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CEQA Appendix G Environmental Checklist
04-SOL-80 (PM 10.4/30.2) 04-4G0800

Dist.-Co.-Rte. (PM/PM) EA

Supporting documentation of all California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) checklist
determinations is provided in Chapter 2 of this Initial Study/Environmental Assessment (IS/EA).
Documentation of “No Impact” determinations is provided at the beginning of Chapter 2.
Discussion of all impacts, avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures is under the
appropriate topic headings in Chapter 2.

Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

I. AESTHETICS: Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of the site and its surroundings?

I
I
X X X KX
I

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Il. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES: In
determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment
Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation
as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture
and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest
resources, including timberland, are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding
the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and
Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment
Project; and the forest carbon measurement methodology
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of

Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps |:| |:| |X| |:|
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring

Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural

use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? |:| |:| |X| |:|

1-80 EXPRESS LANE PROJECT A-1 ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT IS/EA



CEQA CHECKLIST

Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest |:| |:| |:| |X|

land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526),
or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use?

[

[

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due |:| |:| |X| |:|
to their location or nature, could result in conversion of

Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to

non-forest use?

[
X

IIl. AIR QUALITY: Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the
following determinations. Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

[
[
[
X

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation?

[
[
X
[

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any

criteria pollutant for which the project region is non- attainment |:| |:| |X| |:|
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard

(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative

thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

[
[
X
[

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
o e, [] [] B []
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Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through

habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, |:| |X| |:| |:|
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans,

policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish

and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or

other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional |:| |X| |:| |:|
plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of

Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected

wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act |:| |X| |:| |:|
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)

through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other

means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native

resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established |:| |:| |X| |:|
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use

of native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting |:| |:| |X| I:‘
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?

[
[
[
X

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in §15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

O O o O
0O X O 0O
X O X KX
O O o O

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside
of formal cemeteries?
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse

effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued
by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial

evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 427

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially
result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,

liquefaction or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to

life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where

sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water?

VIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

O O0Oododn
O O0Oododn
XXX X KX
O O0Oododn

[
[
X
[

[
[
[
X

An assessment of the greenhouse gas emissions and
climate change is included in the body of
environmental document. While Caltrans has
included this good faith effort in order to provide the
public and decision-makers as much information as
possible about the project, it is Caltrans determination
that in the absence of further regulatory or scientific
information related to GHG emissions and CEQA
significance, it is too speculative to make a
significance determination regarding the project’s
direct and indirect impact with respect to climate
change. Caltrans does remain firmly committed to
implementing measures to help reduce the potential
effects of the project. These measures are outlined in
the body of the environmental document.
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

VIIl. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the
project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous |:| |:| |X| |:|
materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment |:| |:| |Z| |:|
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions

involving the release of hazardous materials into the

environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely |:| |:| |X| |:|
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous |:| |:| |X| |:|
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section

65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to

the public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where

such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public |:| |:| |:| |X|
airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety

hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in D D D |X|
the project area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation |:| |:| |X| |:|

plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are |:| |:| |:| |X|

adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed
with wildlands?

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

[
[
X
[

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would |:| |:| |X| |:|

be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been
granted)?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or |:| |:| |Z| |:|
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream

or river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or
siltation on- or off-site?
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or |:| |:| |X| |:|

area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream
or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which
would impede or redirect flood flows?

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the
failure of a levee or dam?

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow

O o d oo o
O o d oo o
O X X OKXK KX
X O 0d X O 0O

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

[
[
[
X

b)Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation

of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not |:| |:| |:| |X|
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program,

or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or

mitigating an environmental effect?

