
Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

General Land Use (e.g. 
mixed use, infill ) 0 0.0% 6 0.5% 0

Commercial Land Use (e.g. 
retail, shopping) 28 23.7% 273 20.8% 7
Arden Fair Mall 1
Borders Books 3
Del Paso/ Natomas Blvd./ 
Truxel Road/ Downtown 
Sacramento 1
Downtown Sacramento 1
Marketplace 4
Natomas Crossing Shopping 
Center 3
Natomas Marketplace 4 1
Parkplace Shopping Center 7 2
Raley's 3
Rancho Cordova 1
Safeway Town Center 3
Shopping Center 1

Employment Land Use (e.g. 
office, industrial, economic 
development) 0 0.0% 13 1.0% 0

Housing (e.g. affordable, 
distribution) 0 0.0% 9 0.7% 0

Mobility/ Accessibility (e.g. 
autos, pedestrians, bicycles, 
streetscape) 0 0.0% 29 2.2% 0

People 0 0.0% 1 0.1% 0

Public Facilities/ Private 
Institutions (e.g. churches, 
community ctrs., private 
clubs) 30 25.4% 408 31.1% 3

Neighborhood Question 1: Where do you gather?

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Neighborhood Question 1: Where do you gather?

Charter School 1
Churches 1
Club at Natomas Park 9
Clubhouses 1
Heritage Park Club 1
Inderkum High School 3
Inderkum Library 1
Library 1
Natomas Elementary School 1
Natomas Middle School 2
Regency Park Elementary 1
Schools 1
South Natomas Community 
Library 1 3
Westlake Clubhouse/pool 5
Westlake Community Center 1

Public/ Personal Safety/ 
Nuisance 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0

Entertainment/ Restaurants/ 
Community Activities (e.g. 
Festival, cultural activities) 21 17.8% 226 17.2% 0
ARCO Arena 10
Bella Bru 1
Block Party 1
Curves for Women 1
In-n-Out Burger 1
Jacks Urban Eats 1
Parkplace Restaurants 1
SKS Wine Shop 1

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Neighborhood Question 1: Where do you gather?

Starbucks 2
Town Center 2

Parks/ Recreation/ Open 
Space 37 31.4% 322 24.6% 0
Autumn Meadow Park 1
Egret Park 1
Fisherman's Lake 2
Hummingbird Park (when it's 
done) 1
Natomas Park 6
North Natomas Regional Park 1
North Park Detention Pond 
(where the geese are) 1
Northborough Park 2
Parks 1
Redtail Hawk Park 1
Regency Community Park 3
South Natomas Community 
Park 1
Sycamore Park 1
Water Detention Basin on 
North Park Drive 1
Westlake Community Park 5
Westlake lake 4
Wetlands 1
Witter Ranch e/o 1
Witter Ranch Park 3

Aesthetics/ Community 
Design (Architecture, code 
enforcement, trees) 2 1.7% 14 1.1% 0
We gather within our own 
neighborhoods as well 2

 Miscellaneous 0 0.0% 10 0.8% 0

TOTAL 118 1311 10
*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

General Land Use (e.g. 
mixed use, infill ) 2 4.2% 31 2.5% 0

Proximity to the rivers 1
Proximity to the rivers 1

Commercial Land Use (e.g. 
retail, shopping) 7 8.3% 143 11.4% 2
Borders 2
Fry's 1
Neighborhood shops in 
walking distance 1
Parkplace (shopping center) 4
Shopping centers 1

Employment Land Use (e.g. 
office, industrial, economic 
development) 0 0.0% 11 0.9% 0

Housing (e.g. affordable, 
distribution) 1 2.1% 22 1.8% 1
Expensive homes in the area 1
New area of housing 1

Mobility/ Accessibility (e.g. 
autos, pedestrians, bicycles, 
streetscape) 5 10.4% 195 15.6% 1
Freeway Access 1
Lots of paths for walking and 
its all brand new 1

Natomas neighborhood shuttle 1
Walkability/ walk way/ walking 
trail 3

Neighborhood Question 2: What do you like?

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Neighborhood Question 2: What do you like?

People 2 4.2% 23 1.8% 0
Diversity of people 2

Public Facilities/ Private 
Institutions (e.g. churches, 
community ctrs., private 
clubs) 6 12.5% 187 14.9% 0
High School 2
Inderkum High School 1
Library 2
Natomas Club 1

Public/ Personal Safety/ 
Nuisance 0 0.0% 8 0.6% 0

Entertainment/ Restaurants/ 
Community Activities (e.g. 
Festival, cultural activities) 8 16.7% 133 10.6% 0
Arco Arena 7
In-n-Out Burger 1

Parks/ Recreation/ Open 
Space 14 29.2% 390 31.1% 2
Detention Pond Park in 
neighborhood 1
Discovery Park 1
Driving range 2
Hummingbird Park (when its 
done) 1
Natomas Park Nature Area/ 
Regional Park 4
Open field 1
Parks and permanent open 
space 1

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Neighborhood Question 2: What do you like?

