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Project OVERVIEW:  Frequently asked questions

	CATEGORY
	QUESTION
	RESPONSE

	General:
	1. What are the project goals?
	1. Improve local traffic circulation;

2. Meet circulation goals set forth in the City of Dixon 1993 General Plan;

3. Relieve traffic congestion on West A Street;

4. Connect Parkway Boulevard with Pitt School Road, providing an East-West connection between the Southwest Specific Plan, the Valley Glen Development, and the future high school on SR-113;

5. Provide an East-West grade separated railroad crossing for emergency response vehicles;

6. Minimize impacts to residential buildings; 

7. Minimize impacts to agricultural and commercial functions of affected parcels; maximize use of remnant parcels;
8. Minimize impacts to railroad operations;

9. Meet schedule for opening of the future high school (fall 2007).

	
	2. Why is this 2nd Public Workshop called an “Environmental Scoping Meeting”?
	The term “Environmental Scoping Meeting” is part of the environmental review process. Scoping is conducted in order for the lead agency, the City of Dixon, to receive early comments on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and comments on issues of concern regarding the proposed project, so that these issues can be addressed within the EIR. The Scoping Meeting is an opportunity for the public to learn about the project and to submit comments to assist the lead agency in identifying the range of actions, alternatives, mitigation measures, and significant effects to be analyzed in the EIR. 

	
	3. If you are at a “scoping level”, why are there only two alignment alternatives being presented?
	Many alignment alternatives have been considered during the project initiation phase, including alternatives suggested at the 1st Public Workshop.  The majority of these alignment alternatives did not meet the project goals and were therefore eliminated from further consideration in the EIR (see enclosed matrix). Two proposed alignment alternatives will be analyzed in the EIR, as these alignment alternatives meet the goals of the project, as listed in the response to question 1.

	
	4. If I object to this project or the crossing location/alignment, what avenues do I have to voice my opposition?
	Please attend the scoping meeting/public workshop, submit a comment letter during the 30-day scoping period, and/or comment on the Draft EIR.

	General
Planning:
	5. When this project is completed, what will Parkway Blvd. look like? 
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Parkway Blvd. will be constructed to the full width, but striped for one lane in each direction initially (until traffic warrants future lanes), separated by a raised median with shoulders/bike lanes and sidewalks.   A draft of the typical section is presented below:
In the future, development will require 2 lanes in each direction (see question 7).

	
	6. When this project is completed, what will Pitt School Road look like?  Will Pitt School Road be widened as part of this project?
	Pitt School Road will remain 1 lane in each direction and will be widened from Porter Road to the south city limits to accommodate shoulders/bike lanes.  Although a draft typical section is presented below, the City may consider constructing a raised median on Pitt School Road as part of this project.
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	7. What is the ultimate build-out of Parkway Boulevard, Pitt School Road, and Porter Road?  When will these happen?
	Ultimately, Parkway Boulevard will be 2 lanes in each direction with a raised median, shoulders (bike lanes) and sidewalks. 

Ultimately, Pitt School Lane will be 2 lanes in each direction with a raised median, shoulders (bike lanes) and sidewalks.  

Ultimately, Porter Road will be improved to add shoulders, bringing the road up to City standards.
The timing for these improvements is currently unknown and will be based on development in the area.  

	
	8. Will the grade separation (Parkway Blvd.) eventually continue west and tie directly into I-80?
	This is County land and the City’s General Plan does not include a direct link from Parkway to I-80.

	
	9. Will the City be acquiring any right of way to the west of Pitt School Road as part of this project?
	The City will stay within the existing right of way along Pitt School Road, with the exception of needing some right of way East of Pitt School Road at the Pitt School/Parkway intersection.

	
	10. Will the required Right of Way (R/W) be taken equally from parcels on each side of Pitt School Road?
	No. One of the City’s goals for this project is to minimize impacts to property owners.  Depending on the preferred alternative, different areas of R/W will be required from some of the properties along the eastern edge of Pitt School Road.  

	
	11. Will Pitt School Road be developed south of the Porter/Pitt School Rd. intersection (all the way to Midway Road)?
	No.  The grade separation project limits will extend only down to the intersection of Porter and Pitt School.

	
	12. How will the Pitt School Road/ Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) crossing be affected by this project?"
	This crossing will not be affected by this project.

	
	13. Currently, a large portion of this project is within the County.  Will the City be annexing the entire project limit or just the impacted parcels or none?
	None.  The City will not annex any land as part of this project.  We will only seek to obtain the necessary R/W required for the construction and improvements directly associated with this grade separation project.

	
	14. Does the City intend on annexing these properties into the City at a future date?
	Some of the affected properties east of Pitt School Road are within the City’s “Sphere of Influence”.  However, it is unknown if and when these properties will be annexed into the City.  

	
	15. What is “Sphere of Influence”?
	The Sphere of Influence represents land currently in the County of Solano that the City of Dixon may consider annexing into the City at some future date.

	
	16. Will the affected parcels comply with the current County zoning regulations (A-40)?
	Within the City, the land has urban zoning.  Since the affected County parcels are currently not consistent with existing County zoning requirements, this project should try to avoid making the parcels less consistent.  Alternatives must consider maximizing parcel sizes.

	
	17. Will there be compensation if property owners feel there is a reduction in property values of the adjacent homes and parcels?  
	The City will compensate property owners for any right of way purchased by the City for this project.  Appraisals and negotiations will be completed during a later phase of the project following certification of the EIR.


	Roadway Alignments &
Bridge:
	18. What happened to all the alternatives suggested at the 1st Public Workshop?

