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WHO WEA R N Do4

Office of TranS|t & Communl Y Plannifig;

‘j*.T Vacant Yatmah Kwan

-~ Sonoma and Marin Counties - San Francisco and Ala eda Counties
<o _}’(1‘710) 286-XXXX | . (510) 622-1670 Jf ' '

S b — . yatman_ kwan@dot CANIOY;

-

; ,‘ndy Finegan e Keith Wayne

4‘ S n Mateo and Napa Counties = Santa Clara County
. (510) 622-1644 9 . - e(510)%286-5737
e il }’s‘éndra _finegan@dot.ca. gov .keith_wayne@dot.ca.goy,

i Brian Brandert Vacant. = ="
. Contra Costa C8unty ~ Solano County
ﬁ$?10) 286-5505 (510) 286-XXXX

*orian_brandert@dot.ca.gov
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- Erik Alm
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R iew'FederaI/State/IocaI/Trlbal\qlans, program$§ . ?'.Ld Ty
T —&land-use developmen’g proposals N . 'H v

. | ‘

g Assess potential impacts to the State Hwy. System (Sﬂﬁi—;'“*‘

f
=T | =

Coordinate with Lead Agencies on mitigation measures
to protect facilities, operations !."%nd programs in our cHﬁ'r?;'é“




WrRAT WE DC

s Coordinatereview of

MOSEEEVEIOPMENTPIGJECLS
s EStablishrpartnershipsiwithistatetand il ocal lana tiserautieites
e Coordinate with Lead Agencies enptransportation mitigation

= Coordinates review. of U.S. Army; Coerps of Engimeers (USACE),
U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) and multi-district/regional proposals
= Functions as LLegal Liaison fer Planning
* Provides training.on program ftndamentals and technical matters
s Providesrdirection on procedures conflict
resolution, legislative anaIySIS “best practices”
= Administers Statewide fED-IGR Program
e Helps ensure statewide consistency.
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WHAT WE"DO
What is an LD-IGR Project?

Sulbdivisions of Land

Commercial, ncluding Casino Resorts

Residential

Industrial

Schools and Offices

Utility Lines

General, Specific, & Community Plans

Agricultural, including Forestry & Timber Operations

Local Agency Formations & Annexations



WelAT WeE DO
WihatysianllD=1GRIE/0]EsI74
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(0 mrJJJZ)mJJ JSePETmit: A,),)ch::! OIS

| :_?4




WHATTWE DO
What is an LD-1GR Project?

Caltrans = . Gyersight authority.

» Caltrans (State Routes/Interstate' Highways/US
Highways [SHS])

e | ocal Assistance (bridges, city streets)

e \Measure Projects (local/regional Highways)

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

s Encroachment Permits (discretionary.approval)



Access management (locations, corner radii, surface
material, mainline width, interchanges, tunnels)

Sight distance and ROW. encreachments
Turn lanes, pockets, signals

Pedestrian & Bicycle Accommodations
Transit stops, railroad crossings

Curb, gutter & sidewalks

Bridges, Culverts & Drains

Viewshed, Lanadscaping, Signs

Additional traffic/hydrological studies






Lawsiksreguiations

90, 92, 124'— Caltrans overall authority,
o O construct, Impreve, maintain & restrict use of
SHS facilities
e By any act necessary or convenient

670, 670.1 — Discretion to require permits &
condition encroachment onto SHS R/\W.

104, 113 - Obtain or Lease R/, including non-
motorized and drainage facilities



Laws & Regulations

StreersiandHighwaysiCouersections

® 94 - Contracts OK; icluding with Tribal Goevernments

e 114, 130— Cooperative agreements: for Caltransito “bank®
' mitigation funds and to negotiate futlre mitigation

"GO verhment Goded 51000-1[4'45 61

e Specifies DO structure} powers & dutles
e Ultimate Statutory Authorlty = trafflc expertise

Government Code 830 835

siDefines Tort Llablllty & ResponS|b|I|t|es
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WHY WE DO_IT

Laws & Regulations

National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA, 1969), 42 USC|Sec. 4321 -70
. Establlshed CEQ (40 CFR 1500- -8), Gwdellnes for Stafutory |
. Agency Coopératlon INn each State
. Multl—step process |of Enwronmental,.Réwew -