Regency Park Community 3
Sacramento River 1
Ueda Parkway 1

Aesthetics/ Community 
Design (Architecture, code 
enforcement, trees) 3 6.3% 86 6.9% 1
Landscaped Streets 1
Public Art 1
Somewhat remote from the 
rest of the community 1
Tree lined streets 1

Miscellaneous 0 0.0% 25 2.0% 0

TOTAL 48 1254 7

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

General Land Use (e.g. 
mixed use, infill ) 12 34.3% 66 7.4% 0
Book stores (lack of used) 1
Clustered high density 1
Natomas Marketplace/ traffic/ 
bad access/ parking lot & 
congestion has bad layout/ 
Wal-mart shopping center 8

Proximity of houses to freeway 1
Zoning (the switch from 
employment to high density 
residential) 1

Commercial Land Use (e.g. 
retail, shopping) 1 2.9% 90 10.1% 0
Smaller stores (Lack of mom-n-
pop, unique) 1

Employment Land Use (e.g. 
office, industrial, economic 
development) 0 0.0% 18 10.1% 0

Housing (e.g. affordable, 
distribution) 2 5.7% 28 3.2% 0
High density housing 
(apartments) 1
Houses that are going here 1

Mobility/ Accessibility (e.g. 
autos, pedestrians, bicycles, 
streetscape) 0 0.0% 330 37.2% 0

People 0 0.0% 19 2.1% 0

Neighborhood Question 3: What don't you like?

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Neighborhood Question 3: What don't you like?

Public Facilities/ Private 
Institutions (e.g. churches, 
community ctrs., private 
clubs) 2 5.7% 4 0.5% 0

Belle Cooledge Library should 
have access for pedestrians 1
No gathering places for adults 1

Public/ Personal Safety/ 
Nuisance 5 14.3% 102 11.5% 0
Dogs not on leashes 1
High theft 1
Lack of police patrol 2
Safety near Elkhorn 1

Entertainment/ Restaurants/ 
Community Activities (e.g. 
Festival, cultural activities) 2 5.7% 29 3.3% 0
Fast food stands alone [on Del 
Paso Road] 1
Lack of quality restaurants 1

Parks/ Recreation/ Open 
Space 8 22.9% 29 3.3% 0
90 ft lighting at Witter Ranch 
Parks 1
Delay in building parks/ 
undeveloped parks 2

Disappearance of open space, 
no voice in local developments 1
Heron Park has no facilities 1
Lack of dog parks 1

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Neighborhood Question 3: What don't you like?

Lack of greenbelts and trees 1
Lack of lighting in parks 1

Aesthetics/ Community 
Design (Architecture, code 
enforcement, trees) 3 8.6% 155 17.5% 0
Aesthetically the condos in my 
area 1

Aesthetics of Northgate 1
Trash in Elkhorn 1

Miscellaneous 0 0.0% 20 2.3% 0

TOTAL 35 887 0

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

General Land Use (e.g. 
mixed use, infill ) 3 10.0% 128 16.4% 3
Green buffer areas-too much 
big box commercial for the 
area 1
Mixed use projects (more) 1
Need to encourage smaller 
individual businesses with 
incentives 1
North Sacramento would be 
the areas that need to be 
changed for future population 1
Ose Project: Maintained it 
NCA Status as employment 
center not retail 1
River access for kids 1

Commercial Land Use (e.g. 
retail, shopping) 10 33.3% 129 16.6% 1
Big boxes (none) 2

Commercial corridors (beautify 
them ) with flags, street signs, 
attractive light standards, 
landscaped median, etc 1
Commercial Corridors 
(preserve)/Reverse trend 
toward building housing along 
commercial corridor [I-5] 1
Corner grocery stores 1
Grocery store  (local 
community) 1
Local mall 1

Neighborhood Question 4: What's your future?

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Neighborhood Question 4: What's your future?

