts. Despite the incorporation of all feasible identified mitigation measures, the
impacts remain significant and unavoidable.

Findings of Fact were developed which provide that changes or alternations have been required in,
or incorporated into, the Fresno 40 Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect and that impacts have been reduced to the extent feasible; however, after
implementation of the mitigation measures contained in the EIR, these impacts remain significant
and unavoidable. The City adopted the FEIR, Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding
Considerations for the Fresno 40 Project on December 16, 2008. The City found that the significant,
unavoidable adverse impacts are acceptable and are outweighed by benefits of the Fresno 40 Project.
These benefits include, but are not limited to: creating a mix of land uses and amenities to foster
community identity and reduce travel, providing needed goods and services for the residential and
commercial uses surrounding the project site, providing employment opportunities convenient to
many residents who live in the vicinity of the project, as well as providing opportunity for residents
to live, work and shop in the same location, providing pedestrian and transit linkages as well as
widening adjacent major streets, installing new signals and synchronizing existing signalized
intersections to promote efficient multi-modal access and circulation. The City established a
Mitigation Monitoring Program to ensure that the mitigation measures specified for the plan are
implemented.

Upon further analysis by the City it was determined that the Friant Road Widening and Shepherd
Avenue Project has no environmental effects beyond those analyzed in the approved Fresno 40
Project FEIR. Therefore, no further project level CEQA compliance is required. On April 11, 2013
the City confirmed that the 2008 FEIR remains valid and that there are no new impacts requiring
mitigation which have been identified since adoption of the FEIR in 2009. On February 27, 2013 the
City provided written confirmation that the preferred alternative set forth in the final environmental
document is consistent with the project programmed by the Commission.

The project is fully funded through construction and is estimated to cost $305,000. The project is

funded with SLPP ($145,000) and Local ($160,000) funds. Construction is estimated to begin in
fiscal year 2013/14.
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Attachment

e Resolution E-13-29

e Findings of Fact & Statement of Overriding Considerations
e Project Location
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
06 — Fresno County
Resolution E-13- 29

WHEREAS, the City of Fresno (City) has completed a Final Environmental Impact
Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the
CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

e Fresno 40 Project including the Friant Road Widening at Shepherd Avenue Project

WHEREAS, the City has certified that the Final Environmental Impact Report has
been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its
implementation; and

WHEREAS, the project will widen the southbound approach on Friant Road, add a
westbound triple turn lane on Shepherd Avenue and construct ADA curb and signal pole
upgrades; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact
Report; and

WHEREAS, Findings of Fact made pursuant to CEQA guidelines indicate that
specific unavoidable significant impacts related air quality, greenhouse gas
emissions, noise, and transportation & traffic make it infeasible to avoid or fully
mitigate to a less than significant level the effects associated with the project; and

WHEREAS, the City adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations for the
project; and

WHEREAS, the City adopted a Mitigation Monitoring Program for the project;
and

WHEREAS, the above significant effects are acceptable when balanced against the facts
as set forth in the Statement of Overriding Considerations.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation
Commission does hereby accept the Final Environmental Impact Report, Findings of Fact
and Statement of Overriding Considerations and approve the above referenced project to
allow for future consideration of funding.
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STATEMENT OF FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS S B

The Council of the City of Fresno, upon consideration of all evidence in the record of proceedings for the
Fresno 40 project (inclusive of this exhibit), adopts the following findings based upon its independent review
and judgment:

1. FEIR No. 10142 (EIR) was prepared for the project in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act, (Cal. Public Resources Code (PRC) sections 21000 et seq.) ("CEQA Statute”), the
State Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA (Cal. Code Reg's, tit. 14, § 15000 et seq.) (the "CEQA
Guidelines”) (collectively referred to as “CEQA").

2. CEQA, Public Resources Section (PRC) 21002.1(a) provides that:

“In order to achieve the objectives set forth in Section 21002, the Legislature hereby finds and declares
that the following policy shall apply to the use of environmental impact reports prepared pursuant to this
division:

(a) The purpose of an environmental impact report is to identify the significant effects on the environment of a
project, to identify alternatives to the project, and to indicate the manner in which those significant effects can
be mitigated or avoided.

