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PARKS PROVIDE EGONOMIG, PUBLIG HEALTH,
ENVIRONMENTAL, GOMMUNITY, AND
EDUCATIONAL VALUE

» Today’'s urban parks serve as “green engines to help
address nearly every critical urban need — health to

housing, to education and environmental justice, and

“Parks are vital to the health and
enrichment of our communities, from
teaching children to be stewards of
their natural environments, to keeping
residents of all ages healthy, happy, and
connected.”

JANE RIVERA, PuD

Chair, City of Austin PARD Board

" (City Parks Alliance)

countering sprawl to combating crime

EGONOMIC & GOMMUNITY VALUES

»Redeveloped parks can reduce vacancy

PARKS PROVIDE HANDS-ON
ENVIRONMENTAL EDUCATION

»Exposure to the outdoors improves children’s rates and increase satety

N

analytical thinking and problem solving wlncreased social connections and

»Summer activities and education in parks can community cohesion can combat the

impacts of social isolation and loneliness

(TPL Healthy Parks Plan)

help to close opportunity gaps

HOW AUSTIN GOMPARES

VIPARA Al \

PARK SYSTEM OVERVIEW & ACCESS

The City of Austin has an expansive park system, but only 60% of residents live within walking distance of a park.

PEER CITY SELEGTION GRITERIA

Austin is unique in many ways, and its park

This is low among peer cities and the nation, where the median access score among largest US cities is 65%.

20.9 34 4
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SAN ANTONIU
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system retlects this. |t is the state capital of
Texas and is home of the tflagship campus

of the University of Texas. The city is rapidly

growing, experiencing a population increase
ot almost 25% since 2010. Long known for its
thriving music scene, the city is also a hub for the

technology and software industries.

The Trust for Public Land selected comparison cities based on:

GROWTH

» Were experiencing similar growth, such as Atlanta (14% increase in
population since 2010) and Dallas (13% increase in pop since 2010).

REGIONAL / TEXAS

» San Antonio & Dallas were included to capture elements that are
unique to the region.

JALLAS
ATLANTA

CLIMATE & WEATHER

» Cities were also selected that experience similar weather to Austin, as
a similar climate means comparable challenges.

SAN DIEG(

POPULATION DENSITY
» Finally, cities were selected that were comparable in population
density. % OF POPULATION WITHIN A TO-MINUTE WALK OF A PARK LLJ
PORTLAND, OR SAN DIEGO, CA DALLAS, TX E AT| ANTA 2.9
HEEEEEE EEEEEE EEEEEE N 0 = Acres
a0 K pa B p1 2 PORTLAND 36% . P
O 9§ U0 § Ul | LuJ ) 0 = PORTLAND Acres
| peopleperiacre i people peracre Jl people peracre cy OANDIEGO 117 o= . 6.8
HEEEEE EEE L] o = SAN DIEGO Acres
- 2 ATLANTA 66% o — 75
——l AUSTIN 50% = Acres

ATLANTA, GA SAN ANTONIO, TX - == AUSTIN 8.7
HEEEER HEEEEEN =€ [ALLAS 607% 0o feres
E&E%.. | d SAN ANTONIO ~ 38% > Acres

PARK SYSTEM SPENDING

PUBLIC SPENDING

» Austin spends less than aspirational comparison

FACILITIES & AMENITIES

Austin is well-served in terms of recreational amenities and tacilities, surpassing peers in certain areas
such as miles of bikeway and disc golt courses, but talling short in others. Austin might consider

expansion of multi-use fields for baseball and softball. The city should explore strategies to cities Portland and San Diego, is on par with
Dallas, and spends more than San Antonio and

Atlanta.
PRIVATE SPENDING

» Spending by non-profits (foundations, conservancies,

increase nature programing and nature facilities as well as the expansion of multi-generational

facilities that promote community programming and recreation.