Natomas Marketplace/ New 
entrance/ exit to Truxel Road/ 
access 2
Retail & restaurants/ Family/ 
pedestrian plaza which would 
include smaller scale retail and 
restaurants/ smaller 2

Employment Land Use (e.g. 
office, industrial, economic 
development) 1 3.3% 29 3.7% 0
Builders use public right of way 
as staging area 1

Housing (e.g. affordable, 
distribution) 3 10.0% 37 4.7% 0
Apartments (fewer) and less 
concentration of low income 
housing . 1
No housing along freeway 
within 500 ft or facing 1
We don’t want low density 
housing converted to mid or 
high 1

Mobility/ Accessibility (e.g. 
autos, pedestrians, bicycles, 
streetscape) 12 40.0% 175 22.5% 1
 I-5 (over crossing) 1
Bike trails (more)/ finish them 2
Build more highways 1
Highway 5 and highway 80 
Interchange 1
Light rail/ some like on Truxel 
some don't 2

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Neighborhood Question 4: What's your future?

Northgate Interchange 1
Pedestrian path/bikeway to 
Inderkum High from North 
Park Drive 1
Public transportation (reliable) 1
Regional Transit 1
Traffic lights need adjusting 1
Walkway improvements on El 
Centro and Del Paso Blvd. 1

People 0 0.0% 6 0.8% 0

Public Facilities/ Private 
Institutions (e.g. churches, 
community ctrs., private 
clubs) 1 3.3% 76 9.8% 2
Community center needs to be 
expanded 1
No places for the kids to 
gather 1
Schools suck and the kids 
don’t even attend school in 
Natomas 1

Public/ Personal Safety/ 
Nuisance 0 0.0% 21 2.7% 0

Entertainment/ Restaurants/ 
Community Activities (e.g. 
Festival, cultural activities) 0 0.0% 33 4.2% 1
Need to encourage art in the 
community by requiring to be 
included with new 
development 

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Neighborhood Question 4: What's your future?

Parks/ Recreation/ Open 
Space 0 0.0% 89 11.4% 2
Need a community pool 1
No places to play basketball 1

Aesthetics/ Community 
Design (Architecture, code 
enforcement, trees) 0 0.0% 49 6.3% 0

Miscellaneous 0 0.0% 7 0.9% 0

TOTAL 30 779 10

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

General Land Use (e.g. 
mixed use, infill ) 0 0.0% 19 3.2% 1
Land uses within walking 
distance (attractive shops, 
restaurants that you don't have 
to drive to, like SF has) 1

Commercial Land Use (e.g. 
retail, shopping) 4 11.1% 70 11.9% 1
Businesses (small) 1
Less chain stores and 
restaurants and more quaint 
walkable plazas 1
Make small commercial areas 
within neighborhoods such as 
coffee shops (rezone to allow 
for small commercial shops/ 
restaurants. 1
Shopping centers 1
Smaller-scale, local, unique 
retail 1

Employment Land Use (e.g. 
office, industrial, economic 
development) 0 0.0% 1 0.2% 0

Housing (e.g. affordable, 
distribution) 0 0.0% 21 3.6% 0

Mobility/ Accessibility (e.g. 
autos, pedestrians, bicycles, 
streetscape) 3 8.3% 110 18.6% 2
Alternate Community 
Transportation 1

Neighborhood Question 5: What makes a great neighborhood?

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Neighborhood Question 5: What makes a great neighborhood?

Bike lanes (protected with 
buffer from street and 
connectivity) 1
Regional Transit (light rail) 1
Walkability 1
Walkable neighborhoods 1

People 4 11.1% 65 11.0% 0
Community Involvement for 
Public Policy Planning 1
Concerned Neighbors 1
Neighbors (good) 1
Sense of community 1

Public Facilities/ Private 
Institutions (e.g. churches, 
community ctrs., private 
clubs) 4 11.1% 78 13.2% 0
Good neighborhood schools 3
Informal community gathering 
places 1

Public/ Personal Safety/ 
Nuisance 7 19.4% 70 11.9% 0
Police and Fire protection 1
Public safety (Adequate 
facility, personal, and 
resources) 4
Safe Neighborhoods 2

Entertainment/ Restaurants/ 
Community Activities (e.g. 
Festival, cultural activities) 3 8.3% 16 2.7% 0
Community events and 
activities 2

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Neighborhood Question 5: What makes a great neighborhood?