3. CEQA, Public Resources Section (PRC) 210061 provides, in par, that:

An environmental impact report is an informational document which, when its preparation is required by this
division, shall be considered by every public agency prior to its approval or disapproval of a project. The
purpose of an environmental impact report is to provide public agencies and the public in general with detailed
information about the effect which a proposed project is likely to have on the environment; to list ways in which
the significant effects of such a project might be minimized; and to indicate alternatives to such a project.

4. CEQA PRC section 21002 provides that:

The Legislature finds and declares that it is the policy of the state that public agencies should not approve
projects as proposed if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would
substantially lessen the significant environmental effects of such projects, and that the procedures required by
this division are intended to assist public agencies in systematically identifying both the significant effects of
proposed projects and the feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures which will avoid or substantially
lessen such significant effects. The Legislature further finds and declares that in the event specific economic,
social, or other conditions make infeasible such project alternatives or such mitigation measures, individual
projects may be approved in spite of one or more significant effects thereof.

5. CEQA Guideline section 15091(a) requires that the City shall not approve or carry out a project
for which an EIR has been certified which identifies one or more significant environmental effects of the project
unless the public agency makes one or more written findings for each of those significant effects, accompanied
by a brief explanation of the rationale for each finding. The possible findings are:

(1) Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the EIR.

(2) Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public
agency and not the agency making the finding. Such changes have been adopted by such other agency or
can and should be adopted by such other agency.
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(3) Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including provision-

of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible the mitigation measures or project
alternatives identified in the final EIR.
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These findings are required to be supported by substantial evidence in the record.

6. CEQA Guideline section 15092(b) requires that the City shall not decide to approve or carry out
a project for which an EIR was prepared unless either:

The project as approved will not have a significant effect on the environment, or
The agency has:

(i) Eliminated or substantially lessened all significant effects on the environment where feasible
as shown in findings under Section 15091, and

(i) Determined that any remaining significant effects on the environment found to be
unavoidable under Section 15091 are acceptable due to overriding concemns as described in 15093.

7. The Fresno 40 project will result in significant impacts that could not be avoided because
specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible the mitigation measures
ar project alternatives identified in the final EIR.

8. This Exhibit is intended by Council to comply with CEQA's requirements for Council to make
written findings and provide a brief explanation why significant impacts are found unavoidable because specific
economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible the mitigation measures or project
alternatives identified in the final EIR. These findings are based upon the record of proceedings (inclusive of this
document) and substantial evidence as specifically identified in this Exhibit and, otherwise found in the record of
proceedings.

9. This Exhibit was prepared for Council by staff from the Planning and Development Department, the
EIR consuitant and the City’s Traffic Engineer who have verified the factual statements made in this Exhibit and as
such submit all factual statements in this Exhibit as substantial evidence to support Council finding upon adoption
of this Exhibit by Council.

10. Council finds, in its independent judgment, that based upon the substantial evidence provided in
this Exhibit and the record of proceedings that each of the following identified impacts in Table 1. are
significant impacts from the Fresno 40 project which cannot be reduced to a level of less than significance
because specific legal, economic, social, technological, or other considerations, make infeasible the mitigation
measures or project alternatives identified in the final EIR:

Table 1: Significant and Unavoidable Impacts

Significant Impact identified in 5 C=tu : Reason that the Impact is

the EIR: Level of Significance as explained in the EIR: S ATt

1. Conflicts with Air I. As shown in Impact AIR-3 (DEIR 4.2-41 10 4.2-42) 1. All identified mitigation
Quality Attainment Plan the project would exceed SIVAPCD thresholds of measures are imposed in 3a-3
The proposed project may significance for ROG and NOx for the operational (DEIR 4.2-45 10 4.2-46) (See
conflict with or obstruct phase. (DEIR 4.2-40.) Therefore, the project will result  MMR'). However, even with

' MMR throughout this document shall refer 1o Exhibit G to the Resolution, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the
Fresno 40 Project dated November 20, 2008.
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Significant Impact identified in
the EIR:

implementation of the
applicable air quality plan.

2. Cumulative Air Quality
The project would result in a
cumulatively considerable
net increase of criteria
pollutants for which the
project region is
nonattainment under an
applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard
(including releasing
emissions, which exceed
guantitative thresholds for
OZONE Precursors).

