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REGIONAL AND VACAVILLE ASSESSMENT OF FAIR HOUSING

I NTRODUCTION

Assembly Bill (AB) 686 requires that@lising elements due on or after January 1, 2021, contain an Assessment of Fair Housing

(AFH) consistent with the core elements of the analysis required by the federal Affirmatively Furthering Fair HouSingl (AFFH)

Rule of July 16, 2015. Under Califoen | aw, AFFH means o0taking meaningful actions,
overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive communities free from barriers that restrict access to oplpamtunity base
protected characteristics. 6

California Government Code Section 65583 (10)(A)(ii) requires local jurisdictions to analyze racially or ethnicatlyaceaseritra
poverty, disparities in access to opportunity, and disproportionate housing needs, including displacemeghribis iltheu
Housing Element for the City of Vacaville, Government Code Section 65583 (subds. (c)(9), (c)(10), 8899.50, sypd=qaggb), (
all local jurisdictions to address patterns locally and regionally to compare conditions avifleéddbal test of the region. To that
end, the Solano County Housing Element Collaborative, comprised of the cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio ®ista, Suisun
Vacaville, Vallejo, and the County of Solano prepared a regional Assessmelousiria((AFH) and each participating jurisdiction
prepared a local AFH.

This chapter is organized by fair housing topics. For each topic, the regional assessment is first, followed bgsheetdcal ass
Strategies to address the identified issueslaiced throughout the chapter. Through discussions with stakeholders, fair housing
advocates, and this assessment of fair housing issues, the City of Vacaville identified factors that contribuig tssfia@shousi
These contributing factors are ideldi inTable 3-10, Factors that Contribute to Fair Housing Issuewith associated actions to
meaningfully affirmatively further fair housing related to these factors. Additional programs to affirmatively fawtieg faie h
included in Section 2, GeaPolicies, and Programs.

This chapter also includes an analysis of the hocetionafg el emen
housing in relation to resources and opportunities is integral to addressing disparsiieg imebds and opportunity and to fostering

inclusive communities where all residents have access to opportunity. This is particularly importantéonéoarseholds.

Assembly Bill (AB) 686 added a new requirement for housing elements to armh$grbution of projected units by income

category and access to high resource areas and other fair housing indicators compared to citywide patterns to timelerstand how
projected locations of units will affirmatively further fair housing.

OUTREACH
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Regional Outreach Efforts

Workshops

As discussed in the Public Participation section, the Solano County Collaborative (Collaborative) took diligerdaeffags to en

public and stakeholder participation in the Housing Element update process atdmtn#ie@nd local scale. These efforts included

six Housing Element community workshops between January and June 2022, and seven regional stakeholder consultations between
December 2021 and February 2022. Each of the workshops was advertised witinilyisis iSpanish, and Tagalog, and conducted
virtually to increase accessibility for residents throughout the county and in response to th8 g&idiic. Live Spanish

translation was offered at the first two sets of workshops, angegoded vesion in Tagalog. However, no participants opted for

this option at any of the workshops, so the third set of workshops providezbpled Spanish and Tagalog versions rather than live
translation, though materials were still made available priowtwkbleop in both languages.

The first two workshops were held over two days: during the lunch hour on Wednesday, January 26, 2022, and the evening of
Thursday, January 27, 2022, to ensure maximum participation from Solano County jurisdictionsk@natdesrd, stad the

community. The workshops were held online with a variety of technological methods to connect. The objectives of therevorkshop
to educate the public about the update process, identify specific needs and opportunities, shanealndotrttei&olano County
Collaborative to help make informed conclusions and identify needs, and allow participants to share their insighggign how hou
opportunities can be improved locally and on a regional level. To gauge these opinions, wartqgiudliet$ on topics that focused

on housing assets, housing strategies, housing barriers, and preferences for location of new housing. The retuli$ thiekey poin
poll related to fair housing are summarized herein.
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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?

= Cost of construction

= Cost of land
4 = Building permit fees
= Lack of jobs to support
existing cost of living

= Other

S

What types of housing would you like to
see more of?

= Single-family homes designe
for multi-generational living

= Apartments
= Accessory Dwelling Units
= Mixed Use development

= Condominiums/townhomes ' ‘
= Other

= Not affordable

= Not enough housing types
and designs

= Lack of public transit acces:
= Homelessness
= Declining neighborhood

conditions
s Other

What populations do you believe are
underserved?

= Low-income households
= Service or retail workers
= Low-income families

= Seniors

= Educators

= Other

August2022
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What populations are most in need of
housing?

= Transitional housing for persons

experiencing homelessness
= Interim emergency shelter for
homeless persons
= Special needs housing for
seniors

Special needs housing for
persons with disabilities
= Multi-family workforce housing
for moderate-income families
= Other

Discussion focused ohnet process, clarifications on the definition of overcrowdingimio@gde on commercial sites, and how

mixedincome housing typically has better results than concentrataddomer development. However, participants expressed that
developers and lendaypically do not prefer mixgetome projects, thus presenting an additional barrier to the provision of housing,
particularly integrated affordable housing. Overall, the primary fair housing themes that emerged were the costh associated w
developmendf housing, particularly affordable units, the overarching issue of high cost eatedr@asinghortages of

affordable housinghe limited employment opportunities that offer livable whgeshallenges that lovuetome households are

facing, ad providing housing opportunities for underserved populations, particularly those who are experiencing homelessness or are
at risk of becoming homeless.

On March 30, 2022, two interactive, online workshops were held. Both workshops were well &ttemlesentttives from the
Solano County jurisdictions, various stakeholder organizations, and service providers. The content provided a samatyary of the
conducted in the housing needs assessment and discussions were guided by participamiovwdighising opportunities can be
improved locally and on a regional level. Again, feedback on specific needs was sought out. Translation was asilable by requ
During the workshops, tiepics mentioned by participants included the relationship théteageon of affordable housing and

access to employment, services, mobility, amenities, and respeaisimeeds populations, particularly seniors and their needs as
they age; and the challenges of income discrepancies with the shortage &f ladfostdaplesources throughout the county.
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Participants established clarity regarding what types of professieimedmaeehouseholds really encompass, such as educators,
public service providers, retail and hospitality workers, which sufygestedCollaborative foster greater collaboration between
jurisdictions to increase supply of housing for this very integral segment of the population.

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

Assessment of Fair Housing and gather feedback from participants on their experiences with fair housing. One wadkshop was hel
over the lunch hour, and one was held in the evening to offer two opportunities for potential pattqieaintghts attended the

lunch session, and seven attendees were present for the evening session. Across both workshops, approximately 36.4 percent of
participants were from Benicia, 18.2 percent were from Vacaville, 13.6 percent were from paltejot @ere from Fairfield, and

9.1 percent were from Suisun City. There were no participants from Dixon, Rio Vista, or the unincorporated area ofySolano Cou
and there were an additional 13.6 percent that did not live in Solano County but s imtdwe Housing Element process. For

both workshops, the Collaborative offered Spanish and Tagalog translation of materials and a recording of therpaeisitindation, i

to hosting the meeting in English. At previous workshops, as discussedsthermigrest in live translation and therefore

recordings were determined to be sufficient.

Approximately 35.0 percent of respondents reported that the greatest barrier to obtaining or keeping housingehds tirey, a fri

relative has experiencedet affordable options are too far from jobs, schools, and other resources. In addition, 15.0 percent

identified accessibility issues as a barrier to housing, which can be interpreted in several ways, and may intiedefagsoralsu

barriers and/ononcompliance with ADA standards (stairs, no ramps, counter heights, distance to services) for disabled persons, lack
of public transportation, or economic limitations; 10.0 identified substandard conditions, and an additional 10rifedcent ide

landlord refusal to rent as barriers. Nearlytling of respondents also reported having experienced overcrowding at some point in
Solano County to be able to afford housing costs. When asked what their experience has been with housing miasility, as it rela

unit size, price, and other factors, 28.6 percent reported that it has been very challenging, and 33.3 perceritt hegdrtshthat
somewhat <challenging. Housing mobility ref ersigginiromoderateanddi vi du
high resources are&ggre 3-7), move between neighborhoods, and purchase a home if they so choose. Indicators of housing

mobility include distribution of Section 8 Housing Choice Vouchers (HCVs), availability of rental dnijol oppuetanities

throughout the city, and vacancy rates. This supports feedback from local stakeholders that there is a shortagdydfiaggropriat

and affordable options in Solano County. Further, half of respondents reported that there i®nalteanative methods of

transportation for them to navigate their communities, which furthers concerns about proximity of affordable howsidg to jobs

schools.

At the end of the workshop, the Collaborative asked participants to identify theie fopattities for increasing housing mobility
and access to opportunities, improving the condition of their neighborhood, and reducing displacement tisieel pgdopes to
increase housing mobility were creation of targeted investment prograasdswn payment assistance (19.1 percent of

August2022 Pages



City of Vacaville

Assessment of Fair Housing

respondents), incentivizing development of minaane housing (17.0 percent), and a tie between citywide registries of affordable
rental options and targeted outreach to underserved groups to increasssasiagsistance programs (12.8 percent each). However,
in open discussion, participants stated that many local, state, and federal assistance programs are alreadyreeraiefalie, the ba
housing is awareness of these opportunities. They identiied for easier resource navigation for residents. The top priorities for
improving neighborhood conditions were implementing proactive code enforcement for substandard housing (17.8 percent) and a
threeway tie between targeted investment in parksilaedrecreational facilities, community committees made up of residents of
underserved groups, and addressing the negative impacts of nonresidential uses on residential uses (15.6 pdycehe @aph). Final
priorities for reducing displacement weng stabilization (27.0 percent), rent review or mediation board as well as foreclosure
assistance and multilingual legal services (24.3 percent), and expanded density bonuses (18.9 percent).

