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I NTRODUCTION

Assembly Bill (AB) 686 requires that all housing elements due on or after January 1, 2021, contain an Assessmarg (AFd)y Hous
consistent th the core elements of the analysis required by the federal Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing (AFFH) Final Rule of July
16, 2015. Under California | aw, AFFH means o0taking paterasni ngf u
of segregation and foster inclusive communities free from barriers that restrict access to opportunity based om paote¢teglcha s t i ¢ s

California Government Code Section 65583 (10)(A)(ii) requires local jurisdictions to analyze raciallly @oetiemtrated areas of
poverty, disparities in access to opportunity, and disproportionate housing needs, including displacement risk.ig\ttreo tiyiu g
Element for the City of Dixon, Government Code Section 65583 (subds. (c)(9), (@¥B0), |&ds. (a), (b), (c)) requires all local
jurisdictions to address patterns locally and regionally to compare conditions at the local level to the rest dfothleategyiok).the
Solano County Housing Element Collaborative, comprised of ¢ékseo€iBenicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville,
Vallejo, and the County of Solano prepared a regional Assessment of Fair Housing (AFH) and each participatingejaissticiion pr
local AFH.

This section is organized by fair housipges. For each topic, the regional assessment is first, followed by the local assessment. Strategies
to address the identified issues are included throughout the section. Through discudsoussngitervice providefair housing

advocates, and shassessment of fair housing issues, the City of Dixon identified factors that contribute to fair housing issues. These
contributing factors are includedable 3-12, Factors that Contribute to Fair Housing Issuesvith associated actions to meaningfully
affirmatively further fair housing related to these factors. Additional programs to affirmatively further fair hozlsohgdar&action

4, Goals, Policies, and Programs

This section also includes an anatysis t he Housing El ementds sites inventory as
housing in relation to resources and opportunities is integral to addressing disparities in housing needs and oppdosteitpngnd

inclusive communisewhere all residents have access to opportunity. This is particularly important-ifocolo@enouseholds.
Assembly Bill (AB) 686 added a new requirement for housing elements to analyze the distribution of projected unitstdxyoiycome

and acces® thigh resource areas and other fair housing indicators compared to citywide patterns to understand how the projecte
locations of units will affirmatively further fair housing.
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OUTREACH

Regional Outreach Efforts

Workshops

As discussed in tHeublic Participation section, the Solano County Collaborative took diligent efforts to encourage public and service
provider participation, particularly service providers for vulnerable populations, in the Housing Element update gilotless at b
regiondand local scale. These efforts included six Housing Element community workshops between January and June 2022 and se
regional service provider consultations between December 2021 and February 2022. Each of the workshops was agiariised with fl
English, Spanish, and Tagalog, and conducted virtually to increase accessibility for residents throughout the cspongeatwltimere
COVID-19 pandemic. Live Spanish translation was offered at the first two sets of workshops;racordegreersioin Tagalog.

However, no participants opted for this option at any of the workshops, so the third set of workshops pireddetegr8panish and

Tagalog versions rather than live translation, though materials were still made available prikshophe Wwoth languages.

The first two workshops were held over two days: during the lunch hour on Wednesday, January 26, 2022, and thersdaging of Thu
January 27, 2022, to ensure maximum participation from Solano County jurisdictions, lodahsrgamzae providers for vulnerable
populations, and the community. The workshops were held online with a variety of technological methods to conndeesTbi object
the workshop were to educate the public about the update process, identifgesgmciicd opportunities, share information about the
Solano County Collaborative to help make informed conclusions and identify needs, and allow participants to sh&sethkovinsig
housing opportunities can be improved locally and on a regiehal degauge these opinions, participants were polled on topics that
focused on housing assets, housing strategies, housing barriers, and preferences fondacabosing. The results of key points of

the poll related to fair housing are summahigesin.
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What are the greatest barriers to What do you consider the greatest issue
providing housing in your community? related to housing?

= Not affordable

= Not enough housing types

= Cost of construction
= Cost of land and designs

= Lack of public transit acces:
= Building permit fees

= Homelessness

= Lack of jobs to support
existing cost of living

= Other

= Declining neighborhood
conditions

= Other

What types of housing would you like

to see more of?

What populations are most in need of

housing?
= Single-family homes designe
for multi-generational living = Transitional housing for person:

= Apartments experiencing homelessness

= Interim emergency shelter for

. . homeless persons
= Accessory Dwelling Units . .
= Special needs housing for

seniors
= Mixed Use development

= Special needs housing for
persons with disabilities
= Condominiums/townhomes

= Multi-family workforce housing
for moderate-income families

= Other

= Other
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What populations do you believe are
underserved?

= Low-income households

= Service or retail workers
= Low-income families
Seniors
V = Educators
10% = Other

During the workshop, participants generally consideradclonve households and laveome families to be the same population, but in
some cases discussed families as those with children and households as those without. In betitaeseseflens to a household or
family unit of four persons earning between $48,550 and $77,600 in Solano County in 2021, as present&d laXiailen 2
Household Income by Household Size, Solano County in the Housing Needs Assessment. ThesfgdiEratlpav2021 for a feur
person household was $26,500, which closely aligns with the extreimadyriewategory in Solano County.

Workshop discussion focused on the process, clarifications on the definition of overcrowdimgome@h commed sites, and

how mixedncome housing typically has better results than concentratdaddomer development. However, participants expressed that
developers and lenders typically do not prefer 4nis@che projects, thus presenting an additionalrbtartiee provision of housing,
particularly integrated affordable housing. Overall, the primary fair housing themes that emerged were the costg#hassociated w
development of housing, particularly affordable units, the overarching issue of high dastratenfenusingshortages of affordable
housing,the limited employment opportunities that offer livable wHgeshallenges that loviecome households are facing, and
providing housing opportunities for underserved populations, particularly tboaee velxperiencing homelessness or are at risk of
becoming homeless.

On March 30, 2022, two interactive, online workshops were held. There were approximately 18 attendees at the morant9vorkshop
at the evening workshop. Both workshops were attemitdledepresentatives from the Solano County jurisdictions, various local
organizations, and service providers. The content provided a summary of the analysis conducted in the housing neadd assessmen
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discussions were guided by participant insightsverhdusing opportunities can be improved locally and on a regional level. Again,
feedback on specific needs was sought out. Translation was available by request. During the wotgluspsietitgoned by
participants included the relationship betwessation of affordable housing and access to employment, services, mobility, amenities, and
recreationspeciaheeds populations, particularly seniors and their needs as they age; and the challenges of income discrepancies with
shortage of affordabl®lsing resources throughout the county. Participants established clarity regarding what types of professions lower
income households really encompass, such as educators, public service employees, retail, and hospitality worlstesithetitiesugge
Collaborative foster greater collaboration between jurisdictions to increase supply of housing for this very integfatheegment
population.

