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At the request of Solano County
government, the University of California
is conducting the Solano Agricultural
Futures project, an 18-month
comprehensive examination of the
county’s farm and ranch sector. Our
focus is on the problems and future
prospects of the economic base of local
agriculture, with particular attention to the
production and marketing of specific
commodities. Two UC programs are
involved in the project—the Agricultural
Issues Center at UC Davis and the
Cooperative Extension office in Solano
County.

The project began in April, 2006, and has
four major phases:

Farmer and Rancher Perceptions and
Projections—as captured in focus group
interviews and individual questionnaires.

The Economic Roots of Solano County
Agriculture—covering production
patterns, commodity markets, land
ownership and leasing arrangements,
agricultural land markets, operator and
farm family characteristics, and the
sources of agricultural income.

Lessons from Other Areas—a comparison
of agricultural patterns and county
programs in a half dozen other California
counties.

Final Report and Recommendations—
economic options for Solano County
agriculture focused on commodity
markets, the services provided by
agricultural land, and the role of county
government.
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Agricultural activities remain an important segment of the Solano County economy.
Farming and its allied industries contribute about 7 percent of the economic activity
in the County and account for 3.9 percent of private sector employment.

Agriculture is even more important to the
county’s landscape and environment. The
362,000 acres of agricultural land cover 62
percent of all of Solano County, 81 percent
of the unincorporated area. Virtually all of
this land is privately owned — by farmers,
ranchers and other landowners — and used
for the production of numerous agricultural
products. Agriculture contributes to the
wellbeing of the county in four important
ways—as an economic asset, the principal
source of open space, the repository of
multiple natural resources, and a valuable
element of the local quality of life.
Maintaining this land in agricultural
production requires an economic
environment in which individual producers
can be profitable over time in their
agricultural businesses.

Local agricultural prosperity is driven mostly
by forces beyond the control of County
government—global, national and regional
markets for commodities, also technologies
developed elsewhere, the demand for
farmland for residential use, and such social
patterns as intergenerational farm family
relations.

Yet there is an important role for county
government in facilitating agricultural
viability.
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Solano’s current general plan differentiates between Intensive Agriculture and
Exclusive Agriculture based on soil quality and access to irrigation. This simple
distinction does not do justice to the multiple local factors that influence agricultural
production and prosperity.

Certainly, soil quality and good water supplies are useful proxies for agricultural
viability and should be retained as key general plan and zoning criteria. But there
are other important factors that differentiate among local agricultural systems—
including production contracts, crop rotational patterns, and specific environmental
conditions. In our Phase II report we used several map layers, produced by
Geographical Information System (GIS) data and aided by advice from producers, to
define nine agricultural regions. Specific commodity and geographical profiles are
presented in Appendix 2 of the Phase II report.

We identify nine agricultural regions in Solano County. This scheme or a similar
geographical classification can be used as the basis for modifying current
agricultural zones to better reflect differences in local agricultural conditions. One
possibility would be to apply different regional land use standards according to
whether the land supports high value commodity production or is more important as
an open space and aesthetic resource.

Recommendation Two
Establish, in the general plan, a regional basis for policies, land use designations
and zoning code standards that accommodates important geographical
differences in local agricultural conditions.