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

Survey

The flyers inviting participants to the regional Housing Element workshops included an option for respondents ty &kelarsurve

to the poll conducted at the first two workshops in Janu2yt@@rioritize 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 participants
approximately 86.0 percent reported living in & $amglly 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 within the county, which may indgatd a shor

jobs suitable for residents within theisgliction. The top types of housing that participants wanted to see built throughout the county
were small/affordable sindbemily homes (57.9 percent), senior housing (47.4 percent), supportive housing/assisted living (43.9
percent), accessory dwellingsu(ADUs; 35.1 percent), townhomes and condominiums/duplexes (35.1 and 31.6 percent, respectively),
tiny homes (29.8 percent), large acreage detached homes (28.1 percent), and apartments (24.6 percent). Amongttiee respondents,
greatest barriers to laling housing in their communities were (in order of ranking): cost of construction, opposition to new housing
development projects, lack of adequate infrastructure, lack of availability of land, and lack of jobs to suppotribéXigtigg cos
Suppot ng t hese responses was feedback on what the barriers to
jurisdictions, with 52.6 percent identifying home prices and rents being too high, followed by lack of public indractie e,

estate market, which ties back to the cost of housing barrier. A desire for yards and green space was also id@rtified as a ba
associated with multifamily and/or higtlensity residential types.

Responses to the survey indicated that the top four underserved populations included homeless residents (35.isp@@@nt), senio
percent), singigarent family households (23.6 percent), and persons with disabilities (18.2 percent). Respodastésiasooss

the board a need for integration of affordable housing throughout communities to createamigattighborhoods (50.9 percent),
roadway improvements (59.6 percent), and a diverse range of housing types (49.1 percent). Integlatielopfieeds into the
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existing neighborhood fabric (50.9 percent), add@=0ssing the
percent) were also identified as needs.

Consultations

From December 2021 through February 2022, sensultations were conducted with local nonprofits and housing stakeholders to
receive onen-one, targeted input from those who provide services for those most in need of housing or with special housing needs.
In each of the consultations, stakeholders asked some or all of the following questions, depending on the type of organization

they represented.

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

Housing preferences What types of housing do your clients prefer? Is there adequate rental housing in the county? Are 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 unmet housing needs
in the community?

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

Unhoused personsHow many unhoused persons are in the county?

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

The Collaborative contacted 12 organizations and receivedesdpam the following:
North Bay Housing Coalition, December 9, 2021
Community Action Partnership Solano, Joint Powers Authority, December 14, 2021
Legal Services of Northern California (LSNC), December 22, 2021

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

The oneon-one interviews with stakeholders raised a number of observations and conditions related to hdasing tbgues

residents of Solano County, with several common themes emerging. First was the demand for a range of affordatde and accessibl
housing types for the large concentration of special needs populations in the county, including senioes,ldigelfitipersons,

and lowincome households, many of which were identified as being Hispanic and Latinx. The need for additional rental housing was
identified by most stakeholders. Additionally, service providers noted a shortage of housinfpréisosecetio are experiencing
homelessness and emphasized the need for a coordinated countywide central agency to be createdtimgrmnidedslbased

on the growing demand, specifically hotfsstgprojects across the county. This was notaddition to a growing population of
lowerincome households and homeless residents, therefore identifying locations for pallet and cargo housing withimghe jurisdictio
as well as providing permanent supportive housing with wrap around servicesrarhgasent is crucial. One stakeholder

disclosed that they have funding for assisting jurisdictions with needed affordable housing, acquisition of the &thal acreag

barrier, which is another theme identified in the stakeholder consultations.

Strdegies associated with housing condition relating to preservation and maintenance of the existing housing stoek for affordabl
housing opportunities was a second subject of importance among stakeholders. Income constraints often resulgimpeople livin
substandard or overcrowded housing conditions, most often in rental situations, which stakeholders identified iag aften result
displacement and homelessness. Stakeholders also identified that there are substantial racial disparities irchousimgjtaaaong

of color, recommending that jurisdictioas do more through code enforcement, primarily ensuring there is water and heating in low
income housing units, or passing ordinances that protect tenants from living in substandard housing:ddstihgtibes,

stakehol ders expressed a need for proact i causeapratectioospancdotherct i veo
housing protection laws to keep more individuals housed, as eviction is the most common fagugocsmplésnt encountered by
stakeholders. In situations such as this, tenants require access to additional legal assistance to prevent disgiacassemgmiue t

or wrongful eviction.

Additionally, stakeholders identified a need for landlord edaatienforcement regarding fair housing laws and rental
discrimination practices, in combination with jurisdictions contracting with fair housing providers for a compremensive syste
identify affordable housing resources and tenant protection, pyricuseniors, the disabled, gender equality/familial status, and
communities of color. Consultations identified a need for workshops on fair housing laws for residents and housifigeproviders.
goal of these would be to inform housing providers arritjietis and responsibilities under fair housing laws, and provide education
on discrimination, aiming to reduce the number of instances that result in fair housing complaints throughout trenaatinty. A t
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workshop counterpart was also suggested tainésidents on their tenant rights. Stakehottrsfied acquisition of older, single
family housing stock, which might require repairs, for conversion to assisted affordable housing units as an ogdoggsity to a
shortages.

Barriers to developmeuott affordable housing constitute a third major theme, including lanthedstsgth of entitlement processes,
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements, development fees and other permitting processes, compaended by seve
infrastructureonstraints, particularly sewer and septic systems. All housing providers interviewed expresseditizannew low
housing simply is not cost effective for developers, and that properties owned by jurisdictions are a valuableroesdinge for p
lowerincome housing, including homeownership opportunities through organizations such as Habitat for Humanity, who assist
communities of color and veterans to attain homeownership, which have been historically underserved in the homeowner market,
particularlyn areas of Solano County. Incentivizing and subsidizing the construction of ADUs on existing residential properties is
recommended to help address the barriers associated with cost of land and shortage of viable acreage for develmpment of units
lowerincome and disabled and/or senior households. In addition, one stakeholder discussed Community Land Trusts as an
underutilized opportunity to create permanent affordability, as well as the availability of CalHome funding for irtiéementing

option.

A final recurring theme around barriers to affordable housing that stakeholders identified was the current and histdoiwerhallenges
income households face in obtaining financial assistance, such as lending discrimination, which was a prevdkjat Gsubeén Val

flip side, it was also noted that there is a disconnect between the number of applicants for Section 8 HCVs arfduaitaithbility

accept them. Effective January 1, 2020, the State of CA based a new law which classifies tHe $ectos8Ha o0 sour ce of i
under the CA Fair Employment and Housing Act, which prohibits housing discrimination based on source of income. Education and
outreach efforts of current fair housing practices to landlords and sellers was recommended.

Local Outreach Efforts

Planning Commission/City Council Joint Study Session

On March 29, 2022, the City held a joint study session with the Planning Commission and City Council that was dperAto the pub
this meeting, the City provided an overview of thesidg Element update process and accepted comments and questions from
council members, commissioners, and members of the public. While no comments were made by the public, commissioners and
council members expressed concern about the existing ratiteddusiihg to multifamily housing, supporting a more balanced mix

and encouraging development of midélesity housing types and senior housing. One council member also expressed an interest in
prioritizing redevelopment over new development, which wdutdpaceased revitalization. Council members also identified a

need for eviction protections and workforce housing. As part of the discussion, council members and commissioméesastised an i
in exploring mechanisms of reducing displacememdigktegration of subsidized units within all neighborhoods. The feedback
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from this meeting has informed programs included in this Housing Element and presents a supportive environmenefgr affirmativ
furthering fair housing.

Consultations

Betweerdanuary and March 2022, staff interviewed representatives from three local stakeholder organizations to solicit input on
housing programs and needs in Vacaville. Feedback from the stakeholders was colleotedngardaaesiews or with email
responseRepresentatives from the following stakeholders were interviewed:

1 Opportunity House, January 14, 2022
1 Vacaville Housing Authority, January 19, 2022

1 On My Own, March 4, 2022

Stakeholders reported the primary barrier to fair housing as growing undjf@délailshortage of affordable housing options. For
example, On My Own reported that clients that were previously able to afford a déesimbomo unit with a roommate, are no

longer able to do this under current market conditions. Stakeholdetsdadsoaverall shortage of rental housing in the city to meet
the need, particularly for very imeome households;@k and unhoused individuals, sipglent households, people living with
disabilities, and seniors. Some of these populationdycaffad to stay in a home with the assistance of a voucher. Opportunity
House specifically recommended the creation of a navigation center and additional permanent supportive housingtts ket the ne
these residents. Stakeholders expressed tHatrtlage of affordable housing is compounded by costs associated with application
fees, eviction, poor credit histories, and security deposits. Vacaville Housing Authority expressed thaincamy loaweseholds
require assistance to navigate the hlppsiatess and face challenges searching for potential housing units as a result of barriers to
transportation. The City aims to address these concerns by facilitating the construction of additional affordabdeiiousing thr
development incentives, comntyifand trusts, or other strategl®ram HE-5); encouraging the development of housing in a
range of sizes and types to meet a variety of Reegsa(m HE-3) and encouraging the construction of adamwier navigation

center and coordinating with ettSolano County jurisdictions to increase homeless senagesni HE-7).

Vacaville Housing Authority also expressed concern regarding the condition of many affordable units in Vacavitigsaitittgefind
Community Development Block Grant (CDBGB2@2025 Consolidated Plan. In response, the City has iretodesins HE-25

andHE -28to improve communication of rehabilitation assistance programs currently available, including targeted outreach to
neighborhoods with the greatest need, multilinguaairces, seeking funding for a proactive code enforcement program, and
providing information on resources on the Cityds website.
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Vacancy Rate Surveys

In September, 2021, the City conducted a vacancy and rent survey of rental units with four ofononankeitsbelownarket and
senior units. Of the 6,811 units surveyed, 4,995 units were included in this market rate survey. The remainingd 8dt6 units we
included in the survey because they have deed restricted below market rents or atechgpadsigats. The 2021 survey resulted
in the following findings: the overall market vacancy rate is 1.9%, a slight decrease from 2020; vacancy ratessauditighest fo
apartments (4.8 percent) and lowest for-ttedeoom units at 1.2 percent); nagaates for belewarket units was 1.4 percent; and
senior restricted units was .09 percent. The rent survey yielded the following findings:

1 The range of rents for studio units is $1;480214. The median rent for studio units (84) increased #1BY, percent
since 2020. The median rent for all studio units is $1,757.