On June 1, 2022, the Solano County Collaborative held two Fair Housing Workshops virtualhatoqwesaeiy of the Assessment of

Fair Housing and gather feedback from participants on their experiences with fair housing. One workshop was hetthdwairthe lun

and one was held in the evening to offer two opportunities for potential participasssbdtth workshops, approximately 36.4 percent

of participants were from Benicia, 18.2 percent were from Vacaville, 13.6 percent were from Vallejo, 9.1 percentriiedce &nodh Fa

9.1 percent were from Suisun City. There were no participants fiam Rixx Vista, or the unincorporated area, and there were an
additional 13.6 percent that did not live in Solano County but had some other interest in the Housing Element prdless. For bo
workshops, the Collaborative offered Spanish and Tagalog trao$lat@terials and a recording of the presentation, in addition to
hosting the meeting in English. At previous workshops, as discussed, there was no interest in live translatiorrecordiegysforere
determined to be sufficient.

Approximately 35.0ercent of respondents reported that the greatest barrier to obtaining or keeping housing that they, a friend, or relative
has experienced is that affordable options are too far from jobs, schools, and other resources. In addition, 15i@ifipdrcent ide
accessibility issues as a barrier to housinget€edidentified substandard conditions, and an additiongdetfehidentified landlord

refusal to rent as barriers. Nearly-thirel of respondents also reported having experienced overcrowding pomt in Solano County

to be able to afford housing costs. When asked what their experience has been with housing mobility, as it rekatesite usaitdsi

other factors, 28@ercenteported that it has been very challenging ange88ehtreported that it has been somewhat challenging. This
supports feedback from local service providers that there is a shortage of appropriately sized and affordable aptiGosinty Sola
Further, half of respondents reported that there is no transiewrae methods of transportation for them to navigate their
communities, which furthers concerns about proximity of affordable housing to jobs and schools.

At the end of the workshop, the Collaborative asked participants to identify their top titie foriagncreasing housing mobility and

access to opportunities, improving the condition of their neighborhood, and reducing displacement riskreEhsttajggies to

increase housing mobility were creation of targeted investment programslosucipagment assistance (19.1 percent of respondents),
incentivizing development of mixiedome housing (17.0 percent), and a tie between citywide registries of affordable rental options and
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targeted outreach to underserved groups to increase awarasgissaote programs (12.8 percent each). However, in open discussion,
participants stated that many local, state, and federal assistance programs are already available, the barmeistaearenessirof

these opportunities. They identified adrfee easier resource navigation for residents. The top strategies for improving neighborhood
conditions were implementing proactive code enforcement for substandard housing (17.8 percentjvendte thedéween targeted
investment in parks and otliecreational facilities, community committees made up of residents of underserved groups, and addressing
the negative impacts of nonresidential uses on residential uses (15.6 percent each). Finally, the top strategigisgl@cerdaning

were renttabilization (27.0 percent), rent review or mediation board as well as foreclosure assistance and multilingual2égal services
percent), and expanded density bonuses (18.9 percent).

The feedback received during this workshop informed this analysgaschs identified in this Housing Element.

Survey

The flyers inviting participants to the regional Housing Element workshops included an option for respondents tq tsikeilarsorve

the poll conducted at the first two workshops in January 2@R2Ryritive their perspective on housing issues facing the county and its
jurisdictions. A total of 57 responses were logged, the majority of which were homeowners (71.9 percent). Of pantidipatesy ap

86.0 percent reported living in a sHighaly detached or attached home and 68.4 percent had lived in Solano County for over five years.
However, a smaller proportion (56.1 percent) report working witloutttg, which may indicate a shortage of jobs suitable for residents
within their jurisdi@dn. The top types of housing that participants wanted to see built throughout the county were small/affordable single
family homes (57.9 percent), senior housing (47.4 percent), supportive housing/assisted living (43.9 percent), laqresstsy dwel
(ADUs; 35.1 percent), townhomes and condominiums/duplexes (35.1 and 31.6rpspestitvely), tiny homes (29.8 percent); large
acreage detached homes (28.1 percent), and apartments (24.6 percent). Among the respondents, the greatest awiesmdpituildin

their communities were (in order of ranking): cost of construction, opposition to new housing development projedisquatk of a
infrastructure, lack of availability of land, and lack of jobs to support existing cost of living. Suppertegptinses was feedback on
what the barriers to obtaining housing wer e s pe choreipgcaslahdy wi t
rents being too high, followed by lack of public infrastructure, and #statmiarket which ties back to the cost of housing barrier. A
desire for yards and green space was also identified as a barrier associated with multifamily -aiedvsityhrgs&tential types.

Responses to the survey indicated that ththitep underseed populations included homeless residents, seniorspaiagteamily
households, and persons with disabilities. Respondents also indicated across the board a need for integration afsaftprdable h
throughout communities to create mikembme neigborhoods, roadway improvemeatsja diverse range of housing typeggration

of new developments into the existing neighbor hoodwereasbr i c,
identified as needs
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Consultations

From December 2021 through February 2022, seven consultations were conducted with local nonprofits and service providers fc
vulnerable populations and fair housing advocates to receaveonge targeted input from those who provide services for thos& most

need of housing or with special housing needs. In each of the consultations, service providers and fair housing abkschsEsveer

or all of the following questions, depending on the type of organization they represented:

Opportunities and concens: What three top opportunities do you see for the future of housing in Solano County? What are your three
top concerns for the future of housing?

Housing preferences What types of housing do your clients prefer? Is there adequate rental housingumtythéAre there
opportunities for home ownership? Are there accessible rental units for seniors and persons with disabilities?

Housing barriers/needs. What are the biggest barriers to finding affordable, decent housing? Are there specific unmetdsousing ne
the community?

Housing conditions: How do you feel about the physical condition of housing touhty? What opportunities do you see to improve
housing in the future?

Unhoused personsHow many unhoused persons are icdhaty?

Housing equity: What factors limit or deny civil rights, fair housing choice, or equitable access to opportunity? What actions can be takel
to transform racially and ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into areas of opportunity (without displacemeon dAindteac
taken to make living patterns more integrated and balanced?