Community teedback indicated a strong preterence tor natural areas and amenities that allow tor various

recreational uses, particularly trails. Trails improve connectivity to existing parks while oftering exercise and etc.) makes up asignificant portion of park

[ ] . O . . .
access to nature. New and improved trails can be added to parks as Austin invests in its existing parks. investment, totalling 14% of all park investment in Austin.
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WHAT |5 MOST IMPORTANTT0 YOU?
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k& NATURAL OPEN SPACE IS

IMPORTANT FOR KIDS AS WELL
FUNDING SHOULD BE EVENLY DISTRIBUTED k& pEASE IMPROVE AS ADULTS. LET'S NOT GLUTTER
OUTDOOR LIGHTING AND POLIGE OUR GREEN SPAGES WITH

BETWEEN ACQUISITION OF NEW PARKLAND,
MAINTENANCE, IMPROVEMENT OF EXISTING
PARKS, IMPROVING PARK AGCESS, AND
ADDING/ENHANCING PROGRAMS

MANUFACTURED PLAYGROUND
EQUIPMENT AND SPORTS AREAS. 77

PRESENCE IN THE EVENING, SO
THAT IT FEELS SAFER T0 WALK
AND JOG... AFTER DARK. 77

k& HOMELESS CAMPING MAKES
PART OF TRAILS FEEL UNSAFE.
PIGNIC TABLES AT PAVILION USUALLY
OCCUPIED BY HOMELESS PEOPLE
ALL DAY. DARK PARTS OF TRAILS AND
SIDEWALKS FEEL UNSAFE AT NIGHT, 79

k& \o MOTORIZED
ANYTHING ON THE
TRAILS PLEASE. 77

GROWING DEMAND FOR TRAILS WITHIN
PARKS AND CONNECTING PEOPLE TO PARKS

&& \E NEED A NIGE [FENGED IN] DOG
PARK THAT HAS GRASS THAT IS SOMEWHAT
GENTRAL. FOR OUR SIZE CITY THE OPTIONS
ARE MINIMAL. 77

k& pLEASE CRACK DOWN ON OFF-
LEASH DOGS AND ISSUE FINES... 1 AM OK

WITH ADDITIONAL DEDICATED OFF-LEASH
SPACE AS LONG AS RULES ARE ENFORCED
ELSEWHERE. 77

MORE DEDICATED/FENGED SPACES FOR DOGS
(DOG PARKS & SECLUDED OFF-LEASH ZONES)
ALONGSIDE DEDICATION AND ENFORGEMENT

OF DOG-FREE AND LEASHED-DOG ZONES

k& |F THERE IS GOING TO BE
AN OFF LEASH AREA, IT NEEDS
TO BE SECLUDED AND AWAY

FROM PLAYSCAPES. 77

k& MORE NATURE,
LESS VENDORS. 77

&k STOP HOSTING ACL
AND TRAIL OF LIGHTS.

ké GIVE THE PARK BACK TO
LIVELY DEBATE ON THE BALANGE BETWEEN ururiatnsoames oo || THE Y pavERS. 7
ORGANIZED SPORTS AND ATHLETIC FACILITIESVS. | ARTIFIciaL pLAYSGAPES & KEEP PROFIT