1 The range of rents for oedroom units is $86&2,398. The median rent for dre@lroom units (1,621) increased $290, or
16.1 percent since 2020. The median rent fdseireomunits is $2,086.

1 The range of rents for tWaedroom units is $1,45682,988. The median rent for tedroom units (2,673) increased $245, or
11.8 percent since 2020. The median rent febedimom units is $2,327.

1 The range of rents for thrbedroomunits is $1,650$3,650. The median rent for thbeglroom units (171) increased $829,
or 37.3 percent since 2020. The median rent fostbdeeom units is $3,054.

FAIR HOUSING | SSUES

California Government Code Section 65583(10)(A)(ii) requiresresaicyiqun to analyze racially or ethnically concentrated areas of

poverty (R/ECAP), disparities in access to opportunity, and disproportionate housing needs, including displacem@0tliisk. Sinc

the Tax Credit Allocation Commiti@&€AC) and CaliforaiDepartment of Housing and Community Development (HCD) have

developed annual maps of access to resources suckpagihgjob opportunities; proficient schools; safe and clean neighborhoods;

and other healthy economic, social, and environmentabirsdicgirovide evidentmased research for policy recommendations. This
effort has been dubbed oopportunity mappingdéd andheii s avail abl
community.

The TCAC/HCD Opportunity Maps can helpidentify 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 helgh highlig
need for housing element policies andranog that would help to remediate conditions krdeaurce areas and areas of high
segregation and poverty and to encourage better access doctmwehouseholds and communities of color to housing in high
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resource areas. TCAC/HCD categorized cedrests into high, moderate, or low resource areas based on a composite score of
economic, educational, and environmental factors that can perpetuate poverty and segregation, such as school jgroficiency, med
income, and median housing prices. The TCAC/I@@portunity Maps use a regional index score to determine categorization as
high, moderate, and low resource.

Areas designated as 0-percgnhhigketsicoring ceresus tracts i thearegmn. It ib expectten phat Befidents in
thesecensus tracts have access to the best outcomes in terms of health, economic opportunities, and educat©erstginment.

tracts designated ohigh resourced6 score in the 2ttkae to 40t h
access to highly positive outcomes for health, ectofmic, and
percentile and those designated as Omoderate ree®oirce (rapid

opportunity, such as increasing median income, home values, and an increase in job opportunities. Residents iadtseesaveensus t
access to either somewhat positive outcomes in terms of health, economic attainment, and educationjtoopesitiveaertain

area (e.g., score high for health, education) but not all areas (e.g., may score poorly for economic attainmemt)alsas agsourc

those that score above the 70th percentile and indicate a lack of access to positive oytoonsesxans to opportunities. The final
designation are those areas identified as havi ngreserttatioph segr e
of people of color compared to the county as a whole, and at least 30.6ffgbecpopulation in these areas is below the federal

poverty line ($26,500 annually for a family of four in 2021).

As seen ifrigure 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 designated entirely as a lonitreduerce area,
pockets identified as areas of high segregationartypthe Wilson Park neighborhood southwest of Solano Avenue (which
includes a portion of unincorporated territory), the area west of Sutter Street to the waterfront between Florttaritréeatal t
Curtola Parkway to the south, and the area oRlerida Street between Sonoma Boulevard and Amador Street along Broadway
Street. In contrast, the neighboring City of Benicia is designated entirely as a moderate resource area. The Bitard Siosun C

of Fairfield are designated as low respwith moderate resource areas in northeastern Fairfield and the Cordelia area of Fairfield.
The City of Vacauville is similarly designated, with low resource areas along IAt&G&taweritheast of Davis Street, with the

remainder designated as matderesource. The City of Rio Vista is also split, with mess@tece areas northwest of Church Road
and lowresource areas to the southeast. The City of Dixon has the greatest variation in resource area designations among the
incorporated cities obno County. In Dixon, the southern and eastern areas are primarily moderate resourceaaréas, high
highestresource areas are in the center of the city with the exception of the Northwest Park neighborhood, east of Parkgreen Drive.
Low-resource arease in the Northwest Park neighborhood and south of W. A Street between Pitt School Road and S. Almond
Street. In the unincorporated county, hagid highestesource areas are generally in the northeast and northwest corners, with low
resource areas saunding the cities of Dixon and Fairfield, and modezateirce areas elsewhere. Given that much of Solano
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County is sparsely populated, with large agricultural areas, dnel lmwderateesource areas may not accurately represent the access
to opportuwnities for residents of unincorporated communities, where there 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 thereaneentrations of a population, usually a protected class, located in higher density in a certain area. It
can be as a result of local policies, access to housing that meets the needs of that population, or a communignityltbhed or am
attracts thapopulation. In the context of fair housing, segregation may indicate an issue where it creates disparities in access to
opportunity, is a result of negative experiences such as discrimination or disproportionate housing need, or othegeatioerns.

in contrast, usually indicates a more balanced representation of a variety of population characteristics and redftemeftatdide

fair housing opportunities and mobility. This analysis assesses four characteristics that may indidatequatiéomsay

segregation throughout the region and local Solano County jurisdictions: income distribution, racial and ethnas clfaralcaéristi

status, and disability rates.

Income Distribution

Regional Patterns

At the regional level, income distribution can be measured between jurisdgiren32, Income Dot Map, presents the spatial

distribution of income groups in Solano County and surrounding Bay Area jurisdictions. There are higher concengritvens of ver

and lowincome households in Bay Area jurisdictions such as the cities of Emeryville and Oakland, than are found in Solano County.
While there are concentrations of leilveome households in the cities of Fairfield and Suisun City, generaligiibeo 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 betweerABzgy counties and neighboring Sacramento region cdeigties 8-3, Income

Groups in Surrounding Regiof, patterns in Solano County closely mirror many of the Bay Area counties, supporting the patterns
shown inFigure 3-2, Income Dot Map. Figure 34, Redgonal 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 foundensitgditban

areas, such as in the cities of Fairfield, Vacavilteit\Weeek, San Rafael, and others. In areas with adeigéigy population and

uses, such as along the San Francisco and San Pablo Bays, there areintomdolmmrseholds. Solano County reflects 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 Solano County, the City of Benicia has the largest proportiodesiteand above moderatecome households, earning

more than 100.0 percent of the Area Median Income (Rilglly¢ 3-5, Income Groups within Solano County JurisdictionsThe
distribution of income groups within Solano County may be representagvavailability of affordable or accessible housing and
other opportunities that create mixatbme communities. As showirrigure 3-4, Regional Median Income the cities of

Fairfield, Suisun City, and Vallejo have several block groups that havieecoetkarfalling into the extremely-land very low

income categories, corresponding with high rates of poverty siirogurer3-6, Regional Poverty Rates/Nhile all jurisdictions in
Solano County have areas in which at least 10.0 percent of theopdallgabelow the poverty line, the City of Vallejo has the largest
concentration of these 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

Locally, TCAC/HCD Opportunity Area Maps designate most census tracts in Vacaville as moderate resource, with several low
resource tracts found along the south sid8@fdetween Davis Street and Leisure Town Road, and one additieesaddove tract

in the southwest corner of the city, partially extending outside of city limits and into(Faycirel@-7, Local TCAC/HCD

Opportunity Areas). The citywide median household income is $87,823, just above the statewide median of $87,100 but below the
Solaw County median of $99,3®gure 3-8, Local Median Income)!

Vacavill e census tracts for which househol d #esourcemes f all s be
neighborhoods along the south side&§,las well as other morbanized, central parts of the city closer to the highway and the
cityds non Figuei38, eacal Medidn Incosng. I hege relatively lowiacome neighborhoods feature sihaall

residential housing with some multifamily properties, affordab&ihang si t es, and mo bi-ihcemeltracme par ks
with a median household income of $34,766 is found at the east end of a continuous clustecafiewarcts immediately north

of 1-80 Alison Drive exit, generally between Brown \Rdldyvay and Brown Street. This area has primarily industrial uses and

includes the Vacaville Mobile Home Park and Opportunity House Homeless Shelter, both of which may account foryhe particularl

low income in this area. Higliecome tracts are foundthre southeast section of the city (including the Leisure Town development)

and on the north side in the Browns Valley and Ridgeview Par
income is above the statewide median are found mwaberateesource census tracts. These block groups are primarily found in
singeunit subdivisions with f e-memebockmnoup has a rmediantheusebold indomeof ci t y 6 s h
$161,750 and is in the southeast section of the citgeoooy Ulatis Drive to the south, Stonegate Drive to the east, and Stonewood
Drive and Ul atis Creek to t-highestincame hockagrodp, witloa niediag ansome of SLF6R98c i t y 6
is found in the northern section of the citthenBrown Valley area bounded by Vaca Valley Parkway to the south, McMurty Lane to

the west, Putah South Canal to the east, and the city limit to the north. These residential subdivisions are atkthe edges df y 0 s
developed area and mark the tramsftom the urban environment into a suburban/rural area. They are each found in-moderate

income tracts, consist of larger, singlei t r esi dences, and are further from the cit"
remaining areas of Vacaville,cosst i ng of the cityds northwest and northeast se
approximately $89,000 and $120,000, and are in mogtyatee tracts. These neighborhoods see incomes higher than the statewide
average but range both above atalbthe county median and contain a mix of residential and nonresidential uses. This data indicates
that Vacaville is a community with a range of household income levels distributed between distiacity |biggrcome sections

of the city, with twdigherincome neighborhoods separated by a cluster ofitmeere neighborhoods running in parallel wa. |

Vacaville residents experience low to moderate access to resources, according to TCAC/HCD, with relaticegdarears

120152019 ACS, Table S1901 Income in the PasmMtiths(In Inflation-Adjusted Dollars); HCD 2021 State Income Limits.

August2022 Page2l



City of Vacaville

Assessment of Fair Housing

seeing moderatesource access, and leineome areas (below the state median) seeingslmwce access, indicating less positive
outcomes for residents of these communities.
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FIGURE 3-7: LOCAL TCAC/HCD OPPORTUNITY AREAS
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FIGURE 3-8: LOCAL MEDIAN INCOME
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In Vacavik, 9.2 percent of households make less than 30 percent AMI, which is considered an exitiearady howsehofd.