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan? D D |:| |X|

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource

that would be of value to the region and the residents of the D D D |X|
state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral |:| |:| |:| |Z|

resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan or other land use plan?
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Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

XIl. NOISE: Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

O O oo o
O O odo KX
O X X X 0O
X O o o 0O

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

[
[
[
X

XIlI. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) |:| |:| |X| |:|

or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other

infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,

necessitating the construction of replacement housing D D D |X|
elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the |:| |:| |:| |Z|

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES:

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically |:| |:| |X| |:|

altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection? I:' I:' |X| I:'
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Other public facilities?

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Police protection? |:| |:| |X| |:|
Schools? |Z|
Parks? |X|

O 0O O
O 0O O
O 0O O

XV. RECREATION:

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood

and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that D D D |X|
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be

accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might |:| |:| |:| |X|
have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy

establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of |:| |:| |:| |X|
the circulation system, taking into account all modes of

transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel

and relevant components of the circulation system, including but

not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways,

pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, |:| |:| |:| |Z|
including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel

demand measures, or other standards established by the county
congestion management agency for designated roads or
highways?

¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses
(e.g., farm equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

I I e I e
I I e I e
I I e I e
XX X X

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs regarding
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board? |:| |:| |:| |X|
b) Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, |:| |:| |:| |X|
the construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?
c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the |:| |:| |X| D
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?
d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or |:| |:| |:| |X|
expanded entitlements needed?
e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment |:| |:| |:| |X|

provider which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

[
[
[
X

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste? |:| |:| |:| |X|

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or D |X| D D

wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable” |:| |X| |:| |:|

means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable
future projects)?

c¢) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause |:| |X| |:| |:|
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?
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Resources Evaluated Relative to the Requirements of Section

A(f)

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, codified in federal law at 49
United States Code (USC) 303, declares that “it is the policy of the United States Government
that special effort should be made to preserve the natural beauty of the countryside and public
park and recreation lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites.”

Section 4(f) specifies that the Secretary [of Transportation] may approve a transportation
program or project requiring the use of publicly owned land of a public park, recreation area, or
wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local significance, or land of an historic site of
national, state, or local significance (as determined by the federal, state, or local officials having
jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site) only if:

= there is no prudent and feasible alternative to using that land; and

= the program or project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the park,
recreation area, wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or historic site resulting from the use.

Section 4(f) further requires consultation with the Department of the Interior and, as
appropriate, the involved offices of the Department of Agriculture and the Department of
Housing and Urban Development in developing transportation projects and programs that use
lands protected by Section 4(f). If historic sites are involved, then coordination with the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) is also needed.

This section of the document discusses parks, recreational facilities, wildlife refuges and historic
properties found within or next to the Build Alternative project limits that do not trigger Section
4(f) protection because either: 1) they are not publicly owned, 2) they are not open to the public,
3) they are not eligible historic properties, 4) the project does not permanently use the property
and does not hinder the preservation of the property, or 5) the proximity impacts do not result
in constructive use.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with the Solano
Transportation Authority (STA) and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC),
proposes to provide High Occupancy Vehicle/High Occupancy Toll lanes (HOV/HOT or express
lanes) in both westbound and eastbound directions of Interstate 80 (I-80) from west of Red Top
Road to east of Interstate 505 (I-505), within Solano County, California. The I-80 Express
Lanes Project (project) would construct approximately 18 miles of express lanes in the I-80
corridor through conversion of existing HOV lanes and highway widening for new express lanes.
The project limit is approximately 20 miles because of the need to install express lanes signs and
equipment 1 mile in advance of the actual express lane entrance. The general location of the
proposed improvements extends along I-80 from post mile (PM) R10.4 to 30.2 and passing
through the cities of Fairfield and Vacaville.
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The project may be constructed under a single construction contract or in phases depending on
available funding. If phasing occurs, the first phase of the project (West Segment) would
include the conversion of the existing HOV lane to a new express lane facility along I-80 from
the Red Top Road interchange to the Air Base Parkway interchange, including the area around
the I-80/1-680 interchange. In the West Segment, existing HOV lanes in both the eastbound
and westbound directions would be restriped and repurposed into express lanes. The second
phase (East Segment) would construct a new express lane in both the eastbound and westbound
directions of I-80 from the Air Base Parkway interchange through the I-80/I-505 interchange.
The Build Alternative comprises both the West Segment and East Segment.