MADE T0 LOOK NATURAL). 77 OUT OF THE PARKS. Y

NATURAL AREAS WITH MINIMAL INTERVENTION

GOMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 10 DA

JAL

Environmental Features

_ PARD Park (owned and/or maintained)
Other Non-PARD Open Space
Waterways

Political Boundaries

County Boundaries

City of Austin
WILLIAMSON

& Austin Limited Purpose Planning
Austin 2 Mile ETJ; 5 Mile ETJ

Beyond Austin Juristiction

\ y _ S W =3 Transportation
Q \éf\ - | / % “ — MetroRail Commuter Line (Existing / Under Construction) _
U U M M U N ITY EORGE WASHINGTON CARVER MUSEUM N | Oher{nenpassengen Refl Lines
I 8 9 1165 Angelina Street A X . e, % & Downtown Austin
November 8, 2018, 6pm-8pm TRAVIS e - 5 _E N @ Airport
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PHASE ONE .
¢ QURTHWEST RECREATION GENTER AoED oy \ ®
T \ ®
NOVEMBER 8 - (4, 2018 2913 Northland Drive -~ SR
November 10, 2018, 1lam-lpm ;{f‘_ . : A TRAVIS
Open houses focused on the - e / OLEEQO oy by
, ‘« m j / . Recreation Center
question “what do our parks I ausmvn “GUS” L. GARCIA RECREATION CENTER 4 M. ©)
P P 1201 E Rundberg Lane \ _
mean to you?” and solicited = ot ) f
teedback on: > ) | o} % 5& (
= O
» Current strengths, deficiencies, o ITTMAR RECREATION CENTER @o i o czxafh:‘azz*::z?“jﬁ'
o LL] 1009 W Dittmar Road '_‘*“» w‘/
opportunifies, &ChO”engeS -T November 13, 2018, 6pm-8pm o A § ‘s }\Heg
" o = i S = N
» Facility and program priorities a \,. ° ,j S L /
IESTA GARDENS BUILDING ~ *)b/ Sy o “ L
» BudgeT prioriTies & trade-offs 2101 Jesse E. Segovia Street J.‘ ‘ \. '
. ., November 14, 2018, 6pm-8pm \ -\ o& E’e‘jr);g?:r: o .
(e.g., “money game”) -8 e
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COMPLETED . eecr er 2‘(’;]‘; e BASTROP
POP-UP SERIES # AL BV e Moo 10 | '
PHASE ONE D
® © ve.ce00ze rve Tivker - N
DECEMBER 4, 2018 - JANUARY 2, 2018 Decemier &, 5018, 7om - 105 NN, e )
Est. Attendance: 600 N E
Pop-ups as part of existing events
P-UpsS as p xISTING ev = GASIAN AMERICAN RESOURCE G MT SUPERMARKET 0 HOWSON BRANCH LIBRARY * G MLK COMMUNITY FESTIVAL
or hlghly Tr(]fﬂCI(ed |OC(]'|'iOﬂS (69 . I CENTER MASTER PLAN MEETING #I 10901 N Lamar Boulevard G 2500 Exposition Boulevard MLK Statue at The University of Texas at Austin
3200 Jones Road January 5, 2019, 10am - 2pm January 12, 2019, Tlam - Tpm Huston-Tillotson College
libraries, farmers markets) provided ; December 11, 2018, 6pm — 8pm Est. Attendance: 100 Est. Attendance: 10 January 21, 2019, 9am - 2pm
Est. Attendance: 50 e 0 Est. Attendance: 300
opportunities to share information c D YMCA MOBILE MARKET SPICENQUDSPRINGS BRANCH g
Ll MOVIES IN THE PARK YMCA of East Austin Branch LIBRARY * LADY BIRD JOHNSON WILDFLOWER GENTER *
ObOUT The p|Cm Ond eXTend The m Zilker Park 5315 Ed Bluestein Boulevard 8637 Spicewood Springs Road 4801 La Crosse Avenue
_ _ _ LLl December 13, 2018, 6pm — 8pm January 10, 2019, 4pm - 7pm January 12, 2019, 2pm — 4:45pm DATE, Time
|mpOCT O-F The COmmuany Meehng I Est. Attendance: 200 Est. Attendance: 100 Est. Attendance: 12 Est. Attendance: 68
Series #1 by engaging residents and = GSFG FARMERS MARKET AT QTUWNLAKE YMCA
. _ SUNSET VALLEY * 1100 W Cesar Chavez Street
stakeholders outside of the meeting 5200 Jones Road January 19, 2019, 10am - Tpm
: December 15, 2018, 9am — 1pm Est. Attendance: 150
SeTTlng Est. Attendance: 100
*Indicates Adisa Communications . 7 'rll' i GUMMUNITY MEETING
attended; all others staffed by PARD o | a B AT GUS GARCIA
B v ” RECREATION GENTER

4400+

RESPONSES

9,000

COMMENTS

ONLINE COMMUNITY
SURVEY

NOVEMBER 27, 2018 - JANUARY 27, 2019

PHASE ONE

LBJ WILDFLOWER
GENTER POP-UP WITH
MONEY GAME

The online survey provided an additional torum for participation. It was
advertised via flyers, email blasts and social meeting, signage, CAP Metro
and media/radio ads. Questions focused on current interests and needs of

the community related to parks and recreational facilities.

STATISTICALLY VALID
SURVEY

JANUARY 2019 - MARCH 2019

» This survey provides
statistically valid results that

325

RESPONSES

have a margin of error of
+/-3.5% at the 95% level of
confidence at the City level
and for the six PARD planning
sub areas within the City.

PHASE ONE

This survey was administered via telephone, mail, and internet and was

translated as needed in order to capture with a degree of certainty the needs

and priorities of all residents in the city—not just those who choose to participate
in other forms of engagement. This survey was designed to validate and

complement other engagement through the use ot more in-depth questions.