The Collaborative contacted 12 organizations and received responses from the following:
North Bay Housing Coalition, December 9, 2021
Community Action Partnership Solano, Joint Potvethority, December 14, 2021

Legal Services of Northern California, December 22, 2021

= =2 =4 =

Fair Housing Advocates of Northern California, January 6, 2022
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1 SolaneNapa Habitat for Humanity, January 28, 2022
1 Agency on Aging, January 24, 2022
1 Urban Habitat, Febary 16, 2022

The oneon-one interviews with service providers and fair housing advocates raised observations and concerns related to housing isst
facing the residents of Solano County, with several common themes emerging. First was the demaadofoaffondalge and
accessible housing types for the large concentration of special needs populations in the county, including seitiess disejgeidm
persons, and leimcome households, many of which were identified as being Hispanic and lhatimeed for additional rental housing

was identified by most interviewees. Additionally, service providers noted a shortage of housing resources for éxpssievitongre
homelessness and emphasized the need for a coordinated countywide went@lbegereated to provide tinhe services based on

the growing demand, specifically housisgprojects across the county. This was noted in addition to a growing population of lower
income households and homeless residents, therefore iddottiogs for pallet and cargo housing within the jurisdictions, as well as
providing permanent supportive housing with \@rapnd services and case management is crucial. One housing service provider
disclosed that they have funding for assisting ¢tiosdi with needed affordable housing, acquisition of the actual acreage is the barrier,
which is another theme identified in these consultations.

Strategies associated with housing condition relating to preservation and maintenance oftthesaxgsstark for affordable housing
opportunities was a second subject of importance among service providers and fair housing advocates. Income coastiiimts often
people living in substandard or overcrowded housing conditions, most ofteh situatitas, which service providers and fair housing
advocates identified as often resulting in displacement and homelessness. Service providers and fair housingdedvifieatesadlso i

there are substantial racial disparities in housing amangrites of color, recommending that jurisdictiamsdo more through code
enforcement, primarily ensuring there is water and heatinginedove housing units, or passing ordinances that protect tenants from
living in substandard housing. During thesatiations, service providers and fair housing advocates expressed a need for proactive and
oprotectived tenant pr odaese pratectiors, andother housamg proteetiontlaws to keeprnmmre indivijduals t
housed, as eviction isetimost common fair housing issue complaint encountered by service providers and fair housing advocates. In
situations such as this, tenants require access to additional legal assistance to prevent displacement due torbagdisksevértiar. w

Additionally, service providers and fair housing advocates identified a need for landlord education and enforcementhiganding fair
laws and rental discrimination practices, in combination with jurisdictions contracting with fair housing provolewd¢bersive
system to identify affordable housing resources and tenant protection, particularly for seniors, the disabled,ygmddialesfadlis,

and communities of color. Consultations identified a need for workshops on fair housing Eidesntsraed housing providers. The
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goal of these would be to inform housing providers on their rights and responsibilities under fair housing laws edndgtiavida
discrimination, aiming to reduce the number of instances that result in fagr ¢@mupiaints throughout the county. A tenant workshop
counterpart was also suggested to inform residents on their tenant rights. Service providers and fair housigraifieocates
acquisition of older, singkmily housing stock, which might requéeairs, for conversion to assisted affordable housing units as an
opportunity to address shortages.

Barriers to development of affordable housing constitute a third major theme, including ltmel leogit$y of entitlement processes,
California Enviromental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements, development fees, and other permitting processes, compounded by sever:
infrastructure constraints, particularly sewer and septic systems. All housing providers interviewed expressethtoae éwusing

simpl is not cost effective for developers, and that properties owned by jurisdictions are a valuable resource for piiocoiing lowe
housing, including homeownership opportunities through organizations such as Habitat for Humanity, who assist afooofounities

and veterans to attain homeownership, which have been historically underserved in the homeowner market, partiotiolanoareas
County. Incentivizing and subsidizing the construction of ADUs on existing residential properties is rectorimgndeldress the

barriers associated with cost of land and shortage of viable acreage for development of unitsctonéwaed disabled and/or senior
households. In addition, one housing provider discussed Community Land Trusts as an drafgrattireéty to create permanent
affordability, as well as the availability of CalHome funding for implementing this option.

A final recurring theme around barriers to affordable housing that service providers and fair housing advocates ttientifieshiva

and historic challenges lowarome households face in obtaining financial assistance, such as lending discrimination, which was a
prevalent issue in Vallejo. On the flip side, it was also noted that there is a disconnect between the plicaings &dragousing

Choice Vouchers (HCVs) and availability of units that accept them. Education and outreach efforts of current faictitassiong pra
landlords and sellers was recommended.

Feedback received during the regional consultations wakhshiayakvidual discussions and the experiences of each service provider, fair
housing advocate, or community organization. Therefore, some questions did not receive direct responses. For exagw@esno inte
identified strategies to reduce racialgthorically concentrated areas of poverty; they instead focused on feedback they deemed relevant to
their target population or experiences. The summary presented here reports feedback that was received.
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Local Outreach Efforts

Workshops and Study Sessions

The City held a study sessoonMarch 8, 20220 provide the PlanningQommissioran overview of the 208331 Housing Element

Update and 2023 Natural Environment Element programs currently underviRigniiimg Commissiagtudy session was open to the

public and held in person. Commentary was limited and no public comment related to fair housing was received at the Plannir
Commission meeting.

Consultations

In February 2022, staff reached out to two local stakeholder organiratiddgion to the ggonal stakeholders discusabdve to
offer the opportunity for each to provide -@meone input on housing needs and programs in the City of Dixon. Stakeholder feedback
was collected via one-one interviews or with email responses. Representativélserimllowing stakeholders were interviewed:

91 Dixon Family Services, February 7, 2022

91 Dixon Migrant Labor Center (DMLC), February 16, 2022

The consultation process revealed that some Dixon residents struggle to secure affordable rental and hoipeonuretissp o

a shortage of affordable options. Stakeholders expressediraefinsimebuyers typically struggle to find affordable housing due to the
costs of down payments on high home prices. However, despite high home prices, stakebstdels@xpern over the quality of new
housing products and emphasized a need to encourage development that prioritizes quality over quantigriforsastaible
housing stock. While building standards are required for new housing units thatrefsuiécient, stakeholders recommended that the
City develop accountability measures to enforce housing providers to improve the conditions of their rental propsréigseas iss

The DMLC is operated by Yolo County Housing and | ocatheed out
unincorporated county. Therefore, the concerns expressed during consultations primarily relate to housing and wiek iapportunit
unincorporated Solano County rather than for resideDigdn. As identified iTable 2-15Resident Employment by Industry, 2015

2019, in the HNA, just 3.0 percent of Dixon residents work in the agriculture and natural resourcelomdysrylie feedback

received regarding the DMLC is included here as the City participates in programs to support the continued opednatism@f this
opportunity Barriers to housing for lemvcome and seasonal farmworkers were of particular concern to DMk&to@pof the DMLC

stated that 90 to 930 percent of farnvorker families return to their facilities annually. However, the facilities are only available to
farmworkerfamilies and no single adults. Therefore, during the working season, multiple singfeepéoepleoogether imon-standard
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housing types due tdack of affordable housing for single migrants in the comnidunéyto the migrant nature of famork, DMLC

also finds it challenging to provide these residents with resources. Additionally, funding constraints have limited ghe orgam 6 s a b i
rehabilitate their facilitieBhe City has identifidrogram 1.1.10 seek funding to provide assistance to DMLC for rehabilitation and
Program 4.1.3to allow employee and farmworker housing in all residential zones, in compliance with Governmenio@ode Sec
65583(a)(5), to facilitate construction of farmworker housing opportunities.