Within the West Segment of the project limits, the conversion of the existing HOV lane to an
express lane would not require outside widening. Similarly, the majority of the proposed new
express lane within the East Segment of the project limits would be accommodated through
pavement widening within the I-80 median, and thereby reducing the amount of outside
widening needed. Since the Build Alternative would not substantially alter the location of I-80,
the distance between the parks and recreational facilities and the freeway corridor will not
change when compared to existing conditions. The bike paths and bike lanes located adjacent to
I-80, and at the various ramp termini intersections, would remain open during construction.

Under the No-Build Alternative, none of the project features described above would be
constructed. The freeway travel lanes along the I-80 corridor would remain as they currently
exist. No bridge structures would be widened

RESOURCES EVALUATED RELATIVE TO THE REQUIREMENTS OF
SECTION 4(F)

Build Alternative

Build Alternative’ s Area of Potential Effects (APE)! encompasses all areas that fall within the
physical footprint of the proposed improvements and areas that may either be directly or
indirectly affected by project-related construction activities. The APE covers 20 miles,
encompassing approximately 920 acres. In addition to representing the full project footprint
and the full horizontal extent of all potential project activities, the archaeological APE includes a
vertical extent to encompass all project-related earthmoving construction activities.

There are no wildlife or waterfowl refuges within the project vicinity. The closest federal wildlife
refuge is the San Pablo Bay National Wildlife Refuge, located over 29 miles west of the project
limits. The closest state wildlife area is the Grizzly Island Wildlife Refuge located 2.5 miles east
of the project limits near the I-80 and I-680 interchange in Cordelia. Owing to the substantial
distance from the project limits to the closest wildlife/waterfowl refuge, the proposed project
would not have any reasonably foreseeable direct, temporary, or constructive use of any wildlife
or waterfowl refuge area. Therefore, the provisions of Section 4(f) for wildlife or waterfowl
resources are not triggered.

1 APE comprises Architectural APE and Archaeological APE. Consistent with Caltrans policies and
general cultural resource practices, the Architectural APE includes the area directly impacted by
construction. The archaeological APE includes all areas where ground disturbance is possible and
incorporates the boundaries of all previously identified archaeological sites that intersect the Project
Study Limits.
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Table 1, below, lists the Section 4(f) resources in the project vicinity, except archaeological
sites. There are 23 parks and recreation facilities, one historic site and four archaeological sites
within 0.5 miles of the Build Alternative. Figure B-1 shows the locations of the parks and
recreation facilities and historical site within 0.5 miles of the Build Alternative.

Table 1 Section 4(f) Properties within 0.5 miles of Project Limits

Name

Address

Parks and Recreation Facilities

1 Alamo School Park

535 Edgewood Drive, Vacaville, CA 95688

2 Andrews Park

Monte Vista Avenue and School St., Vacaville, CA
95688

City Hall Park

Walnut Street, Vacaville, CA 95688

Dunnell Property (project under design)

