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(SCH). The SCH also accepts other summaries, such as EIR Executive Summaries prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15123. Please include one copy of the Notice of Completion Form (NOC) with your submission and attach the
summary to each electronic copy of the document.
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(707) 678-7000 ext 1114

Project Location: Dixon, Solano County
City
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Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
In 2014, the City began the process of comprehensively updating the General Plan to incorporate changes to the policy
framework and land uses to guide development and conservation through 2040 and to comply with new State regulations
that have come into force since the plan was last updated. The objectives established for the General Plan Update
include: preserving/ enhancing Dixon’s small-town character; fostering economic development; ensuring a sustainable
rate of growth and efficient delivery of public services; promoting high-quality development; preserving and protecting
surrounding agricultural and open space lands; and encouraging careful stewardship of water, energy, and other
environmental resources.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
The Draft EIR for the General Plan Update identifies the potential for significant effects in the following impact areas:
Aesthetics; Agricultural Resources; Air Quality; Biological Resources; Cultural, Historic, and Tribal Resources; Energy,
Climate Change, and Greenhouse Gas Emissions; Geology, Soils, and Seismicity; Hazards and Hazardous Materials;
Hydrology and Water Quality; Land Use, Population, and Housing; Noise; Public Facilities and Recreation; Traffic and
Transportation; and Utilities and Service Systems. As described in the DEIR although many of these impacts can be
fully mitigated, some cannot and they would remain significant including Agricultural Resources impact 3.2-1, Air Quality
impacts 3.3-2 and 3.3-3; Energy, Greenhouse Gases, and Climate Change impacts 3.6-1 and 3.5-2; and Traffic and
Transportation impact 3.13-1.
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continued
If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

During the drafting of the Proposed Plan and this EIR, public agencies and members of the public were invited to provide
feedback on the documents. The following topics were identified as areas of controversy, based on comments at public
meetings on the Proposed Plan and at the EIR Scoping Meeting, and responses to the Notice of Preparation (NOP):
• Planning Area Boundaries. Early versions of the Proposed Plan led to community concern over inclusion of “Areas of
Concern” located outside of city limits to the north, south, and east. Many of the comments expressed concern that these
areas could be annexed in the future and would be subject to impacts from future development under the Proposed Plan.
The Areas of Concern are no longer included in the Planning Area for the Dixon General Plan Update and are not
discussed in this EIR.
• Transportation. Multiple comments addressed transportation, including pedestrian and bicycle safety, travel demand
management, and multimodal planning. Future development under the Proposed Plan could exacerbate existing
congestion problems within the City of Dixon through growth of population and jobs.
• Agricultural Resources. Many of the comments addressed preservation of agricultural farmland and expressed a desire
to preserve Dixon’s agricultural economy. Additional comments encouraged preservation of the surrounding greenbelts.
Impacts to agricultural resources may occur through the conversion of existing uses.
• Parkland Access. Multiple comments requested that the EIR include information about access to parkland and identify
existing and proposed parkland. Future development under the Proposed Plan could exacerbate existing parkland
access problems within the City of Dixon through growth of population.
Additionally, environmental impacts classified as significant and unavoidable have been identified in the resource topics
of agricultural resources; air quality; energy, greenhouse gases, and climate change; and transportation and traffic.
Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
City of Dixon, California Emergency Management Agency, Caltrans District #4, Caltrans Planning, Central Valley Flood
Protection Board, Fish & Wildlife District #3, Department of Food & Agriculture, Native American Heritage Commission,
Office of Historic Preservation, Department of Pesticide Regulation, Public Utilities Commission, Regional Water Quality
Control Board #2, Resources Agency, SWRCB: Water Quality