(PRC 21 00, 1970) and CEQA Gu/de/mes (CC‘R 1500, 1972)

-

- Localized analog to NEEA P

- FIoW Chart of Docs & Gonsultations = .

o Permit Approval Streamlining — Concurrent ReV:

e Requires review.-of‘environmental impacts,
intergovernmental consultation,-and mitig&ation

i L A
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WHY WE DO| 11
Laws & Regulations

Other Public ResourcesCodesi&iGei/anningiliaws;
e SubdivisioniMaprAct (GC @p ‘
e Surfiate Mining & Reclama l‘ ONIACE (SMARA)

ﬂ Cl. Gen: Plans
prmation L@)mrms:sum (EAFC0))

e Transportation $ — SB45 (75%b Local/25%0 CT)
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Laws & Regu{ations

Casia Layy Interpretatiorh]s o0y ina Coujris
NollanVaCaliToriIaleoasiallConis5/0INEBSUSIEZo7M958)
= Musthave logicalllink between 6r posed mitigation andithes =

-
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not exceed magnitude of the impact (ex: dedication of
property v. building exclusion for R/\W)
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WHY MVE DO
Policies & Directives

2005 HQ Deputy’ Directive (Db)-25-R1!
Local Development - Intergovernmental Review

e Timely & consistent collaboration to ensure state planning
priorities are considered for transportation facilities in our
jurisdiction (EQUITY, ECONOMY, ENVIRONMENT)

e Obligations for each level of 6'Deputies (Planning &
Modal Programs, Main perations, Project

Development, Finance; External Affairs, Chief Counsel)

e 3 Appendices: LD-IGR Decision Process, CEQA Litigation Policy, and
Mitigation Monitering & Reporting Guidelines

e Caltrans Traffic Impact Study Guide (TISG, 2002)
-
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’

Each county and city'.i’nust adopt ag
comprehensive, |ong-term
general:plan forfthe physical
development of the county or
city, and of any.land outside.its :
boundaries which-it may:affect. .

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




e General Plans

Overarching policy documents that determine
the future growth of a city or county.

Consists of diagrams'and text describing goals,
objectives, policies and programs.

e Formats Vary
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.s_go%étion f;"’r s P — —
» Open Space mﬁ Y, T =

 Noise ‘1; AR

. Safety
Optlonal elements.may be included, but must be
consistent wit other eIements

e e
Ado égrAs updates oT*amendments typlcally thgger

LD-IGR ma a/engage before or dum( CEQA (prler |s _- '
preferred) . _ T '

.._r



General Plans - Implementation

Every Jland use decision
‘ must be consistent
an with the General Plan

~AEKSON:

A
FO
=
18
A
LT

: on—
-Conservation Distric

e Zoning

e Subdivisions

o Specific Plans

* Public Works Projects
 Acquisition/Disposition of
I\ g Property

el *+ Capital Improvement

(HIGH RESIDENTIAL DENSITY an S
PERSONS PER NET ACRE) P I
High 75-125 Persons

Higher >125 Persons
(Citywide: 28.38 Persons)

\ 2
\ g






diheRermit Process

Developer brings application to the Planning Department,
which examines project and conducts environmental
review.

Developer presents project to Planning Commission

Citizens comment




2 CEOQOA/NEPA Process

Sl




SEQA

_California:Environmental-Qu .*:éitzz%‘ﬁx(; : 3@

{

» Public-Resources-Code (ZENDIE 1w

CEQA Gulidglines

¢ California Code of ,i;.:_,_itih
_ . i




‘1-*-1\..;.::‘-. . F .-.. ~ ! E
Purposes of CE@‘A .-_‘_."_.,. %)
o Inform deC|S|on ‘aker

._...1—?

.f_;-,f Disc ose the public Why a prOJect IS approved
qe\”rq_eﬂ if it'leads to envwonmental damage

CEQA also carries mitigation monlt@rmg and
rp”portlng requirements

-
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Notice

Initial S F i 11 T -

Environ ntal Impact Report (EIR)
NG:ulGe of Determﬂon (NOD)
M——c

Negative Declaration (Negﬁ Dec)

@ICM Exemptio ; CatEx EHF



Is the action a
nonexempt project
under CEQA?