3351 Hilborn Road, Fairfield, CA 94533

Hayes & Utah Street ~ Tot Lot

1101 Hayes Street, Fairfield, CA 94533

Hillview Neighborhood Park

300 Atlantic Avenue, Fairfield, CA 94533

Kentucky Street ~ Tot Lot

1740 Kentucky Street, Fairfield, CA 94533

Lagoon Valley Park

1 Pena Adobe Road, Vacaville, CA 95688

O || N |0 | bW

Linear Park Playground @ 2nd Street

2nd St. & Linear Trail, Fairfield, CA 94533

10 Linear Park Playground @ 5th Street

5th St. & Linear Trail, Fairfield, CA 94533

11 Mankas Neighborhood Park

2800 Owens Street, Fairfield, CA 94533

12 McBride Senior Center

91 Town Square Place, Vacaville, CA 95688

13 Meadow Glen Neighborhood Park

2800 Parkview Terrace, Fairfield, CA 94533

14 North Orchard Park

675 S. Orchard Avenue, Vacaville, CA 95688

15 Rolling Hills Neighborhood Park

3520 Glenwood Drive, Fairfield, CA 94533

16 Senior Center Park

Ulatis Creek, Vacaville, CA 95688

17 Three Oaks Community Center

1100 Alamo Drive, Vacaville, CA 95688

18 Ulatis Community Center

1000 Ulatis Drive, Vacaville, CA 95688

19 Ulatis Gardens

1000 Ulatis Drive, Vacaville, CA 95688

20 Veterans Memorial Park

2050 Fairfield Avenue, Fairfield, CA 94533

21 Vintage Green Valley Neighborhood Park

600 Vintage Valley Drive, Fairfield, CA 94533

22 Willows Park

Ogden Way and Marshall Road, Vacaville, CA 95687

23 Woodcreek Neighborhood Park

1470 Astoria Drive, Fairfield, CA 94533

Historic Sites

24 Pena Adobe

301 Pena Adobe Road, Vacaville, CA 95688

Sources: Caltrans 2014d; Google Earth, 2014
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For the purposes of Section 4(f), a project must result in use of a 4(f) resource to trigger the
provisions of Section 4(f). There are three types of use: permanent, temporary occupancy, and
constructive use. The most common form of use, permanent use is when a property is
incorporated into a project via land acquisition. Temporary occupancy results when a Section
4(f) property, in whole or in part, is required for project construction-related activities. The
property is not permanently incorporated into a transportation facility but the activity is
considered to be adverse in terms of the preservation purpose of Section 4(f). Lastly, a
constructive use occurs when the proximity impacts of a proposed project adjacent to, or nearby,
a Section 4(f) property result in substantial impairment to the property's activities, features, or
attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Parks and Recreation Properties

Andrews Park, City Hall Park, North Orchard Park, Senior Center Park, Ulatis Gardens, and
Willows Park are all Section 4(f) resources because they are publically owned, locally significant
parks that are open to the public. Based on the definitions of use listed above, no impacts to
these parks would result from the Build Alternative because no permanent, temporary, or
constructive uses would occur. Therefore, the provisions of Section 4(f) are not triggered.

Alamo School Park, located near the project in Vacaville, is a Section 4(f) resource because
Alamo School’s playground is open to the public and serves either significant organized or
substantial walk-on recreational purposes. Based on the definitions of use listed above, no
impacts to Alamo School Park will result from the Build Alternative because no permanent,
temporary, or constructive uses would occur. Therefore, the provisions of Section 4(f) are not
triggered.

Vacaville also hosts three recreational facilities: McBride Senior Center, Three Oaks Community
Center, and Ulatis Community Center. They are all publically owned, locally significant
recreational facilities that are open to the public during normal hours of operation. The facilities
can be reserved for a fee, but the assessment of a user fee is generally related to the operation
and maintenance of the facility and does not in and of itself negate the property's status as a
Section 4(f) property. Based on the definitions of use listed above, no impacts to McBride
Senior Center, Three Oaks Community Center, or Ulatis Community Center will result from the
Build Alternative because no permanent, temporary, or constructive uses would occur.
Therefore, the provisions of Section 4(f) are not triggered.

The Dunnell Property is 6.2 acres of land left to the City of Fairfield for the purposes of a park,
by the Dunnell family. The property sits adjacent to 770 acres of city-owned open space. Plans
to create a park at the Dunnell Property were approved in 2004 and the park is currently under
construction. In addition to the Dunnell Property, the Hayes & Utah Street Tot Lot, Hillview
Neighborhood Park, Kentucky Street Tot Lot, Mankas Neighborhood Park, Meadow Glen
Neighborhood Park, Rolling Hills Neighborhood Park, Veterans Memorial Park, Vintage Green
Valley Neighborhood Park, and Woodcreek Neighborhood Park are all Section 4(f) resources in
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the City of Fairfield because they are publically owned, locally significant parks that are open to
the public. Based on the definitions of use listed above, no impacts to any of the above listed
parks will result from the Build Alternative because no permanent, temporary, or constructive
uses would occur. Therefore, the provisions of Section 4(f) are not triggered.

