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Notice of Determination Appendix D
To: From:
[=] Office of Planning and Research Public Agency: City of Vallejo
il . Address: 555 Santa Clara Street -
U.S. Mail: Street Address: Valleio, California 94590
P.O. Box 3044 1400 Tenth St., Rm 113 . - ‘
Contact; David Yatabe ¢

Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Sacramento, CA 95814 Phone: (707) 648-4300

[s] County Clerk
County of: Solano )
Address: 675 Texas Street, Suite 1900

Lead Agency (if different from above)JAN 2 T 2022

Fairfield, California 94533 Address: Birgitts E. Corsello, Clerk of
—the Board of Supervisors of
Contact: the County of Solano-State of California

Phone: Depity:— 208

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public
Resources Code.

State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to State Clearinghouse): 2021060095 -
Project Title: 1-80/Hiddenbrooke Parkway Interchange Project

Project Applicant: City of Vajello _ B
Project Location (include county): City of Vallejo Sphere of Influence. Napa County and Solano County.

Project Description:

The City of Vallejo is proposing operational improvements at the I-80/Hiddenbrooke Parkway
interchange to address existing and future vehicle queues on Hiddenbrooke Parkway. The project will
convert the existing stop sign-controlled intersections of the I-80 ramps with American Canyon Road and
Hiddenbrooke Parkway, and the intersection of Hiddenbrooke Parkway and McGary Road, into
roundabouts. Conversion of these intersections to roundabouts will not require modification of the

This is to advise that the City of Vallejo has approved the above
((w] Lead Agency or [_] Responsible Agency)

described project on 8/18/21 and has made the following determinations regarding the above
(date)

described project.

1. The project [[] will [®] will not] have a significant effect on the environment.

2. [ An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.
[® A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

3. Mitigation measures [[l] were [] were not] made a condition of the approval of the project.

4. A mitigation reporting or monitoring plan [ was [ ] was not] adopted for this project.

5. A statement of Overriding Considerations [[_] was [W] was not] adopted for this project.

6. Findings [[] were [l were not] made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

This is to certify that the final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval, or the
negative Declaration, is available to the General Public at:
https://iwww.cityofvallejo.net/city_hall/departments __divisipns/public_works/engineering division/cip

Signature (Public Agency): (_# Title: S 7/
Date: //3/2&7 =z Date 'Receifed for filing at OPR: -

Document Posted From

Authority cited: Sections 21083, Public Resources Code. 1- 210 o
Reference Section 21000-21174, Public Resources Code. —Revised 2011

Deputy Clerk of the Board




Determination
On the basis of this Initial Study:

I:I | find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

XI 1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the
project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be prepared.

I___I | find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

[] 1find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially
significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2)
has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on
attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only
the effects that remain to be addressed.

[:| | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately
in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have
been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project,
nothing further is required.

i

Christina Ratcliffe,
Interim Planning and Development Services Director Date

1/3/20 22
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