FAIR HOUSING | SSUES

Since 2017, the Tax Credit Allocation Comn(ft€AC) andCaliforniaDepartment of Housing and Community Development (HCD)

have developed annual mapsaotess to resources such as-paging job opportunities; proficient schools; safe and clean
neighborhoods; and other healthy economic, social, and environmental indicators to providbasetlemsearch for policy
recommendations. This efforthaslme dubbed oOopportunity mappingdéd and is avail ab
within their community.

The TCAC/HCD Opportunity Maps can help to identify areas within the community that provide strong access to opportunity for
residents or, conversely, provide low access to opportunity. The information from the opportunity mapping can helghe hegdight

for housing element policies and programs that would help to remediate conditieres@uioe areas and areas ofsegegation and

poverty and to encourage better access for-iloeegne households and communities of color to housing Hiebmirce areas.
TCAC/HCD categorized census tracts into high, moderate, or low resource areas based on a composite @tice exfusadional,

and environmental factors that can perpetuate poverty and segregation, such as school proficiency, median incorheusind median
prices. The TCAC/HCD Opportunity Maps use a regional index score to determine categorization dsrhitghamolow resource.

Areas designated as 0 perceht bighesicariregcenius taedin tlerregiont lhieexpeaep that @esidents in
these census tracts have access to the best outcomes in terms of health, econonitiegpgudteducation attainmé@snsus tracts
designated oOoOhigh resourced score in the 21st to 4O0dcdessfper cen’
highly positive outcomes for health, economic, and education attainMend er at e resourced6 areas are i
those designated as oOmoderate resource (rapidly chasutlwasng) 6
increasing median income, home values, and an inor@aseopportunities. Residents in these census tracts have access to either
somewhat positive outcomes in terms of health, economic attainment, and education; or positive outcomes in a gersamorarea (e.

high for health, education) but not all afeas, may score poorly for economic attainment). Low resource areas are those that score
above the 70th percentile and indicate a lack of access to positive outcomes and poor access to opportunitiegngtierfiaaé desi

those areas identified ashang Ohi gh segregation and poverty; 6 these are cel
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compared to the county as a whole, and at least 30.0 percent of the population in these areas is below the feue(8RHdHEMtY i
annuaj for a family of four in 2021).

As seen irFigure 3-1, Regional TCAC/HCD Opportunity Areas most of Solano County, particularly in the unincorporated area, is
designated as low resource or moderate resource. The City of Vallejo has been designaied éotrebsource area, with three
pockets identified as areas of high segregation and poverty: the Wilson Park neighborhood southwest of Solano Actrdes (@vhich i
portion of unincorporated territory), the area west of Sutter Street to the ntabetineen Florida Street to the north and Curtola
Parkway to the south, and the area north of Florida Street between Sonoma Boulevard and Amador Street along Bioadway Street
contrast, the neighboring City of Benicia is designated entirely as & mestenate area. The City of Suisun City and most of Fairfield

are designated as low resource, with moderate resource areas in northeastern Fairfield and the Cordelia areaeo€iBaiofield. Th
Vacauville is similarly designated, with low resourcalareaiterstatél-) 80, northeast of Davis Street, with the remainder designated as
moderate resource. The City of Rio Vista is also split, with moderate resource areas northwest of Church Road andrkas tesourc

the southeast. The City of Dixbas the greatest variation in resource area designations among the incorporated cities of Solano County
In Dixon, the southern and eastern areas are primarily moderate resource areas, high and high resource areas af¢hie tity cente

with the exeption of the Northwest Park neighborhood, east of Parkgreen Drive. Low resource areas are in the Northwest Park
neighborhood and south of W. A Street between Pitt School Road and S. Almond Street. In the unincorporated coumgfesigh and h
resource aas are generally in the northeast and northwest corners, with low resource areas surrounding the cities of Diklpn and Fairfie
and moderate resource areas elsewhere. Given that much of Solano County is sparsely populated, with large atijricldrahdreas,
moderate resource areas may not accurately represent the access to opportunities for residents of unincorporatecheoentinergties,

is typically a concentration of resources.
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FIGURE 3-1:REGIONAL TCAC/HCD OPPORTUNITY AREAS
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Patterns of Integration and Segregation

Segregation exists when there are concentrations of a population, usually a protected class, in a certain area 1®sgitrgation c

local policieto the availability and accessibility of inguthat meets the needs of that population, or a community culture or amenity that
attracts the population. In the context of fair housing, segregation may indicate an issue where it creates degmtdiopporanity,

is a result of negativepexiences such as discrimination or disproportionate housing need, or other concerns. Integration, in contrast,
usually indicates a more balanced representation of a variety of population characteristics and is often considanetidosiatiec
oppatunities and mobility. This analysis assesses four characteristics that may indicate patterns of integration thraegregation

the region and local Solano County jurisdictions: income distribution, racial and ethnic characteristicssfanialisaility rates.

Income Distribution

Regional Patterns

At the regional level, income distribution can be measured between jurideigtian8-2, Income Dot Map, presents the spatial
distribution of income groups in Solano County and surrouBayngrea jurisdictions. There are higher concentrations of veapdow
low-income households in Bay Area jurisdictions such as the cities of Emeryville and Oakland, than are found in Solaitle County. Wh
there are concentrations of lowerome househds$ in the cities of Fairfield and Suisun City, generally the distribution of incomes in
Solano County more closely reflects those patterns found in neighboring Napa County than most Bay Area counties.
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FIGURE 3-2: INCOME DOT MAP
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When comparing income groups between Bay Area counties and neighboring Sacramento regkigueuesncome Groups

in Surrounding Region), patterns in Solano County closely mirror many of the Bay Area counties, supppettgiieshown in
Figure 3-2, Income Dot Map. Figure 3-4, Regional Median Income,presents the geographic patterns of median income in Solano
County compared to the region. Throughout the region, the highest median income is often founddemsgdidpan areas, such as

in the cities of Fairfield, Vacaville, Walnut Creek, San Rafael, and others. In areas wibrssitygb@pulation and uses, such as along
the San Francisco and San Pablo Bays, there are moeneclmwerhouseholds. Solano Couefiects these income distribution trends
found in the region.