COMMUNITY
MEETING AT DITTMAR
RECREATION CENTER

UUR PARKS AUSTIN PARKS & RECREATION
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PROS CONSULTING. THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND. ETC INSTITUTE
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COMMUNITY SURVEY RESULTS

JESINTANNOS | A FNI\ A INITARIL \

GENERAL PARK USE & VALUE ABOUT THE SURVEY

WHAT DO YOU VALUE? WHAT KEEPS YOU FROM
49% I; BEAUTY #1 Easytogetto - USING PARKS') .

(e.g., natural features, #5 Safety +
VISIT PARKS landscape, views) # I CRIME OR SAFETY #4 Inadequate parking

#B Places to exercise or be active

WEEKLY HP PACSTO #7 Quiet places and places fo CONCERNS #0 Presence of people, sness cuhPLETED THE ONLINE SURVEY!

relax
NATURE NO PARKS OR #6 Lackof lighting

#2 FACILITIES CLOSE .
Parks & facilities do not
#3 CLEANLINESS TO HOME #1 appear clean

PARKS APPEAR B Lockofaworenessofwr WHO TOOK THE SURVEY...

programs are offered

2|7
0 DEGRADED
/0« —INVESTMENT PRIORITIES —  #3 gremore ™ 00

MONTHLY 0 e ¢ FAMILY SIZE

ACQUIRE LAND 42% L‘VE ‘\I
0 —~WHAT PARKS DO YOU VISIT '] '( A 2-PERSON
16% o et OUTSIDE OF AUSTIN? HOUSEHDLD

S E 20%

VI SIT PARKS MAINTAIN Improve access fo parks and faciltes through 2 8 0/ I 7 (y
DAILY 0 VISIT 0 VISIT AG E
20% Improve existing parks and facilites through TRAVIS COUNTY LCRA PARKS -
IMPROVE ACCESS T G A 46% ARE 35-04

YEARGS 0L

TENURE
RECREATION & PROGRAM PREFERENCES

WHAT PROGRAMS WOULD KEEP
" UUYOUATAPARK MORE? |

VE
387 arrse 127 eirness IN AUSTIN FOR
CULTURE & SPORTS
» Musical or theatrical performances » Fitness classes (e.g., yoga, zumba, L E S S T H A \I ‘ U
» Public art & art programs boot camps, circuit training) Y E A R S
» Movies in the park » Organized Sports Leagues

» Culture & heritage events - =S
MULTI-GENERATIONAL O

0 0 COMMUNITY CENTERS i =

24/0 GROUP |2/0 NATURE NATURE TRAILS

GATHERINGS PROGRAMS HOW WE GOT THE WORD QUT...

» Activity groups (e.g., walking clubs, » Nature education

I , gardening) (birding, etc.)
s Netghborhond ohering: & bt e — DESIRED PROGRAMS IN THE - WEB

» Stewardship & volunteer opportunities NEXT |0 YE ARS : EUBG L‘ ﬁ \S_Tl\g il A,
— DESIRED AMENITIES & FACILITIES o #| erocrams #2 wrocrams H#3 exerc: g

EXERCISE TEXT
IN THE NEXT [0 YEARS... PROGRAMS
PRINT

FE| NTione " | warumecenrers DESIRED YOUTH PROGRAMS IN
— n =%  FLYERS, LAWN
249 NATURAL AREAS & 49 gﬁégsﬁTfYRQEPNAL THE NEXT 10 YEARS... ~— SIGNS
MULTI-PURPOSE TRAILS COMMUNITY CENTERS # I ZXI\I\:IIII\:SER # Egyl-ll;l:)N # zt/.J\ll:’l/lllrsER
#3 rorwauanc mmme, - #3 | rorrec awre kT PUATION v . MEDIA
— 1RO &

PARK USE PREFERENGES BY PARK TYPE
MOST FREQUENTLY VISITED

NATURE-BASED PLAY ELEMENTS

COMMUNITY GARDENS

NEIGHBORHOOD/SCHOOL/POCKET PARK o ey —m
e e — = ALL-ABILITIES PLAYGROUND |

= ENJOY NATURE =2 WATER-BASED PLAY FEATURE

€  PLAYGROUND/PLAY STRUCTURE g PICNIC TABLES

_—

== PIONIC/RELAX E LOOP TRAIL

: POOL/WATER FEATURE = | B LI

— = CLIMBING WAL

B RECREATIONALSPORTS

g OPEN LAWN

Lio  EVENTS (FESTIVAL RACES. FARMERS MARKET) PLAYSCAPES

DISTRICT/METROPOLITAN PARK —————————————— — —

2,098 RESPONDENTS g WALK/RUN/HIKE/BIKE/HORSEBACK RIDING ON TRAILS NATURE-BASED PLAY ELEMENTS

= ENJOYNATURE = COMMUNITY GARDEN

= ]