Hi gher rates by census tract ( Likont ndgighborhodds Glong thernorth sideBpf1 ar e f oun
betwen Peabody Road and Davis Street, and bet88emd Marshall Rodéigure 3-9, Local Poverty Rates These rates are

higher than elsewhere in the city, where the rate of poverty is no higher than 10.0 percent in any census trastanesidesof th

described previously, housing typology in theseitweene neighborhoods suggests that housing is likely more affordable in these

areas. Census tracts in neighborhoods outside of this area have poverty rates below 10.0 percent, indicatingoirsehdaville

living in poverty are most likely to live in or near the commercial core of the city, closer to the major highwaug, asidderatrto

industrial uses.

The spatial distribution pattern of median household income in Vacaville has rensagteadt between 2014 and 2019. l-ower

income households are found in the western central side of the city closer to the commercial area8Gaddldigipivay 12.

Neighborhoods identified as higherome based on 202819 ACS data were also the dits -mgompenaeeas in 2014, including

the cityds southeast and northeast s-aml®seincoméneighbatlodds the onf i r ms
boundaries of which have not substantially shifted over time.

To improve acce$s moderate and high resources aFegsré 3-7) for lowerincome households, the City will work with developers
to identify opportunities and reduce barriers to constructing higher density and affordable housing in areasRvbgftinesice (

HE -1, HE-2, HE -3, HE-16, and HE19 and will encourage construction of ADUs across the city to increase housing mobility
opportunitiesBrogram HE-4).

2 ABAG MTC Housing Needs Datd@eport 2021
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FIGURE 3-9: LOCAL POVERTY RATES
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Racial and Ethnic Characteristics

Regional Patterns

The Dissimilarity I ndex measures the percentage ofifeentcertain
census tract to be evenly distributed within a jurisdiction or region, and thus achieve balanced integratioadiatwedregiinic

groups within that jurisdiction. The higher the Dissimilarity Index score is, the higher the level of segregatiprHeraexeengle,

if a jurisdictionds Black/ White Dissiwouldneadiotmpve toa diferent was 60,
neighborhood for Black and White residents to be evenly distributed across the jurisdiction. According to the United States

Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), Dissimilarity Indices of less than 4@larecctmsdicate low

segregation, between 40 and 54 indicate moderate segregation, and indices greater than 55 indicate high segregation.

According to HUD®&s Dissimilarity I ndex based onriercdtee 2010 Cen
highest levels of segregation; followed by Hispanic residents in most counties; and Asian residents in Napa, S8otantento, and
CountiesKigure 3-10, Dissimilarity Indices in the Region. Yolo and San Joaquin Counties are the only jusisslict which these

patterns differ. In Sonoma and Yolo Counties, all racial and ethnic groups face relatively low levels of segreggotandOverall

County has greater integration across all racial and ethnic groups than all counties in threcA&mgiatiea Governments

(ABAG) and greater region, with the exception of Marin, Sonoma, and Yolo Counties.
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FIGURE 3-10: DISSIMILARITY INDICES IN THE REGION
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While S@ano County has relatively low dissimilarity indices compared to the region and surrounding counties, the population is
predominantly White in most areas, with the exception of areas within the cities of Vallejo, Fairfield, Eigdr@igdr (

Regional Racial Demographicg. The northern portion of the ABAG region has similar racial and ethnic patterns, with most of
Marin, Sonoma, and Napa Counties being predominantly White, while there is a larger propoidmtefpopulations adjacent

to the Sarfrrancisco Bay in more urbanized areas. Similarly, in Yolo and San Joaquin Counties, and the southwestern portion of
Sacramento County, the population predominantly identifies as Hispanic. These racial and ethnic trends in the AB&@Gt@nd Sacram
regions riéect patterns of urbanization and income distribution that reflect the trends in Solano County. Where there is greater
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urbanization and higher rates of poverty, such as in and near the City of Vallejo, there is greater diversity, ergamipgr@iigh
on nonWhite household&igure 3-12, Regional Diversity IndexandFigure 3-11, Regional Racial Demographigs

Concentrations of minority populations, or concentrations of affluence, may indicate a fair housing issue deggitgattative in
compaed to the region. A 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 asvbite and 40.0 percent or more of households are earning an income below the
federal poverty line. While racially concentrated areas of affluence (RCAAs) have not been officially defined by Hitjiosks the p

of this analysis, if the percentage of a population in a census tract that identifies as White is 1.5 times thaipeaaiftagas

White in ABAG as a whole, and the median income is at least 1.25 times greater than the State AMI ($90,100), dr&21,625, the
considered a RCAA. There are two R/ECAPs in Solano County, one within the limits of the Cityarfid/alejwithin the limits

of the City of Fairfield, both of which are discussed in more detail in their respective jurisdictional analysiheri/BEKxBIN

the northern ABAG region is in Marin County, adjacent to the City of Sausalito, retale theveral in the urban areas of the

southern ABAG region, Sacramento County, and San Joaquin Cotiguieseel3, Regional R/ECAPS. In contrast, there are

several possible RCAAs in Solano Countyigee 3-14, Regional RCAAk including in theities of Benicia and Vacaville and
unincorporated areas, including Green Valley. RCAAs are even more prevalent throughout the ABAG region, such amin the suburb
communities of Alameda and Contra Costa Counties as well as much of Santa Clara MemiVitdd\apa Counties.
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FIGURE 3-11: REGIONAL RACIAL DEMOGRAPHICS
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FIGURE 3-12: REGIONAL DIVERSITY INDEX
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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 ABAG/Metropolitan Transportation Council
(ABAG/ MTC) 6s AFFH Segregation Reports for each jurforadi cti on
current reflection of local integration. As showgare 3-15, Dissimilarity Indices within Solano Countythe unincorporated

area has the greatest level of segregation among all racial groups, while Dixon has the lowest level of segre gatsaictions,

the percentage of the population that identifies ag/hde is so low, as shown in the Solano County Housing Needs Assessment

(HNA) in Table 21, Population by Ethnicity, that dissimilarity indices may not accurately repredesttitbgion.

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

Vacavill eds | argest dHemwmpagmapghi cognpoupiing Wi 5epromrcent of the
comprise 24.8 percent of -Hispaaic (€.6 pergedty BlgtloopAfricam Ameoican (9.5e@ttwt) Asi an n
Hispanic (6.3 percent), Multiracial4kbspanic (6.1 percent), and Native Hawaiian (0.8 percent) comprisingltrgestxt

demographic groups. Other demographic groups, including American Indian/Alaskan Native, residents identifyinghatth two or
demographic groups, and Other, are represented byatenmal | er po
Vacaville is among Solano Countyods | east di vthelasgerrggiont i sdi cti o
Most block groups in the city have #Wghite populations of 40.0 percent or more, with some block groups close to the boundaries of

the city having proportions of ndhite residents below 40 pergéigure 3-16 Local Racial Demographts). These less diverse

bl ock groups ar e pr i ameame,lhigherfeosuonudr cien ctehnes ucsi ttylidesse theckgiolglse ci t y 0 s

northeast of the Vacaville Premium Outlets. These neighborhoodsrasmlowoe areas closer to commercial uses, a golf course, and
the highway, and have low to median household incomes relative to the rest dfatieagiproximately $56,000. However, these
neighborhoods are primarily home to senior households living in the Leisure Town retiree community, which may atmount for the
incomes and skewed demographic profile in this area.

The cityods Iploporticns ofnofvbh p s ewr ebBi dents greater t han-in®@®eblbckper cent
groups immediately to the north of tH&OIAlison Drive exit (séggure 3-8, Local Median Incom@. As described previously, the

cityds Ibleckgdups thithe lecisuseeTown area are also among its lowest income, a pattern unusual for Solano County.
However, as seenhigure 3-16, Local Racial Demographicsputside of Leisure Towthere is a consistent pattern of-tigsrse

areas atthetcy 6s edges coinciding with areas of relatively higher i
center coinciding with lowercome and loweesource areas.