FIGURE 3-3: INCOME GROUPS IN SURROUNDING REGION
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FIGURE 3-4: REGIONAL MEDIAN INCOME
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Within Soland&County, the City of Benicia has the largest proportion of mede@dt@bove moderateome households, earning more
than 100.0 percent of the Area Median Income (ANOure 3-5, Income Groups within Solano County Jurisdictions The
distribution of income groups within Solano County may be representative of the availability of affordable or acngsaituleotivars
opportunities that create mixedome communities. As showrFigure 3-4, Regional Median Income the citis of Fairfield, Suisun
City, and Vallejo have several block groups that have median incomes falling into the extrantelyetgwowncome categories,
corresponding with high rates of poverty showkigare 3-6, Regional Poverty RatesWhile all jusdictions in Solano County have
areas in which at least 10.0 percent of the population falls below the poverty line, the City of Vallejo has thenknagiest cbtiese
households.

FIGURE 3-5: INCOME GROUPS WITHIN SOLANO COUNTY JURISDICTIONS
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FIGURE 3-6:REGIONAL POVERTY RATES
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Local Patterns

Dixon contains a range of census tracts with low, moderatenkigiighest resource access according to the HCD/TCAGt@ppo

Area scaleF{gure 3-7, Local TCAC/HCD Opportunity Areas). This data suggests that economic outcomes for Dixon households

vary depending on the part of the city where a household is located. Unlike other parts of Solano County and theBayeéress reg

no evident pattern in Dixon of lowiecome, lowereo ur ce nei ghbor hoods found closer to |
income block groups are found abutti@,| with a median household income of $105,694 in one block group bounded by West H Street
to the north, 480 to the west, and South Almorne& to the east, and a median household income of $93,467 found in a block group
bounded by Stratford Aweeto the south; Pembroke Way, Gill Drive, and Regency Parkway tg dreld¢&6tto the wesF{gure 3-8,

Local Median Income). These highesic o me bl ock groups <coi nci de-resourteldesignatmrc Wisile of T
these median household incomes are the highest in Dixon, they are not among the highest in SofmenSosntyacts with
substantially higher median householdnies are found in Vacaville ($161,750), Fairfield ($172,283), Vallejo ($168,750), Benicia
($174,306), and in unincorporated areas near thesastrpctsaresdi ct
below the statewide medadi $8 7, 100, though still above $64, 712incomeblock h i s
groups coincide with traadcldwesowde deSighations. HidsDdata indmates ¢hat dixom does not have a
substantigbopulation living in heightened wealth or poverty relative to other parts of Solano County. Still, this data suggeate that th
distinct higherand loweincome parts of the city, and that better access to opportunities may be available to hesisaplidsthe

c i t y 0-mcord ageaisewith its relatively leweome neighborhoods having less access to opportunities.

In Dixon, 10.7 percent of households make less thape36entarea median incom&Ml), which is considered extremely-iogome’

Rates of poverty by census tract are bel@péd@ent in most Dixon census traEigire 3-9, Local Poverty Ratg. One tract bounded

by I-80 to the wesGtate RouteSR) 113 to the east, and West H Street to the south, is an exceptiopowéityarate of 15.7 percent.

Low rates of poverty in most of Dixon may indicate that high costs of housing are a barrier to accesstonheuseholds seeking
housing in the city, forcing these households to seek housing in more affordabiteiardeesounty or region. The City of Dixon has
undergone a shift in median household income between 2010 and 2019. In 2010, median household income in th&treagteasd of 1
Almond Street was less than $40,000, with incomes on the wedtveide $80,000 and $100,000. However, by 20mérEan
Community SurveAC9r eports areas of higher income $125, 00 dhecity hdshe ci
committed taProgram 7.2.1o improve opportunity access inémmcome neighborhoods and Programs 3.1.1 and 3.2.3 to promote the
development of affordable housing in frggource areas where housing cost is a barrier to access. To improve access to areas of high
opportunity for lowemcome households, the Cityl wilntinue to work with potential developers to support construction -afemgity

housing in areas with higher median income and greater access to opportunity to facilitate economic mobhititofoe Imegatents.

1 ABAG MTC Housing Needs Data Report, 2021
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FIGURE 3-7: LOCAL TCAC/HCD OPPORT UNITY AREAS
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FIGURE 3-8: LOCAL MEDIAN INCOME
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FIGURE 3-9: LOCAL POVERTY RATE
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Radal and Ethnic Characteristics

Regional Patterns

The Dissimilarity I ndex measures the percentage of dffere@ert air
census tract to be eWenlistributed within a jurisdiction or region, and thus achieve balanced integration between all racial and ethnic
groups within that jurisdiction. The higher the Dissimilarity Index score is, the higher the level of segregatipnHeroexsenpldf, a
jurisdictionds Bl ack/ White Dissimilarity l ndex was 60, t hei
neighborhood for Black and White residents to be evenly distributed across the jurisdiction. According to the Deipedt@ieneof

Housing and Urban Development (HUD), Dissimilarity Indices of lesdQtar considered to indicate low segregation, indicated
betweertOand 54 indicate moderate segregation, and indices greater than 55 indicate high segregation.

Accordigy t o HUDOGs Dissimilarity Index based on the 2010 Census,
levels of segregation; followed by Hispanic residents in most counties; and Asian residents in Napa, Sacrament@uaties Solano C
(Figure 3-10, Dissimilarity Indices in the Region. Yolo and San Joaquin Counties are the only jurisdictions in which these patterns
differ. In Sonoma and Yolo Counties, all racial and ethnic groups face relatively low levels of segregatiolan@veoaihtysbas

greater integration across all racial and ethnic groups than all counties in the Association of Bay Area Governmedtgr6aBiG) a
region, with the exception of Marin, Sonoma, and Yolo Counties.
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FIGURE 3-1Q DISSIMILARITY INDICES INT HE REGION
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While Solano County has relatively low dissimilarity indices compared to the region and surrounding counties, the population
predominantly White in most areas, with the exception of areas within the cities of Vallejo, Fairfield, Biggif@ixdhl (Regional