3. Operational Criteria
Pollutant Air Emissions
The proposed project may
violate an air quality

* MMR throughout this document shall refer 1o Exhibit G to the Resolution. Mitigati

| Level of Significance as explained in the EIR:

in a significant impact to air quality,

2. The proposed project is not consistent with the
current general plan and will require a General Plan
Amendment, a rezone, and a conditional use permit.
The proposed project would result in a substantial
Increase in project mtensity over the current land use
designations that would increase air quality impacts.
The project is not consistent with existing AQP. ( DEIR
4.2-41.) Therefore, the project will result in a significant
impact to air quality.

I. The SIVAB is in nonattainment for ozone, PM10
and PM2.5, which means that the background levels of
those pollutants are at times higher than the ambient air
quality standards. (DEIR 4.2-48). The operation of the
project would exceed the STVAPCD's regional
significance threshold for ROG and NOx. Project
emissions of ROG and NOx may contribute to the
background concentration of ozone and cumulatively
cause health effects. (4.2-49.) Therefore, the project
will result in a significant impact to air quality.

2. "The project is not consistent with the Air Quality
Plan. (See discussion above re Significant and
Unavoidable Impact 1.) (See also DEIR 4.2-48.)
Therefore, the project will result in a significant impact
1o air quality.

As shown in Impact AIR-3 (DEIR 4.2-41 10 4.2-42) the
project would exceed SIVAPCD thresholds of
significance for ROG and NOx for the operational
phase. (DEIR 4.2-40,) Therefore, the project will result

Fresno 40 Project dated November 20, 2008,

"MMR throughout this document shall refer to Exhibit G to

Fresno 40 Project dated November 20, 2008,

the incorporation of all
identified mitigation, the long-
term operational emissions will
exceed the SIVACPD
significance thresholds for
ROG and NOx. Therefore, the
residual significance of the
impact is unavoidable. (DEIR
4.2-44).

2. The project is a plan
amendment that increases
intensity. The EIR could not
identify mitigation that could
reduce this impact. (DEIR 4.2-
40 10 4.2-41.) Additionally, the
No Project Alternative would
not realize the project
objectives. (DEIR 5-7 to 5-8.)
Therefore the significant impact
is unavoidable.

I. All identified mitigation
measures are imposed in 3a-3i
(DEIR 4.2-45 10 4.2-46) (See
MMR?). However, even with
the incorporation of the
mitigation, the long-term
operational emissions will
exceed the SIVACPD
significance thresholds for
ROG and NOx. Therefore, the
residual significance of the
impact is unavoidable. (DEIR
4.2-44).

2. See discussion above re
Significant and Unavoidable
Impact 1. (See also DEIR 4.2-
48.)

All mitigation measures are
imposed in 3a-3i (DEIR 4.245
1o 4.2-46) (See MMR).
However, even with the

on Monitoring and Reporting Program for the

the Resolution, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the
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Significant Impact identified in
the EIR:

standard or contribute
substantially 1o an existing or
projected air quality

violation that is due to long-
term operational impacts.

4. Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

The proposed project would
result in an increase in
greenhouse gas emissions
that would significantly
hinder or delay the State's
ability to meet the reduction
targets contained in AB 32,

5. Construction Noise
Construction activities
associated with the proposed
project would expose nearhy
land uses to excessive noise
levels.

6. Cumulative Noise
Impacts

Level of Significance as explained in the EIR:

in a significant impact to air quality.

The proposed intensification of land use on the project
site even with mitigation would increase GHGs beyond
the 1990 levels because it is expected to add GHG
emissions during construction of 645 metric tons of
carbon dioxide equivalents per year (DEIR 4.2-71) and
operational emissions of 17,821 metric tons of carbon
dioxide equivalents (MTCO2e) per year (DEIR 4.2-72.).
(DEIR No. 4.2-72.) Therefore, the project will result in
a significant impact to air quality,

The Draft EIR (Table 4.9-17) shows that the office
building to the north of the project site would
experience the grealest construction noise impact from
the proposed project, with an average construction-
related noise level of 71.8 dBA L., and a maximum
noise level of 72.7 dBA L,.,. The calculated
construction-related noise levels are all at least 2.0 dBA
L higher than the calculated existing noise levels
shown previously in. Because of logarithmic properties,
the construction noise shown in would be within 2 dBA
L., of the actual noise level experienced when combined
with the existing noise levels. Fresno Municipal Code
Article 1, Section 10-109 specifically exempts
construction noise from compliance with the land use
compatibility noise standards. However, noise levels in
excess of 70 dBA L, at the nearby receptors would
exceed the City's maximum allowable daytime
stationary noise standard and would be considered a
significant impact. (DEIR 4.9-36.)