Vacavill eds demographics haveadcde.t Icrhah@led, stubtbes tA®S iraddor toevce r\
percent White nehlispanic, while in 2019, the ACS reported a Whitélispanic population of 50.5 percent, indicating a decrease
of approximately 4.1 percent. In general, areas of thetcitytha e t he | east diverse in 2019, were

though these neighborhoods are relatively more diverse today than they were in 2010. No block groups in Vacaville$gve become
diverse since 2010.
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FIGURE 3-16: LOCAL RACIAL DEMOGRAPHICS
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The spatial distribution of residents according to racial and ethnic demographics in Vacaville today is consistesfautidpatte
elsewhere in Solano County. Neighborhoods with higher proportionsVéhitemesidents tend to be fowstdser to major arterial

roads, highway corridors, and nonresidential uses. Vacaville does not contain any R/ECAPSs, as defined by HUD, but does includ
several RCAAs coinciding with higineome, lesdiverse areas in the northern portion of the cityngighborhood surrounding
Ridgeview Park where the Abthite population comprises approximately 37.8 percent, as well as a tract on the east side in
neighborhoods in the vicinities of Cooper School and Stonegate Parks, wrieemasidents compriseaage of 27.9to 40.4

percent by block groufigure 317 Local RCAAs) Medi an household incomes in these nei
highest, ranging between $133,00 and $155,000 around Ridgeview Park, and $128,000 to $160,000 arodndd®peegate an
School Parks. To increase housing mobility opportunities fordodenoderatancome households and Réfhite households, the

City will implemen®rograms HE-1, HE-2, HE-16, and HE19to continue to support construction of hagmsity housinigp areas

with better access to opportunities to facilitate economic mobility feimoaree residents and will promote construction of a range

of housing types to meet a variety of ndedg{am HE-3).
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FIGURE 3-17: LOCAL RCAAS
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Familial Status

August2022 Page38



City of Vacaville

Assessment of Fair Housing

Regional Patterns

Patterns of familial status present a potential indicator of fair housing issues, as it relates to availabilitelyf sippdopripticed
housing when certain family types are concentrated. As a protected characteristicposnuifatnsity types may also occur as a
result of discrimination by housing providers, such as against families with children or unmarried partners. Fugtbgarame, sin
femaleheaded households are considered to have a greater risk of exgemengripan singjgarent makkweaded households

due to factors including the gender wage gap and difficulty in securingdgghebs.

In 2021, HUD Office of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity (FHEO) reported the number of housing discrimindtled eates

HUD since January 2013. Of the 41 cases in Solano County that were not dismissed or withdrawn, approximately d@sggercent (5
alleged familial status discriminaftiable 3-1, Regional Familial Status Discrimination, 201302). While iis important to note

that some cases may go unreported, five cases in eight years reflects significantly low rates of familial statusd@aiaminati

County. Further, the incidence of discrimination against familial status in Solano Catingyisawlcompared to the region, with

only Sacramento, San Francisco, and Sonoma Counties having lower rates.
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TABLE 3-1: REGIONAL FAMILIAL STATUS DISCRIMINATION, 2013 -2021

ases Alleging Fa 2 3 D atlo
O O1lad aASEe
pe Percentage or | ota aSe

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 Mate€ounty 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 determination, or were rotgauisoéfbdure of the complainant to respond to
follow-up by HUD are not included in this total

While discrimination agairfiamilial 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. Ad-spane i818, 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 ofrtionthefn po

Yolo and Man Counties, where residences are typically more dispersed and uses are more agricultural or limited by topography. The
highest rates of femdieaded households with children in Solano County are in, or immediately adjacent to, incorporatgd cities, likel
where there is better access to schools, transit, and jobs, as well as a greater range in housing types to meedsfiguiety of

3-19, Percentage of Children in Femaldeaded Households in the Regioi This pattern is seen throughout the ABAG a

Sacramento Region, with greater concentrations of-fexadkrl households in and near cities, and higher rates of married couples
further form urban centers.
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Within Solano County, the highest concentration of fém@atked households is in the Cityalfejo, with one pocket in the City of
Fairfield. In line with this, these cities also have the lowest concentrations of married couple households witlckchddihen, wh
dominant family type in the northeastern portion of Vacaville and nearbf/theeasincorporated county. In other jurisdictions in
the county, there is a more balanced representation of a variety of family types, though married couples areydlhitye typmar
throughout Solano County and the region.
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FIGURE 3-18: PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN IN MARRIED COUPLE HOUSEHOLDS IN THE REGION
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FIGURE 3-19: PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN IN FEMALE -HEADED HOUSEHOLDS IN THE REGION
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Local Patterns

Approximately 77.7 percent of Vacatitieseholds are family households, defined by California law as a household of two or more
persons, regardless of relationship status. Approximately 22.3 percent of residents live alone. Of Vacaville fasnih8lbusehold
percent are headed by singletatiul

Among Solano County jurisdictions, Vacaville sees thelmlméist rate and thitdghest number of femdieaded family

households, at 13.0 percent (4,240 households). Oflfieradde family households, 61.3 percent include children (2,59G1d&)iseh

and 13.5 percent include children and have household incomes below the poverty line (572 households). The spatfal distributio
singleparent, femaikreaded households with children as a percentage of total households is consistent with TCAELHEDYO

Area designations and medi an-resoarce s lowercome cemtraloara® seeing gher ratet he ci t
(20.0 to 40.0 percent), and lower rates outside of this area, particularlyinttingbenoderateesource areatong city boundaries

(Figure 3-20 Single-Parent Female Headed Households with Children in Vacaville) The maj or i t yincanfe t he ci t
block groups fall within census tracts where the rate offsnghe, femalkeaded households is less @0 percent. In these

highesincome neighborhoods, the primary type are households where householders live together with spouses, with the majority of
children livinginmarriedoupl e househol ds. Thi s dat asingleparnt, femdlbeagledt hat chi | d
households may have less access to resources and opportunities compared with children living in other types ohdtisgholds. T

will implemenPrograms HE-2 and HE3 to improve access to affordable housing for giagdat female headed households in

moderate and high resources afggargé 3-7) by encouraging construction of affordable units in a range of sites and improve
opportunities in lowesource ass.

3 Housing Needs Assessment Tabia 2
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FIGURE 3-20: SINGLE-PARENT, FEMALE -HEADED HOUSEHOLDS WITH CHILDREN IN VACAVILLE
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Disability Rates

Regional Patterns

Figure 3-21, Population with a Disability in the Regionidentifies a large area of eastern Solano County in which nearly 23.8

percent of the population has a disability, one of the largest areas with a high disability rate in the region. tiasvévelydbs

the City of Rio Vista, where nearly hathefpopulation is 65 years or older (see HNA Tahl®@pulation by Age, 2019). As shown

in Table 32, Demographic Characteristics of the Population with a Disability44.3 percent of the population in Solano County

with a disability falls into this ageup, suggesting that the high rate of disability in the southeastern portion of the county is likely due
to the concentration of seniors. The second area of concentrated disability in Solano County is in the City ofhégicaville, in
encompassingeisure Town, a retirement community restricted to residents aged 50 and older. With the exception of these two areas
of senior populations, disability rates in Solano County largely reflect patterns seen throughout the Baplkrd2 (see

Demographic Characteristics of the Population with a Disability, with slightly higher rates of disability in more developed areas
(Figure 3-21, Population with a Disability in the Region)This is likely due to proximity to services and accessible housing options
tha are often desirable to persons with disabilities. Regional service providers indicate that residents livingsvithediésdbilitre
independently but limited housing options may restrict options to care facilities. Additionally, senitypiesilienake up a

substantial share of residents living with disabilities.
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FIGURE 3-21: POPULATION WITH A DISABILITY IN THE REGION
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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: 2013019 ACS
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The characteristics of the population with a disability in Solano County closely reflecterpatiéog the Bay Aregigure 3-21,
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 compar@@Grend Sacramento regions, with the exception of
the City of Rio Vista (see HNA Tabl82, Population by Disability Status, ZI11).

Local Patterns

Approximately 11.8 percent of Vacavi | | e Goghe adapouCownty averagedfi ves w
12.3 percent but higher than the Bay Area average of 9.6 PEneespatial distribution of Vacaville residents living with disabilities

coincides with patterns demonstrated by {oweme households, more diversesbbolds, and lowegsource areas. Higher

income, moderatee sour ce areas (see Olncome Distributiond) tend to ha
city Figure 3-22, Percentage of the Population with a Disability in VacavilleJhe census tract with the highest rate citywide,

31.8 percent, coincides with the Leisure Town community, which, as previously described, is a retirement commenity with resid

aged 50 years or older, likely accounting for a higher rate of disdbdigréatas seniors are more likely to have ambulatory, vision,

or hearing challenges. This data i ndi c-ahnddighedteboarte areas arelwihgl er pr
with disabilities compared to lowsrome, loweresource areas, and that those residents who are living with a disability are found at

higher rates in lowarcome areas. The spatial distribution of Vacaville residents living with disabilities has not meaningfully shifted
between 2014 and 2019, withehe me census tracts accounting for the cityds hi
have overall increased slightly by census tract.

To improve access to housing for senior residents and other residents with disabilitiesstivecDite@rogram HE-2 to
encourage all new units to be universally designed so they are accessible for both occupants and visitors aSemhiorddtartehe
Improvement Program to aid seniors in living independently.

4 Housing Needs Assessment Tabla2
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FIGURE 3-22: PERCENTAGE OF THE POPULATION WITH A DISABILITY IN VACAVILLE
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Access to Opportunity

Transit Mobility

Transit mobility refers to an i ndi vi doumecess servieeb, enpioyment, schoolsya vi g a
and other resources. Indicators of transit mobility include the extent of transit routes, proximity of transit stigedatfsing,
and frequency of transit.

Regional Patterns

AllTransit is a transit andrmectivity analytic tool developed by the Center for Neighborhood Technology for the advancement of
equitable communities and urban sustainability. The tool analyzes the transit frequency, routes, and access toelalermine an o
transit score at thetyi county, and regional levEigure 3-23, AllTransit Transit Access in the Regioudepicts where in Solano
County transit is available and areas with higher connectivity scores. As shown, public transit in Solano Cosolytes lavigaly i
incorporated jurisdictions, with little to no available transit between cities or within unincorporated areas. While tressgumtmpan
as Amtrak and Greyhound offer connections from Sacramento to San Francisco that have stopS@loogitioe, Ithesare not
typically used as transit opportunities for daily activities. All residents of Solano County have access to thea(inopeaGahdt
works for 24 transit services within the San Francisco Bay Area, including Solano County TransiEéadidichasy Suisun

Transit (FAST), and Vacaville City Coach.