The Fairfield Linear Park Playground at 214 Street and the Linear Park Playground at 5t Street
compose the greater Linear Park, and for the purposes of this evaluation will be referred to as
the Fairfield Linear Park. The Fairfield Linear Park is located adjacent to the project limits. It it
considered a Section 4(f) resource because it is a publically owned, locally significant park that is
open to the public. The Build Alternative would not result in an increase in population in the
areas surrounding the I-80 corridor (see Section 2.1.3, Growth); therefore, additional
demand on the park facilities is not anticipated. The Build Alternative would not substantially
impair the aesthetic features or attributes of Fairfield Linear Park (see Section 2.1.8
Visual/Aesthetics), as existing views are limited and the improvements proposed will not
substantially impede the viewsheds from the park and will maintain or replace existing
landscape screening. Potential increases in ambient noise levels for the areas immediately
adjacent to I-80 are discussed in Section 2.2.7, Noise, which concludes that that noise levels
under the Build Alternative are predicted to increase by one decibel along the Fairfield Linear
Park. A one decibel increase is not perceivable to the human ear and not considered substantial,
in accordance with Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol for New Highway Construction,
Reconstruction, and Retrofit Barrier Projects (2011). Potential air quality impacts are
discussed in Section 2.2.6, Air Quality, which concludes that implementation of construction
period minimization measures will reduce any air quality impacts resulting from construction
activities. No substantial long-term air quality effects would result from the Build Alternative.
Additionally, because the project would require minimal outside widening of I-80, there would
be no impacts to water quality, vegetation, wildlife, or accessibility of Fairfield Linear Park. The
proposed project Build Alternative will not cause a constructive use of Fairfield Linear Park
because the proximity impacts will not substantially impair the protected activities, features, or
attributes of the park.

Lagoon Valley Park is located adjacent to I-80 in the City of Vacaville. It is a 470-acre park with
barbeque areas, bike trails, hiking trails, a lake, a horseshoe pit, and a multi-purpose field. The
park also includes a 30,000 square foot fenced in dog park. The Build Alternative would not
result in an increase in population in the areas surrounding the I-80 corridor (see Section
2.1.3, Growth); therefore because Lagoon Valley Park serves the area surrounding the I-80
corridor, additional demand on the park facilities is not anticipated. The Build Alternative
would not substantially impair the aesthetic features or attributes of Lagoon Valley Park (see
Section 2.1.8 Visual/Aesthetics), as existing views are limited and the improvements
proposed will not substantially impede the viewsheds from the park and will maintain or replace
existing landscape screening. Potential increases in ambient noise levels for the areas
immediately adjacent to I-80 are discussed in Section 2.2.7, Noise, which concludes that that
noise levels under the Build Alternative are predicted to increase by 1 decibel at the Lagoon
Valley Park. A 1 decibel increase is not perceivable to the human ear and not considered
substantial, in accordance with Chapter 20 — Section 4(f) of Caltrans Environmental
Handbook, Volume 1: Guidance for Compliance. Potential air quality impacts are discussed in
Section 2.2.6, Air Quality, which concludes that implementation of construction period
minimization measures will reduce any air quality impacts resulting from construction
activities. No substantial long-term air quality effects would result from the Build Alternative.
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Additionally, because the project would require minimal outside widening of I-80, there would
be no impacts to water quality, vegetation, wildlife, or accessibility of Lagoon Valley Park. The
proposed project Build Alternative will not cause a constructive use of Lagoon Valley Park
because the proximity impacts will not substantially impair the protected activities, features, or
attributes of the park.