€y  PLAYGROUND/PLAY STRUCTURE o OFF-LEASHDOG AREAS

= PICNIC/RELAX =3 BATHROOMS

== =

— p—  AL-ABILITIES PLAYGROUND
POOL/WATER FEATURE —

— = 00PTRAL

= RECREATIONALSPORTS = \ATURE CENTERS

g OFF-LEASH DOG AREAS 0ISC GOLE

IIC  EVENTS (FESTIVAL RAGES, FARMERS MARKET WATER-BASED PLAY FEATURE

I[756ZRREEPUEN!]‘!NIT%ELT/ GREEMKYY —F 75 —Y7Z7Z9ZY¥Y¥Y¥7070700092D——0——00—797/————— —
'

WATER ACCESS
OFF-LEASH DOG AREAS

MOUNTAIN BIKING TRAILS

WANT MORE...

HORSEBACK RIDING

UUR PARKS AUSTIN PARKS & RECREATION
OURFUTURE =" | ONG RANGE PLAN B N )

PARKS
y_& \RECREATION FOUNDATION

AUSTINTEXAS.GOV/AUSTINFUTUREPARKS IN GOLLABURATION WITH:

H#AUSTINFUTUREPARKS ADISA COMMUNICATIONS. GO COLLABORATIVE. STUDIO BALCONES.
PROS CONSULTING. THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND. ETC INSTITUTE
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People express a desire for parks
that feel more natural.
» rustic finishes not paved areas

» undeveloped, wild natural spaces

» more native plants

People are more interested in parks

that allow them to move (walk/
run/bike) as opposed to staying i
one place.

» nature and multipurpose trails

» connectivity between parks

In general, people care less abou

spaces for specific programming,

opting for more multi-use spaces.

» preserve green spaces
» bathrooms

» “natural” and “open” spaces

| A

\ A

People are concerned about both

the lack of parks near them and/or

their ability to get to parks.

» lack of adequate parking
» walkability issues

» no public transit access

<BAN

People recognize that urban spaces

exist at critical locations, and
express a concern that they are

underutilized.
» enhanced programming
» well-maintained green space

7\ K

A

People express a desire
for increased arts/culture
programming in parks.
» community focused programming

» cultural centers

INL

People are interested in
more hands-on educational
opportunities.

» youth education

» art-based education

» summer camps

People express a desire for parks
and programming to be more
inclusive.

» more publicity about activities

» free parking

» multi-generational programs

People are concerned that parks
are not being adequately taken
care of.

» more lighting and shade

» maintenance and recycling

» off-leash dog areas

1V

People are concerned about
the issue of homelessness on
many dimensions — safety, park

cleanliness, humanitarian.

» opportunity to work with homeless population

AASTF '

Proactively use environmental
infrastructure in parks to build a

more resilient city.

OUR PARKS
OUR FUTURE

2018 - 2028

)L AN THEMES
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k& pEASE SET ASIDE AREAS
IN PARKS WHERE NATIVE PLANTS
AND WILDFLOWERS CAN GROW.
MANY PARKS ARE MOWED AND
WEED-WACKED WITH VERY FEW
NATURAL AREAS. 77

k& pEASE DON'T DEVELOP
OUR NATURAL AREAS! WE NEED
NATURAL FORESTED AREAS TO
RELIEVE OURSELVES FROM THE
STRESS OF THE CITY, 77

k& guiT PUTTING
CONCRETE IN PARKS! THE
WHOLE POINT IS THE LACK
OF DEVELOPMENT, 7?

k& | WOULD LIKE MORE WELL
MAINTAINED AND MARKED/
MAPPED MOUNTAIN BIKE TRAILS.
SOUTH AUSTIN HAS AN AMAZING
TRAIL NETWORK THAT IS ALMOST
IMPOSSIBLE TO NAVIGATE BEGAUSE
THERE ARE NO SIGNS. 77