Cultural and entertainment 1

Parks/ Recreation/ Open 
Space 4 11.1% 90 15.3% 1
Diversity of parks and open 
space 1
Park recreation 1
Parks 1
Quality Open Space 2

Aesthetics/ Community 
Design (Architecture, code 
enforcement, trees) 6 16.7% 45 7.8% 5
Clean, neat, and beautiful 
(environment) 1 1
Different architectural housing 
styles w/varied landscapes 1
Greenbelts/walkways/trees 1
Location 1
Neighborhood layouts that 
promotes connections 
between people  1
Neighborhood watch programs 1
Planters, trees, and 
landscaping 1
Preservation of trees and 
planting trees 1
Trees (shade) 2

Miscellaneous 1 2.8% 5 0.8% 0
Introduce to all neighborhoods 
each other 1

TOTAL 36 590 10

*For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

General Land Use (e.g. 
mixed use, infill ) 0 0.0% 5 0.3% 0

Commercial Land Use (e.g. 
retail, shopping) 17 15.6% 198 13.2% 0
Arden Fair Mall 3
Downtown Mall 3
Natomas Marketplace 1
Old Sacramento 8
Tower district (café & books) 2

Employment Land Use (e.g. 
office, industrial, economic 
development) 0 0.0% 7 0.5% 0

Housing (e.g. affordable, 
distribution) 0 0.0% 1 0.1% 0

Mobility/ Accessibility (e.g. 
autos, pedestrians, bicycles, 
streetscape) 1 0.9% 25 1.7% 0
Walkable (downtown) 1

People 0 0.0% 4 0.3% 0

Public Facilities/ Private 
Institutions (e.g. churches, 
community ctrs., private 
clubs) 11 10.1% 281 18.7% 0
Cal Expo 2
City College 1
Community center/ Hart Senior 
Center 1
Convention Center 1
Medical/ UCD MC 1

Citywide Question 1: What are the great places?

 * For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Citywide Question 1: What are the great places?

Sacramento International/ 
Airport / (nearby) 2
Sacramento State 1
State Capitol 2

Public/ Personal Safety/ 0 0.0% 1 0.1% 0

Entertainment/ Restaurants/ 
Community Activities (e.g. 
Festival, cultural activities) 29 26.6% 354 23.6% 0
Arco Arena 4
Community theater 1
Crocker Art Museum 3
Fairytale town 1
Farmers' Market 1

Garden Hwy (river restaurants) 2
I-Max 1
Music circus 1
Raley Field 7
Restaurants (& shops in 
Midtown) 2
Sacramento Zoo 6

Parks/ Recreation/ Open 
Space 38 34.9% 512 34.1% 0
Agricultural area & farmland 1
American River 5
American River Parkway 7
Bike trails [on map highlighted 
along the American River] 1
Capitol Park 3
Discovery Park 3
Golf course 1
McKinley Park 4

 * For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Citywide Question 1: What are the great places?

Riverfront 1
Sacramento River/ (fishing, 
boating, eating, biking) 5
Sutter's Fort 1
William Land Park 6

Aesthetics/ Community 
Design (Architecture, code 
enforcement, trees) 13 11.9% 108 7.2% 0
Downtown/ (shopping, 
restaurants, & light rail) 3
Dry Creek Corridor [between 
Elkhorn Blvd. & Del Paso 
Blvd.] 1
Elmwood neighborhood ( on T 
Street) 1
Fab 40's 2
Landpark neighborhood 1
Midtown/ (great restaurants) 4
Trees 1

Miscellaneous 0 0.0% 4 0.3% 0

TOTAL 109 1500 0

 * For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

General Land Use (e.g. 
mixed use, infill ) 8 13.3% 83 11.9% 0
McClellan Nuclear stuff 1
Sprawl (Suburbs) 1

U.P. Railyards/ Need to 
develop/ (development is slow) 6

Commercial Land Use (e.g. 
retail, shopping) 7 11.7% 87 12.5% 0
Arden Fair Mall 1

K Street Mall 1
N. of 12th Street 1
Natomas Marketplace/ (traffic 
plans) 2

Stockton Blvd. (blight) 1
Wal-mart's 1

Employment Land Use (e.g. 
office, industrial, economic 
development) 0 0.0% 11 1.6% 0

Housing (e.g. affordable, 
distribution) 1 1.7% 42 6.0% 0
Homeless issue 1

Mobility/ Accessibility (e.g. 
autos, pedestrians, bicycles, 
streetscape) 26 43.3% 222 31.9% 0
16th Street [on map 
highlighted between F Street & 
Exposition Blvd.] 1

Citywide Question 2: What don't you like?

 * For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Citywide Question 2: What don't you like?