Racial Demographicg. Figure 3-11presents the percent of the population in each block group in the County that identifies as non
White. The northern portion of the ABAG region has similar racial and ethnic patterns, with most of Marin, 8dmpaaCaunnties

being predominantly White, while there is a larger proportion 0¥t populations adjacent to the San Francisco Bay in more
urbanized areas. Similarly, in Yolo and San Joaquin Counties, and the southwestern portion of Sacramietq@nuatipn
predominantly identifies as Hispanic. These racial and ethnic trends in the ABAG and Sacramento regions refledbuaitzatios of u

and income distribution that reflect the trends in Solano County. Where there is greater udmhiigtien rates of poverty, such as in

and near the City of Vallejo, there is greater diversity, meaning a higher proportieWiute faruseholds-igure 3-12, Regional

Diversity Index, andFigure 3-11, Regional Racial Demographi¢sThe Diversity Indeshown irFigure 3-12 is based on a variety of

variables, including race, ethnicity, age, income, gender identify, aRtyunera.12 presents the degree to which there is a range of
identities in each block group.
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FIGURE 3-11: REGIONAL RACIAL DEMOGR APHICS
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FIGURE 3-12: REGIONAL DIVERSITY INDEX
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Concentrations of minority populations, or concentrations of affluence, may indicate a fair housing issue despégragiative in
compared to the region.rAcially and ethnically concentrated area of poverty (R/ECAP) is defined by HUD as an area in which 50.0
percent or more of the population identifies asvdbite and 40.0 percent or more of households are earning an income below the federal
poverty lineWhile racially concentrated areas of affluence (RCAAs) have not been officially defined by HUD, for the purposes of this
analysis, if the percentage of a population in a census tract that identifies as White is 1.5 times the perceiftageshdfitielemt

ABAG as a whole, and the median income is at least 1.25 times greater than the State AMI ($90,100), or $112 6@%sitlerdrhat is

RCAA. There are two R/ECAPs in Solano County, one within the limits of the City of Vallejo and one \intiig dhéhe City of

Fairfield, both of which are discussed in more detail in their respective jurisdictional analysis. The only other iRYEGARem t

ABAG region is in Marin County, adjacent to the City of Sausalito, while there are severbhmaheas of the southern ABAG region,
Sacramento County, and San Joaquin Countyigsee 3-13, Regional R/ECAPS. In contrast, there are several possible RCAAs in
Solano County (séégure 3-14, Regional RCAAg including in the cities of Beniaml &acaville and unincorporated areas, including

Green Valley. RCAAs are even more prevalent throughout the ABAG region, such as in the suburban communities of Alameda ar
Contra Costa Counties as well as much of Santa Clara, San Mateo, Marin, andtidapa Cou
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FIGURE 3-13: REGIONAL R/ECAPS
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FIGURE 3-14: REGIONAL RCAAS
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At the local level, the University of California (UC) Merced Urban Policy Lab and Association of Bay Area GovernmeatiMetropol
Transportation Council (ABAG/ MTC) 6s AFFH SegregationntiRkeport s
2020 Census, for a current reflection of local integration. As shieigaren3-15, Dissimilarity Indices within Solano Countythe
unincorporated area has the greatest level of segregation among all racial groups, while Dixon has the $agesgddiosl. oh some
jurisdictions, the percentage of the population that identifies-@hitens so low, as shownAppendix 2Regional Housing Needs
Assessmentin Table 21, Population by Ethnicity, that dissimilarity indices may not accurassigmnetbreir distribution.

FIGURE 3-15: DISSIMILARITY INDICES WITHIN SOLANO COUNTY
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Local Patterns

Di xonds | argest demo-gfr aphncc,groampitiss iWhg t 4 3om0disparecrresidemts noo f t h
identifying as White comprise 17.7 percent; however, all Hidpatifging residentencluding those identifying as White Hispanic
together comprise 42. 4 per c-Hispanic O percéng, Maltiracigl tmpamcq47upereengnd n . As
Black or African American (1.9 percent) comprise the next largest demographic groups. Other demograpbiadygpudprerican
Indian/Alaskan Native, Native Hawaiian, and Other are represented by smaller populations each comprising 0.5 pefr¢bat or less
cityds population.

The cityds three most-White poputatiors oft68.2) €00, agdr proeptsare found tn foand moderate

resource areas, all with median incomes below the statewidgfigerage16 Local Racial Demographics). The <ci tyds | eas
block group is also in a laesource area but has a relatively higher nilediams e hol d i ncome ($108, 319) (
Dixon is a relatively more diverse community compared to other Solano County jurisdictions, with no block groupthdaargy éss

percent noWWhi t e popul ati on. A | -ihcone fcendDs tradsnafss contae litsamhost Wigeksg neighbavhoads. The
spatial distribution of residents according to racial and ethnic demographics found in Dixon is consistent with gateensérern

Solano County, in which modefateome areatend to also be home to a moderately diverse population. Neighborhoods with higher
proportions of noAVhite residents tend to be found clasenonresidential uses. In Dixon, the most diverse block group in the
northeast section of the city is alscsthet e of t he cityds commercial and industrial

The proportion and spatial distribution pattern of demographic groups in Dixon has changed between 20 EhawthgQh&Dixon

has become more diverse over time. In 2010, several block groupsoath#éra side of the city had rates of-Whnite residents less
than 20.0 percent, and rates <citywide were gener atlsileyMoteower
recent census data from 2018 indicates that allgotagss in the city have either become more diverse or stayed relatively as diverse as
they were previously. No block group in Dixon has become less diverse during this period, and no block group hasVdhitge of no
resident population under 20.0 petce

Dixon does not contain any R/ECAPSs, as defined by HUD, nor does it contain any \RGilAthere is a concentration of poverty in
north Dixon, identified previously, this area has a median income rangB@{d88 to $93,467, which is relatixelyage to high for
the cityand has a newhite population ranging from 49.2 percent to 71.0 percent. The highest raté/bitedrouseholds is in the
southwest corner of this area, bounded by Parkgreen Drive to the west, Strafford Avenue to thenmoi#trekt to the east, and H
Street to the south. This area has a median income of $81,182 which, while the lowest in the larger tract, is @Witoleaishahtive
median incomes in neighboring block groups suggesting that this is not a com@éritatsincome households. In the whole of the
tract, there are two affordable housing complexes (Lincoln Street Apartments and Dixon Manor Apartments), out dbrdabletal a

March 2023 Page3-33



Solano County Regional Housing Element Collaborative

Appendix 30 Assessment of Fair Housing

complexes in the city and accounting for 24.4 percent of affondiébleitywideBoth of these complexes include mankiet units,

resulting in mixethcome communities. According to CHAS data, there are approximately 2,023 households in this tract. Therefore, deed
restricted affordable units represent approximatedy dll3units in the area. While there is not a concentration of affordable housing in
this tract, there are also five market rate multifamwly con
Commons, Birchwood Place, and Meadowodaty®i These account for most, if not all, maaketmultifamily units in Dixon. Typically,
multifamily housing is more affordable than sfagidy housing and more accessible for renters. Therefore, the concentration of
multifamily housing in genenady be a factor in the higher poverty rate in this portion of the city. However, while the southeastern area of
this tract has a higher proportion of tvhite households, the similarities in income to other portions of the tract indicate that this is not

a concentrated area of poverty. Overall, the economic and demographic conditions of this area are reflected of xba, rest of Di
suggesting that this is not a potential R/ECAR brtdhere is a concentration of multifamily housing in those areaeloseshercial

services and employment opportunity.