1. Extend Parkway Blvd. to Porter Road instead of Pitt School Road

2. Extend Parkway Blvd. to S. Lincoln instead of Pitt School Road

3. Connection to George Lane/Evans Road (ring road alternative)

4. Construct an overhead near the existing grade separation and eliminate the existing at-grade crossing

5. Extend Parkway blvd. south of the retention pond and tie into Porter south of the Pitt/Porter intersection
	All of the alternatives brought up at the first public workshop were considered (see attached matrix).  One of the alternatives suggested by some of the property owners (the Orange Alternative) was carried forward and is considered a viable alternative (an alternative that meets all of the project goals).  The other alternatives were dropped from consideration for various reasons outlined below:

1. This connection is not consistent with the City’s General Plan (Pitt School is a minor arterial and Porter is a residential collector).

This alternative would also have significant adverse impacts to property owners along Porter.  

2. See “1” above.

3. One of the goals of this project is to provide a connection to Pitt School Road.  Any extension west of Pitt School Road is outside of the City’s “Sphere of Influence”.

4. This alternative would have adverse impacts to the planned future pond extension and is also outside of the City’s “Sphere of Influence”.

5. Southern alignment does not meet the project requirements (not consistent with General Plan); outside of City’s sphere of influence.

	
	19. Which of the alignment alternatives presented at the first public meeting are being studied further? 
	A. The “green’ alternative is the only alternative presented at the 1st public meeting that meets the project goals for this project.
B. Another alternative, the “Orange” alternative, suggested by some property owners after the 1st public meeting also meets all of the project goals.

C. Both the “Green” and “Orange” Alternatives will be studied further. 

	
	20. Why were the Yellow and Blue alignment alternatives eliminated?
	Yellow:  This alternative does not meet the project goals as it would demolish (or greatly impact) a residence.  It also raises the Pitt School Road/Parkway intersection by 3 feet.
Blue:     This alternative does not meet the project goals as it would demolish (or greatly impact) a building.  It also impacts three parcels (the most out of all the alternatives) and eliminates access to the back portion of one parcel from the residential building in front.

	
	21. Why are the three property owners allowed to have considered their own alignment alternative that maximizes their benefits?
	They proposed a viable alignment that meets the project goals. 

	
	22. What is the weighting system used to evaluate the alternatives?
	Initial screening was based on fulfilling the project goals and compliance with the City’s General Plan.  Subsequent evaluations will consider environmental impacts, technical/design limitations, and project construction costs.

	
	23. Will the approaches to the bridge be landscaped slopes or concrete retaining walls?
	The approaches will most likely be a combination of walls and fill (soil).  Most of the approaches will be constructed on fill, with a retaining wall possibly needed at the northeast corner of the bridge.

	Traffic:
	24. Have you considered the impacts of the new grade separation on Midway, particularly people east of the UPRR tracks using it to access I-80 west to San Francisco?
	Yes:  A Citywide traffic model including the proposed grade separation was used to develop traffic forecasts.  The model accounted for some traffic using Parkway to access Pitt School-Midway-Westbound I-80.  However, this is considered a more circuitous route with two RR crossings, and the bulk of traffic would still use Southbound 113-Midway-Westbound I-80 or Northbound 113-West A-Westbound I-80, as a route to San Francisco.

	
	25. What “buildout” or development did the traffic model for this project consider?
	The traffic study looked at several scenarios: 1) existing conditions, 2) Construction year (2007) conditions including buildout of 370 residences in the Southwest Dixon Specific Plans, approximately half of the buildout of the Valley Glen Subdivision, phase 1 of the Dixon Downs, approximately 60% capacity of the new high school, and potential miscellaneous commercial developments.  3)  Future year (2025) conditions including full buildout of the developments mentioned above, as well as the Brookfield subdivision, and potential outlying developments in the County.  

	
	26. Based on the traffic model, can the City construct one lane of traffic in each direction on Parkway Blvd.?
	Yes: Only two lanes (one in each direction) are necessary for construction year (2007) conditions.  For 2025 conditions, Parkway Blvd. will require four travel lanes (two in each direction), as well as a traffic signal at the Parkway Blvd/Pitt School Road intersection.

	
	27. Based on the traffic model, can the City construct one lane of traffic in each direction on Pitt School Road?
	Yes.  Pitt School road will only be widened to accommodate shoulders and in order to bring the street up to City standards.

	
	28. Once this project is completed, how much of a traffic increase will there be on Pitt School Road?
	Under Construction Year (2007) conditions, the project will add roughly about 1,600 daily trips to Pitt School Road.  This amount of daily trips is the equivalent to the amount generated by approximately 160 single family homes (about 10 trips per day). These daily traffic volumes represent Level of Service (LOS) A traffic conditions.

	
	29. What is “Level of Service” (LOS)?  What is the LOS for this project?
	LOS is a term that describes the (traffic) operating performance of a roadway or intersection.  LOS is measured on a scale from A to F, with “A” representing the best performance and “F” the worst.  Currently, the City of Dixon’s goal is to maintain traffic operations at LOS “C” or better.  This project will operate at LOS “C” or better.

	
	30. Have impacts associated with expansion (development) south and east of the new high school been incorporated?
	Yes, all reasonably foreseeable projects beyond the 2010 buildout of the City’s General Plan were considered.

	
	31. Why is the City considering a railroad grade separation at this location rather than in the downtown area on either First Street or A Street?
	The City of Dixon General Plan shows three general railroad grade separation locations.  The Parkway Boulevard location is one of them.  This project is necessary to accommodate development on the south side of the City including Valley Glen, the Southwest Area, Brookfield Homes and the new Dixon High School.  These developments will be funding a majority of this project.  In 1995 a railroad grade separation was considered in the downtown area.  A considerable amount of preliminary engineering was completed but the project was abandoned due to impacts to businesses in the downtown, and project costs.
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