Access to the river (limited 
vehicle access over American 
River) 1
Bus station-Greyhound 2
Crossings over the river (few) 1
Freeway (80 to I-5 
intersection) 1
Freeway congestion/ ( I-5 & 
99) 5
Highway connections 1
I-5 dividing city from river 1
I-5 downtown corridor 1
Parking (lack of downtown) 3

Public transportation 
(inadequate) /(light rail security 
& cleanliness)/(lack of) 4
Road maintenance is poor 1
Traffic (congestion)/ 
(conditions are poor) 2
Traffic calming (downtown) 1
Watt Ave. traffic 1

People 0 0.0% 6 0.9% 0

Public Facilities/ Private 
Institutions (e.g. churches, 
community ctrs., private 
clubs) 2 3.3% 45 6.5% 0
Executive airport 1
Loaves & fishes 1

Public/ Personal Safety/ 
Nuisance 6 10.0% 38 5.5% 0

 * For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Citywide Question 2: What don't you like?

Bike path (safety along bike 
path on the American River) 1
Crime in Jiboom Street area 1
Crime on Meadowview 
neighborhood 1
Lawless (nights in Old 
Sacramento) 1
Police service (lack of) & lack  
fire service 2

Entertainment/ Restaurants/ 
Community Activities (e.g. 
Festival, cultural activities) 1 1.7% 18 2.6% 0
Lack of entertainment 1

Parks/ Recreation/ Open 
Space 2 3.3% 21 2.9% 0
Bridges over the American 
River [on map they circled 160 
over American river] 1
Riverfront development (lack 
of) 1

Aesthetics/ Community 
Design (Architecture, code 
enforcement, trees) 6 10.0% 90 12.9% 0
Architecture (lack of interesting 
architectural buildings) 1
Del Paso & Arden Way 
intersection 1
Florin area (deterioration) 1
N. of 16th Street 1

 * For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Citywide Question 2: What don't you like?

Oak Park (deterioration of 
neighborhood) 1
S. Natomas (deterioration of 
neighborhood) 1

Miscellaneous 1 1.7% 33 4.7% 0
Air quality 1

TOTAL 60 695 0

 * For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

General Land Use (e.g. 
mixed use, infill ) 4 12.5% 70 17.2% 0
Growth (manage & restrict 
growth-land use policies & 
planning)/ Controlled 2
Mix use development 1
Natomas Plan (stick to it?) 1

Commercial Land Use (e.g. 
retail, shopping) 1 3.1% 7 1.7% 0
Old Sacramento (improve) 1

Employment Land Use (e.g. 
office, industrial, economic 
development) 0 0.0% 19 4.7% 0

Housing (e.g. affordable, 
distribution) 3 9.4% 47 11.6% 0

Affordable Housing (programs 
for home ownership) 2
Homelessness (address the 
issue) 1

Mobility/ Accessibility (e.g. 
autos, pedestrians, bicycles, 
streetscape) 9 28.1% 101 24.9% 0
Improve transportation (transit 
& roads)/ options 4
Light-rail (more useable) 1
Public transportation (more)/ 
reliable 3
Walkability/ more pedestrian 
friendly town centers & 
neighborhoods 1

Citywide Question 3: What would make Sacramento more livable?

 * For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Citywide Question 3: What would make Sacramento more livable?

People 0 0.0% 9 2.2% 0

Public Facilities/ Private 
Institutions (e.g. churches, 
community ctrs., private 
clubs) 2 6.3% 38 9.4% 0
Community programs (Youth, 
Seniors & arts + culture) 1
Schools (put city as controlling 
part of unified local control)/ 
Good 1

Public/ Personal Safety/ 
Nuisance 4 12.5% 25 6.1% 0

Safety (public)/ less crime/(air 
quality) 4

Entertainment/ Restaurants/ 
Community Activities (e.g. 
Festival, cultural activities) 2 6.3% 21 5.2% 0
Entertainment district (like 
Austin, Seattle & Outdoor 
shopping like Santa Monica 
Promenade) 1
Restaurants (more waterfront 
restaurants-eating) 1

Parks/ Recreation/ Open 
Space 3 9.4% 33 8.1% 0
Open Space (more) 1

 * For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
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Table Responses* Area J

% of 
Total 
Area J

Total 
from all 
THFs

% of all 
THFs Other**

Citywide Question 3: What would make Sacramento more livable?

Rivers (riverfront development: 
restaurants, entertainment, 
shopping)/ (Better usage of 
rivers for example along 
Garden Hwy) 2

Aesthetics/ Community 
Design (Architecture, code 
enforcement, trees) 2 6.3% 17 4.2% 0
Code enforcement (enforce 
building codes) 1
Trees 1

Miscellaneous 2 6.3% 19 4.7% 0

Air quality 2

TOTAL 32 407 0

 * For analysis purposes, 11 categories were created as a framework to assess the responses.
**These are the written responses to the exercise by the participants that did not attend the Town Hall Forum.

Sacramento General
Plan Update

Town Hall Forum Natomas Charter School
6/16/2005

26 of 26