Is it discretionary?

Will the project have a
significant environmental
iImpact?

Negative
Declaration

Environmental
Impact Report



http://geozeum.com/landslide/big/25.html

CEQA REVIEW FLOW CHART
FOR CALTRANS AS A RESPONSIBLE AGENCY

PRELIMINARY REVIEW
L [15060] i

-
LR. PROCESS

OF PREPARATION |
[ 15082 )

}
30 Day Agency Review

20 Day Review
GENCY PRE

‘ REVIEW OF ND/MND
[ 15073 |

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

" ) ; 20 Day Public Review
30-50 Day Public Review Period )

45 Day State Apency Review

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
PREPARATION OF FINAL E.LR.

5 S
APPROVAL |
L [isee2]_ - |

PO
| NOTICE OF DETERMINATION
| FOR ELR.

30 Day Statute of Limitations
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Distribution of certain CEQA documents
through GPR

 Draft'EIR or ND where state agency Is Lead,
Responsible, Trustee, or has jurisdiction by law for
a project.

* Projects identified as being of areawidg,
regionwide, or statewide.significance (CEQA
Guidelines 15206)

« All'Notices of Preparation

o All"Notices of Determination from state agencies



\ The 2 Hats ,of Caltrans
¥ Foogl  \

§ _'-I-.: l"‘i' |
y ." = . I 1 -

1. Builger'ﬁnd_Pé\'/e!oﬁrer:-iLead Agency (Project Delivery)

PR e, S,

- .-:'*- .i'

2 OWner-@perator. of an"Afiected Resource

. Re&ponsmleﬁ én@/,,An agency other than the Lead Agency, having

approval, authorl y over some portion of a project.
-~ .
- 4

. Comm:e*ting Agency: An agency with "jurisdiction by Iav'\fj'_over a

-

particular resource, btﬁ neither a lead agency nor a resp-oniible'@my.

- ;h*

: €=
m
Other AGency Role5| CEQA 5
Trustee Agency: Astatﬁvency having jurisdiction byllaw over natural
resourceswhich are h n trust for th ople of the State of Cali la.
'Y




0 =0)A
The 2 Hats of Caltrans
When Both Fit

l F.’
Work on Caltrans
ROW? u-r-l AR

Caltrans = Commenting Agency

Mitigation Measures Caltrans = Responsible Agency

Local Project and/or .

Oversight

e Permits

» Cooperative Agreements /CT
Oversight (Uncommon)
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National Envirenn erl'l"s_'l' POIICY ACt

g -

jects mvolvmg =0 ‘f:l dger
" cretlona/y act| s g
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Construction o evelp € Ipﬂ ects




National Environmental Policy Act
. 42 USC Sec. 4321 -70
Establishes a process to ensure agency

consultation-and-full-disclosure;of
enwronmental consequen ces of agency
decision'making.

=
NEPAGuidelines ' ==
Each Federal agency has its gwf ;\]'.:‘,J
Guidelines




ENVironme :_l_mpact'Sf"érmEﬁ't S-)t

_.-l'" o Recorql_,gjfﬁé"‘él

B

i % No‘ir- Jf!rFsrlt \J&bl) \

’-

EnvirenmentaliAssessn '= | tln’lﬁaludy'(r*s

Ty OD)

- 'I-I'

fnﬂiﬁg)@ﬂ\ldﬁgmflcaﬁ{ Impact (FONS

-.:r

Cate'gorlcal Exclusion (

ﬂi ..... ,

Notice of:betermination \Nuu )
Negative pechwa@]@w (NegDec)

 Categorical Exemption (CatEXx, CE)

41



NEPA

Key Differences between NEPA and CEQA

NEPA requires an equal level of analysis across a
“reasonable range” of alternatives.

In CEQA, the range of alternatives should be
limited to those that would attain most of the basic
objectives of a proposed project, would be feasible,
and would avoid or substantially lessen any of the
significant adverse effects of the project.



NEPA

Key Differences between NEPA and CEQA

NEPA does not provide for the enforcement of
mitigation, although agencies may-provide for this
In their implementation guidelines.