August2022 Pagebl



City of Vacaville

Assessment of Fair Housing

FIGURE 3-23: ALLTRANSIT TRANSIT ACCESS
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AllTransitscores geographic regions (i.e., cities, counties, Metropolitan Statistical Areas [MSAs], etc.) on a scale oi@db 10. The lo
scores in Solano County are in the cities of Dixon (0.9), Rio Vista (1.8), and Benicia (2.5), and higher scoré¢seacgisuofl in

Fairfield (4.1), Suisun City (4.7), Vacaville (4.9), and Vallejo (5.0). As Babler8i, Regional AllTransit Performance Scores,

transit accessibility in Solano County reflects the scores of neighboring counties with largeirdustiksiaduch as Napa, San

Joaquin, and Sonoma Counties, and is far more limited than more urban jurisdictions in the Bay Area and Sacramento regions.
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TABLE 3-3: REGIONAL ALLTRANSIT PERFORMANCE SCORES

Jurisdiction/Region Score
Alameda County 7.1
Contra Costa County 5.0
Marin County 4.8
Napa County 3.3
Sacramento County 4.8
San Francisco County 9.6
San Joaquin County 3.0
San Mateo County 6.1
Santa Clara County 6.5
Solano County 3.9
Sonoma County 34
Yolo County 4.6

SourceAllTransit.cnt.org, 2022

In Solano County, there are several transit options available to residents, depending on where they are locatedtyithin the co
SolanoExpress, managed by the Solano Transportation Authority (STA), provides express intercity bus service throughout the co
with many routes operated by local transportation agencies, such as FAST. Transportation services in Solano Ceunty include th
following:

SolTrans serving Fairfield, Vallejo, and Benicia with connections outside of the county

FAST serving Fairfield@ravis Air Force Base, and Suisun City

Rio Vista Delta Breeze serving Rio Vista, Fairfield, and Suisun City with connections outside of the county
Vacaville City Coach serving Vacaville

Solano Mobility serving older adults and personsligdhilities throughout Solano County
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In addition to standard fixed routes offered by each transportation agency, there are several specialized progsamallavailable
SolTrans offers the Subsidized Lyft Program that pays a portion of Lyft ridémthrtegCity of Benicia and to the Springstown

Center in Vallejo for seniors, veterans, and persons with disabilities. The GoGo Grandparent program is a partnership between
SolTrans and Solano Mobility that offers help to older adults to access aed aise Uit without a smartphone by scheduling

rides for them. Solano Mobility independently offers four additional programs: Travel Training, Solano Older Adulis Medical T
Concierge Service, Vehicle Share Program, and Solano County Intercity Feogr@ardThe Travel Training program offers

individuals or groups training on how to board and ride public transit, navigate routes, and use bus features ckelrs bike ra
wheelchair lifts. The medical concierge service subsidizes Uber and loyfSatkaso County residents aged 60 and over to travel to
and from medical appointments while the Intercity Taxi Card Program ispaés gebit cards to certified riders with disabilities to

be used for taxi rides between transit service areas.afiesgeloaded with $100 and available for riders to purchase for $40, or $20
for qualifiedlown ncome i ndividuals. Faith in Action, the American Canc
offer free dootto-door rides for ambulatosgniors aged 60 and older and those under age 60 with specific medical issues. These
programs are available to all Solano County residents regardless of location, unless otherwise specified.

In the ABAG region, transit mobility opportunities are typioaltg readily available in dense urban areas such as the East Bay and
San Francisco. In more suburban areas, such #&8€hedrridor in Contra Costa County, there is more limited transit mobility, with
AllTransit scores matching those found throughmah8 County. While there are a variety of transit options available in Solano
County, residents in many suburban, agricultural, and rural communities are more limited than elsewhere in the AB&G region, w
may limit employment opportunities and presdatrrier to housing mobility for those households reliant on transit. In the following
analysis of transit mobility, the individual jurisdictions have identified programs to address access specifiit tedusr trans

Local Patterns

The Cityof Vacavil e s Publ i c Works Department operates City Coach, th
throughout Vacaville and transit stops strategically placed around the city to connect residents to medical offaEsteshopping

parks, ad recreation venues, and are operated from approximately 7:00 am to 7:00 pm on weekdays, with variation dependent on the
routes as routes 4, 5, and 6 have limited service on Saturdays. Though City Coach routes provide an extensive transit network
comparedo other cities in Solano County, some neighborhoods remain less accessible by transit, including portions of Leisure Town
and eastern Vacaville, areas north of Fruitvale Road in northwest Vacaville. However, according to AllTransit, public transit

connedvity in Vacaville scored a 4.9 out ofFHiQure 3-24, Transit Score in Vacavillg significantly higher than other Solano

County jurisdictions and comparable or better than other jurisdictions in the larger region. To ensure that re$identsethroug

City continue to have access to improved transit service, the City will conduct a survey of unmet needs at leaseonce during

planning period and will identify funding for route changes or expansions, based on results ofRhegsaméyH-29).

August2022 Pageb4



City of Vacaville

Assessment of Fair Housing

FIGURE 3-24: TRANSIT SCORE IN VACAVILLE
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City Coach allows residents to pay for single rides with cash using exact change or with a loaded Clipper carcrEgppalt cards

in-one transit card used for fare payments acrosg sgstems in the San Francisco Bay Area. Fares can be bought in single passes or
multi-use passes &ty 30day Punch Pass or Monthly Pass). Adult rider fares are $1.50, youth rider fares are $1.25, and
seniors/disabled rider fares are $0.75. A Caghibay Pass cost $3.25 for adult/youth riders and $2.00 for senior/disabled riders.

Adult HaltEMonth and FulMonth passes are $18.00 and $36.00, respectively. While senior and disabled riders have Rimteess to a 30
Pass or Monthly Pass at $19.00 a@@@1respectively. Youth and college students can purchase a monthly pass for $21.00. In
addition to typical bus route services, City Coach offers the City Coach Direct program, which allows residentsdicgelaedule p
drop-off at requested destiitats. City Coach Direct operates on weekdays from 7:00 am through 7:00 pm and on Saturdays from 8:00
am through 6:00 pm. In addition to local transit services, City Coach also partners with other transportation systerys in the
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facilitating intercityravel. SolanoExpress operates the Blue Line, which travels from Sacramento to Walnut Creek with stops in
Vacaville, Davis, Dixon, Fairfield, and Benicia. The Solano Express Blue Line operates on weekdays from 4:22 arhhto 8:29 pm wi
limited service on Baday from 9:00 am to 8:00 pm. Intercity travel on the Blue Line is $2.75 for adults, $2.00 for youth, and $1.35 for
seniors and riders with qualifying disabilities. The package pricingday p&ds on the Blue Line is $70.00 for adults and $85.00 fo
seniors and riders with qualifying disabilities, but is not available for youth. Riders can also purchase day®é&sses fauhs.5

$4.00 for a youth, and $2.75 for seniors and riders with qualifying disabilities.

Housing Mobility

Regional Pattens

Housing mobility refers to an individual ds or haoawwehol dds ab
between neighborhoods, and purchase a home if they so choose. Indicators of housing mobility include distribat®n of Secti
HCVs, availability of rental and ownership oppor tonsideredi es t hr

to be approximately 5.0 percent, indicating that there are available housing units for those seeking bbasioyebsatmrated

market that results in homes left unused. In Solano County, the vacancy rate in 2021 was approximately 5.3 pgraent, indicatin
relatively ohealthydéd vacancy rate and r e {Thbhee@4, Regignala si mi | ar r
Vacancy Ratey This suggests that residents living in Solano County, or seeking to live in Solano County, have similar mobility

options overall compared to most of the region. Mobility based on vacancy varies within Solanou@iediatyoloygnd is discussed

further below.
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TABLE 3-4: REGIONAL VACANCY RATES

Geography Total Housing Units Occupied Housing Units Vacancy Rate
Bay Area 3,402,378 3,213,576 5.6%
Alameda County 617,415 585,588 5.2%
Contra Costa County 420,751 398,387 5.3%
Marin County 112,690 105,395 6.5%
Napa County 54,982 48,684 11.5%
Sacramento County 583,631 552,252 5.4%
San Joaquin County 252,686 238,577 5.6%
San Mateo County 282,299 266,650 5.5%
Santa Clara County 680,298 648,665 4.6%
SolanoCounty 161,371 152,877 5.3%
Sonoma County 206,768 189,316 8.4%
Yolo County 79,472 76,555 3.7%

Source: Department of Financ® Eity/County Population and Housing Estimates, 2021

HCVs, or Section 8 vouchers, provide assistalmedeincome households to secure housing in the private market that might
otherwise be unattainable. In Solano County, vouchers are allocated by the Benicia Housing Authority, Vacaville kgusing Autho
Suisun City Housing Authority, Vallejo Housintipéuty, Fairfield Housing Authority, and the Solano County Housing Authority for
residents of the unincorporated areas and the cities of Dixon and Rio Vista. Section 8 participants can use tHeidwbacher to
housing unit of their choice that mdwedalth and safety standards established by the local housing authority. The housing authority
will then subsidize an amount up to the-Maiket Rent (FMR) established by HUD toward the contract rent, with any remainder to
be paid by the participant. TSwbsidies provided by the HCVs increase housing mobility opportunities for Section 8 participants and
ensures that they are provided safe housing options. Solano County falls within dhaiMealtjdSA, for which HUD establishes

FMRs annually to besed as the baseline for Section 8 subsidiele 35, VallejoFairfield MSA FMRs, 2022 Local housing

authorities set the FMR amount to be used to calculate subsidy between 90 and 110 percent of the HUD established FMRs.
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TABLE 3-5: VALLEJO-FAIRFIELD MSA FMRS, 2022

Unit Size FMR
Studio $1,232
1-bedroom $1,408
2-bedroom $1,677
3-bedroom $2,382
4-bedroom $2,870