Under General Plan policy H-1-b the maximum outdoor
ambient noise levels from transportation noise sources
is 60dB L, The thresholds for significance under the

incorporation of the mitigation,
the long-term operational
emissions will exceed the
SIVACPD significance
thresholds for ROG and NOx,
Therefore, the residual
significance of the impact is
unavoidable. (DEIR 4.2-44).

The project includes all feasible
mitigation measure that would
reduce GHG emissions (See
AES-2¢c, HYD-2, PSU-6a,
PSU-6b, PSU-9a, PSLI-9h, AIR
9a-9)) (MMR), see also
Exhibit D (Statement of
Findings of Infeasible
Mitgation Measures) .
However, this only reduces the
projected 21,770 MTCO2e 1o
17,821 MTCO2e per year, No
further feasible identified
miligation is avatlable to reduce
this impact to less than
significnat. Therefore, the GHG
impacts are unavoidable.
(DEIR 4.2-72.)

Mitigation measures are
imposed to require noise
attenuation measures be
imposed of the construction
contractors at NOI-1 (See
DEIR at 4.9-37; MMR). With
the implementation of these
mitigation measures,
construction noise levels at
nearby receptors would be
minimized to the maximum
extent practicable but would
still be significant. (DEIR 4.9-
36.) Therefore, the significant
impact is unavoidable.

All identified mingation
measures are imposed (o reduce
noise impacts (See MMR NOI-



Excerpt from Resolution No. 2008-357

A Resolution of the City Council of Fresno Certifying Final Environmental Impact Report No. 10142 and Adopting . T Flg
Findings of Fact, Statement of Overri.Considerations, and Mitigation Monitoring Program .ne Fresno 40 Project . z 1;
e [l ke \O
Exhibit C b=t % W |
LAY k3 "_;'I |
Qe
Significant Impact identified in ; Reason that the Impact is Lt
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the EIR: iz b unavoidable:

7. Existing Plus Project
Traffic Operations

The proposed project would
contributed to trips to
intersections and street
segments that would operate
at unacceptable levels of
service under existing plus
project conditions,

policy are the following: if the ambient noise level is
less than 60dB Ly, and the project increases noise levels
by 5 dB or more, if the ambient noise level is between
60-63db and increses the noise levels by 3dB or more
and if the ambient noise level is greater than 65dB and
the project incrases noise levels by 1.5dB or more.
{DEIR 4.9-16.)

Under existing conditions, existing conditions and Year
2030 without project conditions, many of the traffic
noise contours and nearby receptors exceed 60dB.
(DEIR at 4.9-39 10 4.9-47; 4.9-52.) None of the traffic
noise contours are increased by the threshold of
significance in GP policy H-1-b under the existing with
project or Year 2030 with project conditions. (DEIR at
4.9-44). Additionally, the combined stationary and
transportation noise impacts at nearby receptors would
not exceed the thresholds of significance under GP
policy H-1-b. (DEIR at 4.9-52.) While the project itself
does not have significant impacts, it is in an area which
already exceeds the acceptable noise levels for the City
of Fresno and would contribute noise to this area, the
proposed project is conservatively noted to have a
cumulatively considerable, permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity. (DEIR at 6-
2)

The following intersections in the project study area will
operate at a LOS E or F (or D for state highway
facilities) in the existing plus project condition in either
the AM or PM peak hour or both after mitigation:

-N. Friant/E Shepherd

- N. Friant/E Audabon

- N, Friant/N. Fresno

- N. Friant/SR 41 NB Off-Ramp

- N. Friant/SR<1 5B Off-Ramp

- N, Blackstone/E Nees

- Palm Avenue/E Nees

- E Audoban/E Nees

- E Audubon/Woodward Park Entrance/Business Park
Entrance

- E Audubon Dv/E Cole

- E. Herndon/SR-41 SB Off-Ramyp
- E Herndon/SR-41 NB Off-Ramp

The following street segments will operate at LOS E or
F (or D for state highway facilities) at Existing Plus
Project conditions in either the AM or PM peak hour:

