




































































































































I XI. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

The StanCOG Policy Board adopts and makes this statement of overriding considerations concerning the 

unavoidable significant impacts of the 2018 RTP/SCS to explain why the benefits of the 2018 RTP/SCS override and 
outweigh its unavoidable impacts. 

A. SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS OF THE 2018 RTP/SCS 

The Environmental Impact Report {EIR) has identified and discussed significant effects that may occur as a result of 
the 2018 RTP /SCS. As set forth in these CEQA Findings, Stan COG has made a reasonable and good faith effort to 
eliminate or substantially mitigate the impacts resulting from the 2018 RTP/SCS and has made specific findings on 
each of the significant impacts ofthe 2018 RTP/SCS and on mitigation measures and alternatives.With 
implementation of the mitigation measures discussed in the EIR, many of the adverse effects of the 2018 RTP/SCS 
can be mitigated to a level of less than significant. However, even with implementation of all feasible mitigation, 
the 2018 RTP/SCS will result in significant and unavoidable impacts as follows: 

1. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS may impair public views along scenic vistas or substantially 
damage scenic resources along designated scenic corridors, including State scenic highways. {Impact 
AES-1) 

2. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS could substantially degrade existing visual character in the 
StanCOG region. {Impact AES-2) 

3. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS would result in increased lighting and would also introduce new 
or intensified sources of glare. {Impact AES-3) 

4. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS could directly or indirectly convert Important Farmland to non­
agricultural uses or conflict with agricultural zoning or Williamson Act contracts. {Impact AG-1) 

5. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS would involve construction activites that would generate short­
term emissions of criteria pollutants. (Impact AQ-2) 

6. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS could expose sensitive receptors to diesel particulate matter 
from mobile sources. (Impact AQ-4) 

7. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS could adversely impact special-status plant and animal species, 
either directly or through habitat modifications. (Impact B-1) 

8. Implementat ion of the 2018 RTP/SCS could adversely impact sensitive habitats and federally 
protected wetlands. (Impact B-2) 

9. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS could impede wildlife movement, including migration. {Impact 
B-3) 

10. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS would cause a substantial adverse change in or disturb known 
and unknown historicai resources. (Impact CR-1) 

11. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS would cause a substantial adverse change in or disturb known 
and unknown archaeological resources. (Impact CR-2) 

12. Implementation of the 2018 RTP /SCS would cause a substantial adverse change in or disturb known 
and unknown paleontological resources. (Impact CR-3) 

13. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS would generate energy demand that may require construction 
of new energy facilities or the expansion of such facilities. {Impact E-2) 

14. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS could expose people and structures to seismic-related hazards. 
{Impact GE0-1) 

15. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS could be cause exposure to geologic and soil hazards, including 
landslides and expansive soils (Impact GE0-3) 

16. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS could cause public and environmental hazards from 
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construction on hazardous sites. (Impact HAZ-3) 
17. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS would locate transportation improvements and projects within 

areas at risk of wild land fire. (Impact HAZ-6) 
18. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS would increase water demand potentially requiring new or 

expanded water supplies, entitlements, or facilities. (Impact W-1) 
19. Because the 2018 RTP/SCS would result in significant and unavoidable impacts to several 

environmental issue areas, implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS would not be consistent with every 
applicable adopted State and local land use policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding 
or mitigating environmental effects. (Impact LU-2) 

20. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS would create temporary substantial noise and vibration level 
increases in discrete locations throughout the StanCOG region. (Impact N-1) 

21. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS would potentially expose existing and future sensitive 
receptors to significant mobile source noise levels. (Impact N-2) 

22. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS could place sensitive receptors in areas near transit and 
transportation facilities where noise levels may be unacceptable. (Impact N-3) 

23. Implementation of the 2018 RTP/SCS could cause disturbance or destruction of tribal cultural 
resources. (Impact TCR-1) 

B. FINDINGS 

In accordance with Section 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines, and having reduced the adverse significant 
environmental effects of the 2018 RTP/SCS to the extent feasible, having considered the entire administrative 
record on the 2018 RTP/SCS, and having weighed the benefits of the 2018 RTP/SCS against its unavoidable 
adverse impacts after mitigation, the StanCOG Policy Board hereby finds that the following legal, economic, social 
and environmental benefits of the 2018 RTP/SCS, set forth in paragraph C below, outweigh its unavoidable 
adverse impacts and render them acceptable. 

C. SUPPORTING EVIDENCE 

Each benefit set forth below constitutes an overriding consideration warranting approval of the 2018 RTP/SCS, 
independent of the other benefits, despite each and every unavoidable impact: 

a. The implementation of 2018 RTP /SCS transportation projects will provide for a comprehensive 
transportation system of facilities and services that meets the public's need for the movement of people 
and goods and that is consistent with the social, economic and environmental.goals and policies of the 
region. 

b. The 2018 RTP/SCS will improve transportation mobility and accessibility in the region compared to 
conditions without the 2018 RTP/SCS. 

c. The 2018 RTP /SCS will improve air quality by reducing emissions of ozone precursors compared to 2015 
baseline and future conditions without implementation ofthe 2018 RTP/SCS. (See Impact AQ-1.) 

d. The SCS will contribute to a reduction in per capita greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from passenger 
vehicles and light trucks, helping the region achieve the regional GHG reduction targets set by the 
California Air Resources Board (.CARB). 

e. The 2018 RTP/SCS will promote consistency between the California Transportation Plan 2040, the 
2018 RTP/SCS, and other plans developed by cities, districts, Native American tribal governments, 
Stanislaus County, and State and federal agencies in responding to statewide and interregional 
transportation issues and needs. 

f. The construction oftransportation projects will result in both short-term and long-term economic 
benefits to the region and its residents. Transportation projects will indirectly provide for a number 
of jobs relating to construction and maintenance. Other California MPO studies have shown that 
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investments in regional transportation projects and programs provide numerous jobs locally (see, for 
example, SAN DAG 2050 RTP/SCS, Technical Appendix 3, Table TA 3.1, average annual increase of 
18,500 jobs}. 
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I XII. MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

The StanCOG Policy Board finds that a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the 2018 
RTP /SCS has been prepared for the project and has been adopted concurrently with these Findings of Fact 
(Public Resources Code, § 21081.6(a)(1)). 

CEQA requires that an agency adopt a Mitigation Monitoring or Reporting Program (MMRP) prior to 
approving a project that includes mitigation measures. The MMRP for the project has been prepared in 
compliance with the requirements of Section 21081.6 of the California Public Resources Code and Sections 
15091(d) and 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines. 

The purpose of the MMRP is to ensure the adopted mitigation measures adopted in the Findings of Fact for 
2018 RTP/SCS are implemented, in accordance with CEQA requirements. The Findings of Fact adopt feasible 
mitigation measures to reduce the significant environmental impacts of the 2018 RTP/SCS. The mitigation 
measures adopted in the 2018 RTP/SCS EIR Findings are listed in Section VI of these Findings of Fact. 
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