Source: HUD, 2022

Local Patterns

Approximately 38.0 percent of households in Vacaville are renters, as presented in the Housing Tenure section oHNAHNA (see
Table 219: Housing Tenure, 2019). The rental vacancy rate in Vacaville is 2.3 percent, while the ownership unisv@bancy rate
percent. This indicates there is a greater shortage of ownership units for renter households and existing homeéovreereWooking
home. However, a rental vacancy rate of 2.3 percent is still considered low, and a barrier to housin§epoditityen2021, the

City conducted a vacancy and rent survey of rental units with four or more units for markedrbeti@nd senior units. The 2021
survey resulted in the following findings: the overall market vacancy rate is 1.9 percentyeasegfrode 2020; vacancy rates are
highest for studio apartments (4.8 percent) and lowest febedreem units at 1.2 percent); vacancy rates forimeldwt units

was 1.4 percent; and vacancy rate for senior restricted units was .09 percerdingsesedyest that availability of rental housing is
becoming an even more significant barrier to housing mobility. Additionally, while renters are the minority tenlgethrexéasil
concentrations of renteccupied housing using HCW¥gylre 3-25, Housing Choice Voucher Distribution in Vacavillg In

northern Vacaville, approximately 21.0 percent of renter households use an HCV .-8oaitdoivest of Peabody Road is a second
concentration of voucher holders, where approximately 16.1pgert8rt of renters use an HCV. These census tracts contain the
residential neighborhoods northwest of Lagoon Valley Regional Park, and include the Walmart Neighborhood Market, the Vacauvill
Community Center, Padan Park, and Will C. High School. In #ra eagtwestern portions of Vacaville, the proportion of renters
that use an HCV is less than 5.0 percent, while in other areas, HCV usage includes 15.0 percent of renters. Wadbdrsere are v
used in most tracts in the city, the areas of concentsatg may indicate disproportionate access to housing opportunities.
Therefore, the City will work with the local housing authority, fair housing providers, and housing providers toledigatedland
property managers on requirements to accept H@oasce of income, and the benefits of having HCV tenants.
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Rent in Vacaville ranges from $1,825 to $3,549 fotlwee, and fowb e dr oom units. Vacavill eds medi

Table 228: Rental Rates, 2021). The FMR foibaaeoom uris in the Vallejdairfield MSA, as established by HUD, is $1,408.
Therefore, up to 50.1 percent of studio anebageoom units in Vacaville are consideredaiket prices. However, this

proportion of units does include those priced up to $1,500,whitthslightly exceed the FMR for a-bedroom unit. As such, it is
assumed that approximately 35.0 to 40.0 percent of units are priced within the FMR range. This indicates that n@ny units are
attainable to lowencome households without the uselGlVs. Therefore, to increase housing mobility for voucher holders, the City
will meet with property managers in high resource areas, areas of affluence, and areas with comparatively lowopefrestage of v
encourage landlords and property managadvéotise their units to voucher holderegram HE-33).

Employment Opportunities

Regional Patterns

HUD developed two indices to analyze access to employment opportunities: the jobs proximity index and the labor market
engagement index. The jobs praximidex identifies census tracts based on their proximity to employment opportunities and the
labor market engagement index scores labor force participation and human capital in each tract, with consideratyomeoit unemplo
rates and educational attaintnEor both indices, a higher score indicates stronger job proximity or labor force participation.

According to these indices, Solano County has more consistent proximity to jobs but lower labor force engagemeriteahan many ot
counties in the ABAG regidRigure 3-26, Regional Jobs ProximityandFigure 3-27, Regional Labor Market Engagement

Labor force engagement patterns in Solano County more closely reflect the neighboring counties of Yolo and San Joaquin in the
Sacramento region, where populatistridution and industries are similar to most of Solano County. The area with the lowest labor
force engagement in Solano County, however, is in the tract that includes the City of Rio Vista where there iera sizable seni
population, which may includeidests who retired early. As showmable 3-6, Regional Unemployment Rates, 2042D2] the
unemployment rate in Solano County in 2021 was one of the highest in the Bay Area and Sacramento regions, at ®dgpercent. How
Solano County saw one of the largest decreases in unemployment since 2010, surpassed only by San Joaquireand Yolo Count

a
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FIGURE 3-26: REGIONAL JOBS PROXIMITY
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FIGURE 3-27: REGIONAL LABOR MARKET ENGAGEMENT
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TABLE 3-6: REGIONAL UNEMPLOYMENT RATES, 2010 -2021

County 2010 \ 2021
Alameda County 11.0% 4.2%
Contra Costa County 11.1% 4.5%
Marin County 8.0% 3.0%
Napa County 10.9% 4.2%
Sacramento County 13.1% 5.1%
San Francisco City and County 9.1% 3.3%
San Joaquin County 17.2% 6.5%
San Mateo County 8.4% 3.0%
Santa Clara County 10.3% 3.2%
Solano County 12.8% 5.4%
Sonoma County 10.9% 3.8%
Yolo County 12.6% 4.3%

Source: California Employment Development Department, 2021

The U.S. Census Longitudinal Empkdyeusehold Dynamics (LEHD) reports the distance and direction between home and work
for residents of each jurisdiction and the ratio between jobs and households. According to LEHD, approximately 40.6 percent o
Solano Gunty residents live within 10 miles of their job, with the greatest concentration of these jobs in Fairfield (88 percent)
Vacaville (13.5 percent). Approximately 18.1 percent of Solano County residents report commuting more than 5Qahjles to their
with 38.2 percent of these residents commuting southeast into San Joaquin County. Overall, approximately 50.4 percent of the
individuals that work in Solano County commute in from areas outside of the county. On average, in the comparissthairisdictio
comprise the Bay Area and a portion of the Sacramento region, 42.5 percent of residents live within 10 miles &f pieedgob, 15
live more than 50 miles from their job, and 49.4 live outside of the county in which they work. In Solame @@dshtyysehold

ratio, which is an indicator of whether there is a balance between the number of jobs and the number of househal@91®as 0.93
according to LEHD Workplace Area Characteristics (WAC). This ratio suggests that there was gaboitagelaho County to
support the number of households, which may partially contribute to the number of residents that commute outside fafrthe count
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work. In comparison, in the Bay Area, the-jahsehold ratio was 1.47, indicating that thesh@tage of housing to support the
job base in this region. Generally, Solano County appears to have sufficient housing for those jobs in the ctasty, $ighdiyl
higher rate of persons that commute into the county than the region overall.

Local Patterns

In the City of Vacaville, the Labor Market Engagement Index score ranges from 16 in the tract encompassing LagaoaNalley Regi
Park to 75 in the northern portion of the city and 96 in the southeastern tract that extends begywsdmiye 3-28, Local

Labor Market Engagemen}. While there is a tract with an index score of 0, it includes only the California Medical Facility and
California State Prison Solano, and therefore does not have a population residing within ttaet ipautncipates in the labor

market. The southeastern portion of the city with the highest labor market engagement score has the lowest pr@igute to jobs
3-29, Local Jobs Proximity Index However, this area is almost exclusively residettidimited job opportunities in

neighborhood commercial and general commercial areas, thus resulting in the low proximity to jobs. The high prarimity to jobs
northern Vacauville is likely due to the Kaiser Permanente Vacaville Medical Center aochmesgidigl areas. U.S. Census
Longitudinal Employddousehold Dynamics (LEHD) Origidestination Employment Statistics (LODES) data indicates that
approximately 43.0 percent of employed persons in the city live within 10 miles of their place of eanpighergmipportion than

most other cities in Solano County, and 78.1 percent of the population is employed outside of city limits, a lowdrgropostion

of the county. This suggests that there are likely a range of job opportunities in favavilledsidents. This is supported by a
relatively low unemployment rate (4.7 percent) and balandealjsdisold ratio (1.0). Based on these factors, access to employment
opportunities does not appear to present fair housing issues for residentsuthitueighy .
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FIGURE 3-28: LOCAL LABOR MARKET ENGAGEMENT

Source: U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), 2021
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FIGURE 3-29: LOCAL JOBS PROXIMITY
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Educational Opportunities

Regional Patterns

School quality is often tied to housing, with neighborhoods or communities with higher median incomesalugs often having
access to highgerforming schools than residents of lamesme neighborhoods. Income distribution influences home values and
property taxes, and therefore funding for public schools. As such, school districts with higtnaeticosicémffordable housing
typically have lower test scores in schools, creating a cyclical problem of not offering these students equal edtwratiesal opp
Therefore, disparities in access to strong school opportunities serves as anfifalidadoisong and equal access to opportunities.

Each year, the California Department of Education (DOE) publishes performance metrics for public schools in thénstate, includ
student assessment results for English Language Arts and Mathematiosnagateeto the state grddeel standards and
demographic characteristics of each school 8ds st udaemeeism popul at
and suspension, percentage of students that are socioeconomicallyadsddpardentage of students that are in foster care,
percentage of students learning the English language, and the percentage of high school students that are prep&ischfoc colleg
absenteeism refers to the percentage of students who are ati®ehpkrcent or more of instructional days that they were enrolled

at the school, with the state average being 10.1 percent of students. Students who are eligible for frpecadretkaisgdor who

have parents or guardians who did not receipioandi are considered socioeconomically disadvantaged. TCAC and HCD rely on
this data from DOE to determine the expected educational outcome in each census tract and block group within tharstate. TCAC
HCDO6s educational do maiofitiensycreadieg profei€éncyehigh schoohgradbagom eates, and student
poverty rates of all schools for which this data is available, culminating in a score ranging from 0 to 1, with beghgtivalues

most positive expected educational outcome.