I and NOI-6) and to reduce
traffic impacts (See MMR
TRANS-1, TRANS-2a-k:
TRANS-3a-3c; TRANS 4b-d;
TRANS-6; TRANS-7;
TRANS-10a-b; TRANS-11a-<.)
As discussed in DEIR and
Exhibit D for infeasible
mitigation for transportation, all
feasible mitigation measures
were imposed related o traffic
and noise. Therefore, the
cumulative impact is
unavoidable. (See Exhibit D;
Statement of Findings of
Infeasible Mitigation
Measures. )

All feasible mitigation
measures are imposed to reduce
traffic impacts from the project
to existing plus project
conditions. (See MMR
TEANS-2a-2k and 3a-c;
DEIR4.11-51 to 4.11-59; 4-
11.70 to 4.11-72 and FEIR 4-10
o 4-12.) (See also Exhibit [ ;
Statement of Findings of
Infeasible Mitigation
Measures.) However,
significant impacts remain.
(DEIR at 4.1 1-60and 4.11-72.}
Therefore, the significant
impucts are unavoidable,
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Significant Impact identified in
the EIR:

8. Near-Term Traffic
Operations

The proposed project would
contribute trips to
intersections and street
segments that would operate
al unacceptable levels of
service under Near-term
conditions.

. Level of Significance as explained in the EIR:

N. Frianr Road
- E. Sheperd to E. Audibon (NB and 5B)
- E. Audubon to N. Fresno (SB)
- N. Fresno to SR-41 off ramp (NB and SB)
- SR-41 NB Off Ramp 10 SR-41 SB Off Ramp { NB
arid S8)
- SR-41 §B Off-Ramp 10 E Nees (NB and SB)

E. Nees
- N. Blackstone to E Audubon (WB)
- E. Audubon ro Palm (EB and WB)

Herndon
- SR-41 SB Off-Ramp to SR-41 NB Off Ramp (EB
arnd WE)

Therefore, there are significant impacts to traffic at
existing plus project conditions.

The following intersections in the project study area will
operate at a LOS E or F (or D for state highway
facilities) in the near term in either the AM or PM peak
hour or both after mitigation:

-N. Friant/E Shepherd

- N. Friant'E Audobon

- N. Friant/N. Fresno

- N. Friant/SR 4! NB Off-Ramp

- N. Friant/SR-41 §B Off-Ramp

- N, Blackstone/FE Nees

- Palm Avenue/E Neées

- E Audobon/E Neex

- E. Herndon/SR-41 5B Off-Ramp
- E Herndon/SR-41 NB Off-Ramp

The following street segments will operate at LOS E or
F (or D for state highway facilities) at near term in
either the AM or PM peak hour:

N. Friant Read
- E. Sheperd to E. Audubon(NB and SB)
- E. Audubon to N, Fresno (SB and NB)
- N. Fresno to SR-41 Off ramp (NB and SR)
- SR-41 NB Off Ramp to SR-41 SB Off Ramp ( NB
and SB)
- SR-41 5B Off-Ramp 10 E Nees (NB and SB)

E. Nees
- E. Audubon to N. First to N. Fresno (ER)
- N. Fresno to N. Blackstone (EB and WR)
- M Blackstone to E Audubon (EB and W8 )

Reason that the Impact is
unavoidable:

All feasible mitigation
measures are imposed to reduce
traffic impacts at near term
from the project. (See MMR
TRANS-2a-g, j; 4b-d;
DEIR4.11-86 t0 4.11-92; 4-
11.98 to 4.11-103 and FEIR 4-
10.) {See also Exhibit D ;
Statement of Findings of
Infeasible Mitigation
Measures.) However,
significant impacts remain.
(DEIR 4.11-92; 4.11-103.)
Therefore, the significant
impacts are unavoidable.
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Significant Impact identified in
the EIR;

9. Long-Term TralTic
Operations

The proposed project would
contribule trips to
intersections and street
segments and queuing that
would operate at
unacceptable levels of
service under long-term
conditions,

Level of Significance as explained in the EIR:

- E. Auduban to Palm (ER and WB)

Herndon
- SR-41 SB Off-Ramp to SR-41 NB Off Ramp (EB
and W8

Therefore, there are significant impacts to traffic at near
term conditions both with and without mitigation.