BTN
11

H ,
CEQA includes mitig’étion requirements, including
monitoring and re.ﬂff){ INg.* ~ = -

g T
1
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empowers any citizen or group to litigate ¢ | s

ALTAMONT COMMUTEN EXPFRESS
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WHAT WE DO
What is an LD-IGR Project?

Clearinghouse ot the Agen

Preliminarny Tentative Maps, Feasibility Studie:

-

Concept Plans, Diaft Project Proposals, Traffic e %;3,3 ot :
Studies, Conditig Lit Applications, B e U
Mitigation and M : e DT

e

prensf ~ m; M
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http://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://torchalum.files.wordpress.com/2011/02/e-mail-concept-thumb9101735.jpg&imgrefurl=http://torchalum.wordpress.com/2011/02/04/torch-tip-thursday-use-proper-e-mail-etiquette/&usg=__reuUE7nxzkdASN1_ILkb7KA7zJ8=&h=306&w=300&sz=30&hl=en&start=24&zoom=1&tbnid=5qlLqITtqEiApM:&tbnh=117&tbnw=115&ei=HpJVTti8C8PYiAKjrK32DA&prev=/search?q=mail&start=21&um=1&hl=en&sa=N&tbm=isch&um=1&itbs=1

= 53 Copy

Paste : =
 Format Painter | B £ - ||=

Clipboard El Font

@ Security Warning Macros have been disabled.

Options...

General

S|| B Merge & Center - || § - %

Alignment El

s || %8

Number

00

[}

+.0 |

Conditional Formatas (Good
Formatting ~ Table ~

Styles

A1507 G |

A B C D E F

G

H

| J

K

L

County Route Log PM-a PM-b Project Title

- - - - -

Document Type

Dated Received

.|

Due Date SCH Number

Street1

Street2

MRM

Review
Lower Sproul Student
Community Center

Gardens Mursery
Bennett Lane Winery

Expansion Project

Crane Creek Fish
Passage Improvement
Project

Central District Urban
Renewal Plan
Dumbarton Transit
Oriented Development
San Marco PD-1270
Amendment

San Francisco Botanical

IMathews Coastal Permit, Additional nformation
Land Division and Design

Subsequent EIR
MND

Permit Application

Belvedere-Tiburon Library Final Environmental Impact

Report

MND

Notice of Public Hearing
Notice of Public Hearing

Project Referral

8/18/2011

8/18/2011

8/19/2011

8/19/2011

8/19/2011

8/19/2011

8/19/2011

8/19/2011

8/11/2011

2011082018

8/29/2011 2003082131

9/15/2011 2011082042

8/30/2011

9/13/2011 2009052003

9/16/2011 2011082046

2010042012

8/23/2011




CC Commentor List CEQA IGR
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The tD-1GR Process

Project Management

Traffic Safety

Electrical Design and Operations (Signal Ops)
Highway Operations

Design

Landscape Architecture

Hydraulics

Right of Way

System Planning including Bicycle Coordination
Forecasting

Community Planning and Pedestrian Coordination
Environmental Planning (Including Biology and Cultural Resources)



ihe LD-1GR Process

NOP — Define scope of Traffic Impact Study

Admin Draft EIR — Review prior to public Draft EIR

Draft EIR — Technical review of studies, reguests-for
iInclusion of additional information or the application of
appropriate standards or measures In determining
significance, assessment of mitigation adequacy

Final EIR — Verification that comments on Draft were
Incorporated and response is adequate

NOD — None or reiteration
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The LD-IGR r)F'Q

Agenciesiieceive

State highways

g - 30 days after request




Travel Info


http://dot.ca.gov/hq/paffairs/about/memoriam.htm
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LD-1GR Exercisei®.
2

At-A-Glance Dlégnosﬁp

Examine the Facebook:Campus Project; and usmg the
. additional information provided discuss the followmg,. -
—— -|n in your table groups: —

R 3 L8

Whatmformat"‘on dWoU'hee 5

. . - - J-. S
e il

't -‘,. flr 3 Please deagnat&a tablaspokesBerson tc)”fes
Sy i 1‘= What your: table came up with, and

. 13 L T T
S """.....;".,'“""““':' B O L INTRESbITS =4
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