As part of the Homestead Specific Plan, affordable anestrigeted multifamily units will be constructed in the southern portion of the
city, offeringhousing mobility opportunities in a new area @fctty.Further, all sites to accommodate lewad moderatencome

housing to meet the RHNA have been identified in the eastern and southern areas of the city, to provide new housegyfopportuni
these households elsewhere in areas of the citleaftsine tract with higher rates of poverty (see Figure 2 in the Housing Element).
Additionally, @ improve access to areas of high opportunity for-loe@ne households, and households of color, the City will continue
to work with potential developdessupport construction of higlensity housing in areas with higher median income and greater access
to opportunity to facilitate economic mobility for leimeome residenteduce concentrations of existing multifamily ho(Ringrams

3.1.1 and 3.2)3
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FIGURE 3-16:LOCAL RACIAL DEMOGRAPHICS
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Familial Status

Regional Patterns

Patterns of familial status present a potential indicator of fair housing issues, as it relates to availabilityebf sizpbrgiriced
housing when certain family types are concentrated. As a protected characteristic, concentrationesf@ayigisymccur as a result
of discrimination by housing providers, such as against families with children or unmarried partners. Furthepaceet fentée
headed households are considered to have a greater risk of experiencing povergpi@msmghkheaded households due to factors
including the gender wage gap and difficulty in securingvnégjeejobs.

In 2021, HUD Office of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity (FHEO) reported the number of housing discrimination catkes filed wi
HUD since January 2013. Of the 41 cases in Solano County that were not dismissed or withdrawn, approximately 12.1 percent (5 ca:
alleged familial status discriminafticable 3-1, Regional Familial Status Discrimination, 201302). While it is important toote that

some cases may go unreported, five cases in eight years reflects significantly low rates of familial status diSotanm&mmty.

Further, the incidence of discrimination against familial status in Solano County is relatively kxlvtoadiimg@aegion, with only
Sacramento, San Francisco, and Sonoma Counties having lower rates.
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TABLE 3-1:REGIONAL FAMILIAL STATUS DISCRIMINATION , 20132021

Cases Alleging Familial Status Discrimination
County Total Cases*
Number Percentage ofTotal Cases
Alameda County 125 21 16.8%
Contra Costa County 94 12 12.8%
Marin County 52 10 19.2%
Napa County 28 12 42.9%
Sacramento County 158 15 9.5%
San Francisco County 133 13 9.8%
San Joaquin County 30 4 13.3%
San Mateo County 64 29 45.3%
Santa Clara County 139 44 31.7%
Solano County 41 5 12.2%
Sonoma County 44 3 6.8%
Yolo County 25 4 16.0%

Source: HUD, 2021

*Cases that were withdrawn by the complainant without resolution, resulted in a no cause detesnaimatoh abfaiere mdtiparsued a
complainant to respond fogddioWUD are not included in this total

While discrimination agairiatnilial status does not pose a fair housing issue in Solano County, particularly compared to the region, there
are still notable patterns of distribution for varying family types. As Beguran3-17, Percentage of Children in Married Couple
Households in the Region most of Solano County has markedly lower rates of this family type, particularly compared to ABAG
jurisdictions. The lower rate of families with children found in eastern Solano County is more reflective of northeYuuwr teord

Marin Counties, where residences are typically more dispersed and uses are more agricultural or limited by topglggapiate$iu hi
femaleheaded households with children in Solano County are in, or immediately adjacent to, incoegotikiglgt vihiere there is better

access to schools, transit, and jobs, as well as a greater range in housing types to meet a vaka&jyref3e8dPércentage of
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Children in FemaleHeaded Households in the Regioi This pattern is seen throughodue tABAG and Sacramento Region, with
greater concentrations of ferad@aded households in and near cities, and higher rates of married couples further form urban centers.

Within Solano County, the highest concentration of fér@atked households is in @ity of Vallejo, with one pocket in the City of
Fairfield. In line with this, these cities also have the lowest concentrations of married couple households withcbhikirtie, wh
dominant family type in the northeastern portion of Vacaville ang aszab of the unincorporated county. In other jurisdictions in the
county, there is a more balanced representation of a variety of family types, though married couples are still iy pyeary fa
throughout Solano County and the region.
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FIGURE 3-17: PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN IN MARRIED COUPLE HOUSEHOLDS IN THE REGION
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FIGURE 3-18: PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN IN FEMALE -HEADED HOUSEHOLDS IN THE REGION
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Local Patterns

Like several othgrur i sdi cti ons i n Solano County, a | arge proportion o
Dixon households are family households, defined by California law as a household two or more persons, regardhapsstdtreations

In Dixon, 14.8percent ofesidents live alone. Siag#éent households are at particular risk of fair housing access issues and displacement
due to income and childcare challerigd3ixon, 16.8percent ohouseholds (1,017 households) are fdmated family househqlds

lower rate than Vallejo (17.2 percent) and similar rate as Suisun City (16.1 percent), but higher than Fairfiely] {atavier¢ai.o

percent) Benicia (10.2 percent), theconporated area (7.9 percent), and Rio Vista (5.7 p&cerg)r a | | , Di xonds prop:t
headed households is not significantly different than the nearby jurisdictions of Vacaville, Suisun City, andyFeeffedtngkine

suburban naturand availability of more housing affordable to loavet moderatsncome households in these jurisdictions. Of the
femaleheaded households in Dix&3.4 percent of these households (645 households) include, @igploerp that, like other single

paret households, often has specific needs such as housing units with multiple bedrooms that are affordable on a sidgle income a
proximity to parks, schools, day care, and other services and amenities related to children.