The following intersections in the project study area will
operate at a LOS E or F (or D for state highway
facilities) in the existing plus project condition in either
the AM or PM peak hour or both after mitigation:

-N. Friant/E Shepherd

=N, Friant/'E Audobon

- N, Friant/N. Fresno

- N. Friant/SR 41 NB Off-Ramp

- N. Friant/SR-41 58 Off-Ramp

- N, Blackstone/E Nees

- Palm Avenue/E Nees

- E Auddobom/E Neex

- E Audubon Div/E Cole

- N, First/'E Nees

- Fresno/Nees

- E. Herndon/SR-41 SB Off-Ramp
- E Herndon/SR-41 NB Off-Ramp

The following street segments will operate at LOS E or
F {or D for state highway facilities) at Existing Plus
Project conditions in either the AM or PM peak hour:
N. Friant Road

- E. Sheperd to E. Audubon (NB and SB)

- E. Audubon 1o N, Fresno (NB and SR)

- N. Fresno to SR-41 off ramp (NB and S8)

- SR-41 NB Off Ramp 100 SR-41 SB Off Ramp { NB

and S8

- SR-41 5B Off-Ramp 1o E Nees (NB and SB)

E. Audubon
- £ Cole tv N. Friant (EB and WB)
- N. Friant to Woodward Park (EB)
- Del Mar to E Nees (EB)

E. Nees
- E. Audubon 1o N. First to N Fresno (EB and WB)
- N. Fresno to N. Blackstone (EB and WR)
- N. Bluckstone 1o E Audubon (EB and WB)
- E. Audubon ro Palm (EB and WB)

N. Fresno

unavoidable:

All feasible mitigation
measures are imposed to reduce
traffic impacts at near term
from the project. (See MMR
TRANS-2a-k: 3a-b, 6; DEIR
4101-1154.01-121;, 4.11-126 to
4.11-132; and FEIR 4-13.) (See
also Exhibit D ; Statement of
Findings of Infeasible
Mingation Measures.)
However, significant impacts
remain. (DEIR 4.11-121; 4.11-
132.) Therefore, the significant
impacts are unavoidable
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M
Significant Impact identified in S, Rea
the EIR: Level of Significance as explained in the EIR: Hﬂ_ﬂﬂﬂﬂ;l the Impact is
! Unavon -+

- E. Nees to Business Park (NB)

Herndon

- 3R-41 5B Off-Ramp to SR-41 NB Off Ramp (EB
and WE)

Therefore, there are significant impacts to traffic at long
term conditions,
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	CTC Meeting: May 7, 2013  
	Reference No.: 2.2c. (10) 
	ISSUE:
	Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR), Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the Fresno 40 Project including the Friant Road Widening at Shepherd Avenue Project (p...
	RECOMMENDATION:
	Staff recommends that the Commission accept the FEIR, Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations and approve the project for future consideration of funding.

	BACKGROUND:
	The City of Fresno (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. The project is located at the intersection of Friant Road and Shepherd Avenue in the City of Fresno in Fresno County. The project will widen the southbound approach on Friant Road, add...
	Cumulative impacts to air quality associated with criteria pollutants would occur due to development and operation of the project. Additionally intensification of land use associated with development of the project would be inconsistent with the curre...
	The proposed intensification of land use associated with development of the project would result in an increase of GHG emissions that would hinder the State’s ability to meet reduction targets. Despite the incorporation of all identified mitigation me...
	Development associated the proposed project would result in short term construction and long term operational noise impacts. Even with the incorporation of all identified mitigation measures the short term construction noise levels and the long term o...
	Development associated with the proposed project would result in adverse impacts to the function of intersections in the project area including near-term and long-term traffic and circulation impacts. Despite the incorporation of all feasible identifi...
	Findings of Fact were developed which provide that changes or alternations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Fresno 40 Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect and that impacts have been reduced to...
	Upon further analysis by the City it was determined that the Friant Road Widening and Shepherd Avenue Project has no environmental effects beyond those analyzed in the approved Fresno 40 Project FEIR. Therefore, no further project level CEQA complianc...
	The project is fully funded through construction and is estimated to cost $305,000.  The project is funded with SLPP ($145,000) and Local ($160,000) funds. Construction is estimated to begin in fiscal year 2013/14.
	Attachment
	Resolution E-13-29
	Findings of Fact & Statement of Overriding Considerations
	Project Location
	FRE- Resolution-Friant Road Widening FEIR.pdf
	WHEREAS, the project will widen the southbound approach on Friant Road, add a westbound triple turn lane on Shepherd Avenue and construct ADA curb and signal pole upgrades; and