In 2021, TCAC/HCD reported the strongest projected educational outcomes for students in the cities of Benicia andl Bsxon as we
the unincorporated areas around the City of Vacaville and all eastern portions of thégcoer3BQ, Regional TCAC/HCD

Educational Domain Score¥ However, the eastern portions of the county, with the highest educational scores according to
TCAC/HCD, also have the lowest population density in the county and only one school. As such, for a regional analysis, the
TCAC/HCD map may not accurately compare educational opportunity in Solano County to the ABAG region. At the local level, data
based on school performance is more readily available and likely more accurate.
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FIGURE 3-30: REGIONAL TCAC/HCD EDUCATIONAL DOMAIN SCORES
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The HUD School Proficiency Index more accurately reflects school performance by residential living patterns in eheltdgion. Th
School Proficiency Index ranges from 0 to 100, with higher values indicating better school performance. Though dgerographic pa
have changed throughout the region slightly since 2010, as discussed for each jurisdiction in this assessmeals ippBdyacho
County and throughout the region are more proficient in areas of increased population density aneeffilgermrcd 84, HUD

School Proficiency Indey. Residents of western Solano County have access tpdifgitaring schools than the eastern portion,

but schools throughout Solano County generally score lower than those in much of Sacramento, YaldC dfaranCasta

Counites. To ensure all students have access to a quality education, each jurisdiction has identified approprititie phegrams wi
individual assessments.

FIGURE 3-31: HUD SCHOOL PROFICIENCY INDEX
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Local Patterns

Students in the City of Vacaville have access to schools in both Travis Unified School District and Vacaville Uni§&attSchool
Collectively, there are 19 schools in Vacaville that are repaatatually by DOE, identifiedTiable 3-6, Performance Scores for
Vacaville Schools, 2019 addition, Vacaville Unified School District also operates Country High School, a continuation school,
which did not have performance metrics reported in 0hfinuation schools typically serve students who have been expelled from
other schools or have attendance or behavior problems and provide a valuable resource for furthering their edymatioa in a sup
environment. In 2019, the highest proportiorooiceconomically disadvantaged students was at Eugene Padan Elementary and
Edwin Markham Elementary, where approximately 70.3 percent and 67.3 percent of students were considered socioeconomically
disadvantaged, respectively. Each of these schooldrfaleely ¢ all DOE criterid @ble 3-7, Performance Scores for Vacaville

Schools, 2019 Eugene Padan Elementary School is in southern Vacaville near Padan Park, where there is a higher percentage of
children present in femdleaded households (20.0@d4ercent) and a higher rate of poverty (15.5 percent). Edwin Markham
Elementary is in northern Vacaville, west of the Nut Tree Airport, within a census tract where there is a highef fEradatage o
headed households with children (20.0 to 40.@penelatively high rate of poverty (13.2 percent), and higher rate of renter
overpayment (80.0 percent).

However, in comparison to the {pprforming schools in Vacaville, Kairos Public School Vacaville Academy and Cooper Elementary,
approximately 10&nd 29.2 percent of the student population is considered socioeconomically disadvantaged, respectively. Kairos
Public School Vacaville Academy is in central Vacaville between Merchant S8@gwuedd there is a concentration of female

headed houselts and renter overpayment. In contrast, Cooper Elementary School, which is in eastern Vacaville, does not reflect
concentrations of femateaded households, poverty, or overpayment. As stated in the regional analysis, the DOE identifies students
who areeligible for free or reducgdced meals, or who have parents or guardians who did not receive a diploma, as
socioeconomically disadvantaged.
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TABLE 3-7. PERFORMANCE SCORES FOR VACAVILLE SCHOOLS, 2019

School Name Math Abgzrrm(t)gcle(i:sm Suspension Sogioeconomicall; Foster English

Score Rate Disadvantaged Youth  Learners
Foxboro Elementary -8 -23.9 3.5% 0.3% 25% 0.9% 4.6%
Cambridge Elementary -3.8 -14.3 4.2% 1.7% 31.2% 0.0% 6.5%
Sierra Vista 18 +6.6 -35.4 7% 2.3% 41.3% 0.3% 3.9%
Jean Callison Elementary -17.2 -37.1 6.8% 0.8% 43.8% 1.4% 5.5%
Cooper Elementary +25.2 +2.1 3.5% 0.2% 29.2% 0.4% 3.3%
Vaca Pena Middle -21.2 -65.6 12.6% 9.8% 56.1% 0.4% 5.3%
Fairmont Charter Elementary -36.6 -44 5.4% 2.6% 67.3% 0.9% 18.9%
Will C.Wood High +25 -69.1 6.3% 45.9% 0.1% 2.4%
Eugene Padan Elementary -16.1 -47.8 9.6% 1% 70.3% 1.1% 14.4%
Elise P. Buckingham Charter Magnet H| +67.7 | -19.4 - 2% 20.8% 0.2% 1.0%
Kairos Public School Vacaville Academ| +43.5 | +18.4 2.2% 0.7% 10.1% 0.0% 0.5%
Alamo Elementary +7.8 -3.8 3.3% 0.5% 37.4% 0% 3.8%
Edwin Markham Elementary -24 -40.7 9.4% 1.3% 71.7% 0.3% 33.9%
Vacaville High +45.8 | -24.3 4.4% 35% 0.3% 2.8%
Hemlock Elementary +6.9 -35.6 11% 1.6% 47.5% 1% 6.3%
Willis Jepson Middle 2.7 -27.7 12.6% 7.9% 41.6% 0.6% 6.6%
Orchard Elementary -10.9 +9 5.1% 1.1% 22.9% 1% 1.3%
Browns Valley Elementary +9.5 -14.6 3.9% 1.3% 23.6% 0.3% 4.3%
Ernest Kimme Charter +10.0 | -96.9 5.6% 2.6% 42.5% 1% 1%

Source: California Departmentafucation, 2019
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The anticipated educational outcome, according to the TCAC/HCFignawe 3-32, Local TCAC/HCD Educational Domain

Scorg, is moderately positive throughout the city with lower percentile scores in certain parts, primarily-@de@kenear |
educational scores in Vacaville range from thte 83° percentiles, with most scoring between thad® 5% percentiles. The area
with the lowest expected educational outcome, in‘tle&&ntile, is where Ernest Kimme Charter Academy is located. To ensure
students have access to educational opportunities, regardless of where they reside withenGhg wity stipport applications by
Vacaville Unified School District or individual schools to secure grant funding for teacher recruitment arbneiszgion

classroom materials, and other incentives for tederamgsaMm HE-36).
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FIGURE 3-32: LOCAL TCAC/HCD EDUCATIONAL DOMAIN SCORE
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Environmental Health

Regional Patterns

A disadvantaged community or environmental justice community (EJ Community) is identified by the California Environmental
Protection Agency (Cal EPA) as oOareas that are diecaplamporti on
to negative health effects, exposure, or envi rimoment al degr a
households, high unemployment rates, low homeownership rates, overpayment for housing, or other indicators of disproportionat
housig need. In February 2021, the California Office for Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (COEHHA) released the fourth
version of CalEnviroScreen, a tool that uses environmental, health, and socioeconomic indicators to map and compare community
environmatal scores. In the CalEnviroScreen tool, communities that have a cumulative score in the 75th percentile or above (25.0
percent highest score census tracts) are those that have been designated as disadvantaged communities und@&3Seridtie Bill (SB)
cumulative score that can result in a disadvantaged community designation is calculated based on individual seotgssfadm two g
indicators: Pollution Burden and Population Characteristics. Pollution Burden scores exposure to negative enzaasnsatdl ha

as ozone concentrations, Bbtbncentrations, drinking water contaminants, lead risk from housing, traffic impacts, and more.

Population Characteristics scores the rate of negative health conditions and access to opportunities, irs;lodndgoaatoular

disease, poverty, unemployment, and housing cost burden. For each indicator, as with the cumulative impact, &iew score refle
positive conditions.

Much of Solano County, particularly the eastern area and the City of Vallejo, bavrilaighve scores, as showRigure 3-33,

Regional CalEnviroScreen Percentiled his is a result of high scores for indicators of both pollution burden and negative
population characteristics, though the eastern area is primarily agriculturalilanedwtsidential development so these scores
may be a result of agricultural industry practices. In the ABAG region, high percentiles are mostly concentratbdnizéiyhly ur
communities along the San Francisco Bay, such as in the cities of &mdépwdtla, Oakland, and San Jose. It is unlikely that the
factors that contribute to environmental scores in Solano County reflect the factors in urbanized ABAG jurisdictiBolan@ather,
County more closely reflects the agricultural areas of Yuamebam, and San Joaquin Counties. Within each jurisdiction of Solano
County, patterns differ, as described below, as a result of increased urbanization; however, regionally, Solane &eastioreflec
the east rather than western ABAG jurisdictions.
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FIGURE 3-33: CALENVIROSCREEN PERCENTILES IN THE REGION
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Local Patterns

As shown irFigure 3-34, Local CalEnviroScreen Percentilesll of Vacaville has relatively low environmental burden scores. The
highest scores are in the norsiexa portion of the city (8@ercentile) and between Buck Avenue &0d(b8 percentile). As stated
previously, there is a concentration of business, commercial, and industrial uses in the northeastern area, irrguding the Kai
Permanente Vacaviledical Center and the Nut Tree Airport. These, along with proximity-&0thed 4505 interchange, and
adjacent agricultural uses, may result in the slightly higher indicators of environmental pollution burden. In esatrastdoets,
howevereastern Vacaville, south €0, has low CalEnviroScreen scores, ranging frofitth8® percentiles. There is a greater
concentration of residential uses in this portion of the city, rather than commercial uses, which may reduce poldtatndtoden
congestion.

The TCAC/HCD environmental scorésdure 3-35, Local TCAC/HCD Environmental Domain Scorg largely reflect those

patterns seen Figure 3-34, Local CalEnviroScreen Percentile§Vhile most residential areas have access to stroagreental

outcomes, those that are near commercial areas and major highways may be impacted by those uses. As such, & City has includ
Program HE-17to evaluate transitional buffers or screening between residential and heavy industrial uses in new development and
develop active transportation infrastructure to reduce automobile traffic and the resulting emissions.
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FIGURE 3-34: LOCAL CALENVIROSCREEN PERCENTILES
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