The percenbf children insingleparent femalaeaded households in each census tract ranges 2amn31@ percent citywid@-igure

3-19 Single-Parent Female Headed Households with Childrenin Dixon). The eastern portion of the city, where 31.4 percent of
children are in femaleadedcouseholds;oincids with moderategesource TCAC/HCD designatiors.this tractapproximatelp2.1

percent are femateaded with an average household size among these faniedigihér than all other household typésle this is

the largest concentration of children in feimedeled householdle tract to the west, bounded by SR 113 to the-88sto Ithe west,

and H Street to the soutigs a similar proportion of fembkaded households,agproximatelt4.8 percent of all households, and in

the tract to the south, which includes the Homestead Specific Plan area, 10.1 percent of householtdsadederaleever, in these

two more western tracts, the average holassize of femaleeaded households is 4.17 and 3.78, respectively. Further, in these tracts the
percent of children in femdieaded households is 12.1 percent and 10.2 percent, respectively. Therefore, while the rate of children show
in Figure 3-19is significantly higher in the eastern area of the city, the percent eh&adatthouseholds overall is not notably different

in each tract. However, throughout the city, the average household size-béé&stadlbouseholds is higher than other hodsgpels,
indicatinga need for larger, more affordable housing units, and access to resources to suppoeinsindleing neschool hours.

The cityds highest resource tract, al ong easiwhdme the late oflsimpdeenfo ne o f
femaleheaded households with children i 10120 percent. In these highéstome neighborhoods, the primary type are households

in which householders live together with spouses, with the majority of childgem lwarriegouple household3he City will
implementProgram 4.1.1to improve access to affordable housing for gpagéntfemaleneaded households in areas of higher
opportunity by encouraging construction of affordable units in a range oftsitepr@re opportunities in le@pportunity areas.

2Housing Needs Assessmghable 23
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FIGURE 3-19: SINGLE-PARENT , FEMALE -HEADED HOUSEHOLDS WITH CHILDREN IN DIXON
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Disability Rates

Regional Patterns

Figure 3-20, Population with a Disability in the Region,presents the percent of the population in each census tract that has a
disability. As showa,large area of eastern Solano County in which nearly 23.8 percent of the population has a disability, one of the large
areas with a high disability rate inrédggon. However, this tract includes the City of Rio Vista, where nearly half of the population is 65
years or older (ségpendix 2-Regional Housing Needs Assessmenflable 22, Population by Age, 2019). As showhainle 3-2,
Demographic Characteristicsof the Population with a Disability, 44.3 percent of the population in Solano County with a disability

falls into this age group, suggesting that the high rate of disability in the southeastern portion of the countg i likely du
concentration of séors. The second area of concentrated disability in Solano County is in the City of Vacaville, in the tract encompassin
Leisure Town, a retirement community restricted to residents aged 50 and older. With the exception of these twooareas of seni
populdions, disability rates in Solano County largely reflect patterns seen throughout the BayTAbéa IszeDemographic
Characteristics of the Population with a Disability, with slightly higher rates of disability in more developed FEigras 8-20,

Population with a Disability in the Region) This is likely due to proximity to services and accessible housing options that are often
desirable to persons with disabilities. Regional service providers indicate that residents living with digaioilities ipdefieendently

but limited housing options may restrict options to care facilities. Additionally, senior residents typically malketig) shsubsbf

residents living with disabilities.
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FIGURE 3-20: POPULATION WITH A DISABILITY IN THE REG ION
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TABLE 3-2: DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE POPULATION WITH A DISABILITY

Demographic Characteristic Solano County Bay Area
Population with a disability 52,642 735,533
Race and Ethnicity

White, alone 57.0% 56.2%
Black or African American, alone 16.3% 9.8%
Alaska Native/Alaska Native, alone 0.8% 1.0%
Asian, alone 14.3% 20.1%
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander, alone 0.9% 0.6%
Some other race or multiple races 10.8% 12.4%
Hispanic or Latino 16.5% 19.4%
Age
Under 18 years 7.3% 6.3%
18 to 34 years 10.2% 11.5%
35 to 64 years 38.2% 33.9%
65 years and over 44.3% 48.4%
Disability Type
Hearing Difficulty 29.7% 28.5%
Vision Difficulty 15.1% 17.2%
Cognitive Difficulty 36.1% 38.1%
Ambulatory Difficulty 51.5% 50.3%
SelfCare Difficulty 20.4% 22.8%
Independent Living Difficulty 34.9% 40.7%

Source: 202619 ACS
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The characteristics of tpepulation with a disability in Solano County closely reflects patterns throughout the Baguir&s20,
Population with a Disability in the Region). This is also reflected in the geographic distribution of persons with disabilities, with no
notable concentrations of high disability rates in Solano County compared to the ABAG and Sacramento regions, withofhthexcept
City of Rio Vista (se®ppendix 2Regional Housing Needs Assessmentlable 232, Population by Disability Status, ZI11D).

Local Patterns

Approximately 11.1 percent of Dixonds popul ati on Iragevoel23 wi t h
pecent and the Bay Area average of 9.6 perdeixon residents living with disabilities are not meaningfully concentrated in any part of

the city, with rates ranging between 9.0 to 13.2 percent by censkgiracB-@1, Percent of the Population wh a Disability in

Dixon). However, the census tract with the highest citywide rate, 13.2 percent, coincides withresmdesté CAC/HCD
designations:a eBhharaciet wdsachi, g had 0tn g -resaurcehtracts| coineitkith ireas where thd ratdoh e ¢ i
disability is 9 to 10 percent. This data i ndtesatceaseastaledving a s n
with disabilities, and that those residents who are living diihbility ar@rimarily in moderatesource areas, where they may have

more limited access to opportunities. The spatial distribution of Dixon residents living with disabilities has noly rsbdtadgful
between 2014 and 2019.

During the consultation process, dtakders expressed a need for naaeessible housifgy older adults andersons with disabilities

Further, FHANC reported that during testing for discrimination, they found that approximately half of landlords dit sesviaecep
animals, excludingsons that rely on service animals for independent and safe living conditions, and FHANC and LSNC both reported
that the primary fair housing complaint they receive is regarding disability discrimination, primarily denials ecoessoratzéons.

While stakeholders reported that these are not an isolated issues in Dixon, they do present barriers to housing esmility for th
populations and indicate discrimination against persons with disabilities. The City has included Program 7.2.1faomtasingith

service providers to biannual trainings for landlords and tenants on fair housing rights and responsibilities, luthchegullremoents

regarding reasonable accommodations.

Further, ® improve access to housing for senior residents ladresidents with disabilities, the City has incRideplam 4.1.20
encourage all new units to be universally designed so they are accessible for both occupants and visitors. Additimsakiyewhen
available, the City will support services avelafgments targeted for developmentally disabled persons and holelypédey 4.1.1

and 5.31).

3Housing Needs Assessmghiable 232
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FIGURE 3-21: POPULATION WITH A DISABILITY IN DIXON

Source: 202619 ACSCity of Dixon, 2022
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