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A. Workshop #1 Overview 

The first workshop for the Washington Specific Plan Update was held on Monday, April 8, 2019, at 
Westside Cafe at C and 3rd Streets. The workshop was set up as an “open house” with several stations 
providing information and receive community feedback on various concepts for the Specific Plan Update 
related to the public realm, infill development and urban form, pedestrian and vehicular circulation, and 
the historic district in the Washington neighborhood of West Sacramento. Around 15 community 
members attended and provided input.  

This summary provides an overview of the workshop and the feedback provided by the community on the 
overall information presented at the stations. 

Station #1: Planning Overlay Areas 
Station #1 displays information about the Planning Overlay Areas and Regulating Plan from Washington 
Realized. The Regulating Plan articulates the desired building form and architectural style for each 
planning overlay area.  

Station #2: Potential Infill Development 
Station #2 displays information about potential infill development opportunities. The potential scale of 
future infill was conveyed by a 3D model of the area. The display board also described the defining 
features of the Washington area that are important to the neighborhood today and will continue to be 
enhanced in the future, including the riverfront, historic core, public realm, and multi-purpose bridge.  
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Station #3: Urban Form and Scale of Infill 
Station #3 displays additional information about the urban form and scale of infill. The display board 
provides additional views of the 3D model, as well as background information on vacant and 
underutilized sites and the General Plan designations, which regulate the density and intensity of 
development.  

Station #4: Circulation  
Station #4 displays information on existing and proposed vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian circulation, as 
well as current parking supply and potential future parking demand and the goals and policies articulated 
in Washington Realized for managing parking. 

Station #5: Placemaking  
Station #5 displays information on parks, recreation, public art, and other placemaking features. It shows 
examples of gateways, lighting, public art, sidewalks, murals, plazas, and other features, and describes the 
implementation strategy for incorporating art into the Washington neighborhood.  
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B. Community Feedback 

The following is a summary of community feedback on questions asked at the workshop: 
 
1. New Development – What have you liked about recent development projects in the Washington 

neighborhood and how could the next ones be done better? 
 
The most common responses were about wanting to see more parks and play structures for kids and 
families. Others loved the new development projects, but suggested including more frequent public 
transportation, bike infrastructure, and electric car charging stations. Two respondents suggested helping 
owners turn mobile home parks into tiny house villages. One respondent wanted to see more street-
facing retail at future office buildings, and another respondent wanted to make sure these new 
developments managed the landscaping and maintained weeds adequately. Another respondent 
suggested adding a solar farm to the Broderick Area. 
 
2. Street Environment – Do the public streets/sidewalks feel comfortable and safe to you as a 

resident or visitor?  
 
Most respondents had complaints about the quality and availability of sidewalks. Many respondents 
explained that the current sidewalks are either too narrow or are uneven and unsafe for residents. B Street 
and 3rd Street were mentioned often as the areas where improvements need to take place. Other 
respondents suggested adding more bike lanes throughout the area, safer pedestrian and bike crossings 
at 3rd Street and the railroad track, and a four way stop at 4th Street and B Street. One respondent 
answered that the current state of the streetscape is marginal and that the bicycle traffic is out of control. 
Another respondent mentioned that the Riverwalk and Broderick ramp area are not safe or clean and 
would like it to be improved. Another respondent suggested adding landscaping, art, and lighting.  
 
3. Adaptive Reuse – What is your opinion of the adaptive reuse of older buildings for commercial 

establishments (e.g., Burgers and Brew, La Crosta Pizza)? 
 
Most respondents said the adaptive reuse of older buildings is a great idea and are happy that it doesn’t 
hold up development, inspires modernization, and preserves historic features and charm while adding 
character to the neighborhood. Other respondents said that even though they thought the adaptive reuse 
of older buildings is an excellent idea, they mentioned being sad that the 3rd Street and D Street building 
is being torn down. Another respondent mentioned they would like to see more small businesses.  
 
4. Pedestrian Circulation – Are there additional improvements to the pedestrian circulation system 

that are needed to implement the vision for a walkable neighborhood? 
 
Respondents mentioned wanting to have vehicular stop lights and pedestrian crossing signals to connect 
the Riverfront walkways at Tower Bridge. Adding a creative variety of benches was another suggestion. 
Other respondents wanted to see green bike lanes with solar LEDs in pavement at night at the C 
Street/Sacramento Avenue/Reed Avenue location. Another respondent mentioned wanting to see 
improvements at 6th Street/7th Street/G Street/West Capitol.  
 
 
 



Washington Specific Plan Update | Workshop #1 Summary 

April 2019 4 

5. Scale of Infill Development – What are your impressions of the scale of potential new infill 
development shown on the workshop boards? 

 
Overall most respondents expressed favorable impressions of the potential infill development. One 
respondent liked the type of infill shown but wants to make sure that low-income housing in the area and 
adjacent areas are properly dealt with, as well as making sure there is adequate transportation provided. 
Other respondents had suggestions to include three-story homes with rooftops, or would prefer to not 
have tall buildings as they would obstruct the sun on existing homes. Another respondent expressed a 
desire for quality accessible paths to the river and making sure new buildings would not block access. 
 
6. Historic Preservation – In a changing Washington environment, how do you preserve and 

strengthen the identity of the historic district?  
 
Respondents mentioned the need to require certain features in new development. For example, buildings 
should require historical features such as colors and trims and appropriate fencing should be required for 
the historical district like white picket fencing and no chain link. Responses also included making sure that 
new buildings do not have ‘cookie-cutter’ architectural styles, and that vintage home codes are required 
for upkeep to ban the use of inappropriate materials like vinyl windows. Another respondent wanted to 
see historical homes on E Street across from CalSTRS moved to 4th Street. Another respondent answered: 
“Do your best to preserve, but don’t lose momentum.”  
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Station #1: Planning Overlay Areas 
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Station #2: Defining Features  
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Station #3: Urban Form and Scale of Infill
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Station #4: Circulation 
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Station #5: Placemaking 
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