Given the above, the Build Alternative would not result in permanent, temporary, or
constructive use of any park or recreation facilities requiring protection under Section 4(f).
Therefore, the provisions of Section 4(f) are not triggered.

Historic Sites

Properties that are on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), including
historic districts, buildings, structures, objects, and certain archaeological sites qualify for
Section 4(f) protection. One historic-era property within the architectural APE, the Pefia Adobe
site (adobe built 1842, annex built 1880), was previously evaluated. It was listed in the NRHP in
1972. An August 2013 field survey found that neither the adobe nor the annex appear to have
undergone alterations that would warrant a change in its current NRHP listing. The Build
Alternative would have no impact on access to this historic site due to its distance from the Build
Alternative improvements. Additionally, based on the definitions of use, no impacts to the Penha
Adobe site would result from the Build Alternative because no permanent, temporary, or
constructive uses would occur. Therefore, the provisions of Section 4(f) are not triggered.

Archaeological Resources

Archaeological resources that are potentially eligible for the NRHP have been located within the
Build Alternative’s APE. As construction activities could potentially unearth previously
identified and unidentified resources, provisions to address these circumstances are included in
the Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures in Section 2.1.9, Cultural
Resources. Because the Build Alternative would involve construction activities near the
archaeological sites, an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) plan was prepared to protect
known resources. A testing/treatment plan was established to test for potential cultural
resources during project construction. Therefore, the provisions of Section 4(f) are not
triggered.

West Segment —First Phase

As previously discussed, the West Segment of the Build Alternative would not impact any park
facilities requiring protection under Section 4(f). Section 4(f) resources include publicly-owned
parks, recreational areas, and wildlife refuges. Table 1 and Figure B-1 identify the few parks
that are within 0.5 mile of the West Segment of the Build Alternative, and qualify for
consideration under Section 4(f). The Build Alternative would not result in permanent,
temporary, or constructive use of any park or recreation facilities requiring protection under
Section 4(f). Therefore, the provisions of Section 4(f) for parks and recreation facilities are not
triggered for the West Segment.
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There are no wildlife refuges on or near the project corridor. Therefore, the proposed Build
Alternative, including the West Segment, would have no impact on these resources, nor are the
provisions of Section 4(f) for wildlife refuges triggered.

No-Build Alternative

Under the No-Build Alternative, no changes would be made to I-80 within the overall project
limits. Under the No-Build Alternative, no property would be acquired, no construction
activities would occur, and there would be no change in the operations of the existing freeway
facility. Given the above, the No Build Alternative would not result in permanent, temporary, or
constructive use of any park or recreation facilities, historic sites, archaeological sites, or wildlife
refuges requiring protection under Section 4(f). Therefore, the provisions of Section 4(f) are not
triggered.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY EDMUND G, BROWN Jr, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR

P.O. BOX 942873, MS-49

SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001

PHONE (916) 654-5266 Flex your power!
FAX (916) 654-6608 Be energy efficient!
TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

March 2013

NON-DISCRIMINATION
POLICY STATEMENT

The California Department of Transportation, under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964 and related statutes, ensures that no person in the State of California shall, on
the grounds of race, color, national origin, sex, disability, religion, sexual orientation,
or age, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise
subjected to discrimination under any program or activity it administers.

For information or guidance on how to file a complaint based on the grounds of race,
color, national origin, sex, disability, religion, sexual orientation, or age, please visit
the following web page: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/bep/title_vi/t6_violated.htm.

Additionally, if you need this information in an alternate format, such as in Braille or
in a language other than English, please contact the California Department of
Transportation, Office of Business and Economic Opportunity, 1823 14" Street,
MS-79, Sacramento, CA 95811. Telephone: (916) 324-0449, TTY: 711, or via
Fax: (916) 324-1949.

T ed T

MALCOLM DOUGHERTY
Director

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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