‘e BIKE TRAILS PLEASE!! ALL
THE WAY UP TO THE DOMAIN, IF
POSSIBLE. WHAT AN AMAZING ASSET
THAT WOULD BE! [SHOAL CREEK
GREENBELT] 77

&€ | LIKE THE IDEA OF PARKS
INTEGRATED INTO EVERY DAY LIFE.
SMALLER PARKS THROUGHOUT
THE CITY AND BETTER
GONNECTIVITY BETWEEN PARKS
GOULD ACHIEVE THIS. 77

N

k& FOCUS ON ACQUIRING MORE LAND
TO LEAVE AS NATURAL GREEN SPACE
WHERE PEOPLE CAN RELAX, HEAR BIRDS
AND GENERALLY COMMUNE WITH NATURE.
FORGET THE ORGANIZED ACTIVITIES AND
SPORTS. LET'S LEAVE SOME NATURAL
SPACES WHERE PLANTS AND ANIMALS
CAN THRIVE T0O. 79

f k& MORE PARKS THAT
EMBRACE NATURE AND AUSTIN
SPIRIT. DO WE REALLY NEED
MORE BUILDINGS IN THIS CITY???

k& THE CAPACITY TO ENJOY THE
PARKS AND NATURAL AREAS, IN AN
UNPROGRAMMED SETTING, IS WHAT
ENABLES MANY PEOPLES ENJOYMENT
AND USE OF AUSTIN PARKS. NO NEED
TO CLUTTER OR OVERPROGRAM 17

k& LIKE ITOR NOT, MOST
AUSTINITES HAVE TO DRIVE TO GET
AROUND TOWN. PARKING AT PARK
FACILITIES IS ANECESSITY. WE ARE
DECADES AWAY FROM HAVING A TRUE,
EASILY ACCESSIBLE MASS TRANSIT, 77

b€ | WOULD LIKE TO SEE
A BALANCE OF FACILITIES
IN ALL PARTS OF AUSTIN, IN
OTHER WORDS, THERE IS A
CONCENTRATION OF WONDERFUL
PARK AMENITIES CENTRAL WEST
BUT NOT CENTRAL EAST 7Y

k& | DON'T HAVE A POCKET PARK
GLOSE TO ME. DUE TO TRAFFIC AND
THE LACK OF SIDEWALKS AND BIKE
LANES, | HAVE TO DRIVE TO A PARK
TO ARRIVE SAFELY. 79

k& WOOLDRIDGE SQUARE IS SO
UNDERUTILIZED. | WISH THAT THERE WAS
MORE GOING ON THERE — 'S S0 CLOSE
T0 MY WORK, BUT | NEVER GO THAT WAY
BECAUSE THERE'S NOTHING GOING ON
THERE EXCEPT HOMELESS PEOPLE HANGING
OUT AND PEDESTRIANS SHORTCUTTING
THROUGH ON THEIR WAY SOMEWHERE ELSE?

k& BRUSH SQUARE SHOULD BE
AN OPPORTUNITY TO SHOW OFF
WHAT IS GREAT ABOUT AUSTIN'S
OUTDOOR CULTURE TO THOSE AT THE
CONVENTION CENTER, INSTEAD OF A
FORGOTTEN LAWN! %9

k&17'S A GEM. PLEASE KEEP
ITVIBRANT WITH QUALITY CARE
AND COMMUNITY EVENTS.

[REPUBLIC SQUARE] 77

k& |ENJOY MUSICAL AND THEATRICAL
PERFORMANGES IN THE PARKS BUT IN
REGENT YEARS THE CROWDS AT EVENTS
SUCH AS THE ZILKER HILLSIDE THEATER
AND BLUES ON THE GREEN HAVE MADE
ITTOO DIFFICULT TO ATTEND THESE
EVENTS, ESPECIALLY WITH CHILDREN. |
WOULD ENJOY SMALLER SCALE EVENTS AT
NEIGHBORHOOD PARKS 77

k& ||.0VE DOUGHERTY ARTS
CENTER AND THE WAY IT SERVES
BOTH VISUAL AND THEATRE ARTISTS.
| WOULD LOVE MORE SPAGES LIKE IT

k& MAKE MORE ART
ALONG TRAILS [BUTLER HIKE
AND BIKE TRAILI Y

ACROSS TOWN! 77

&& |F THERE ARE TO BE ARTS
PROGRAMS, THEY SHOULD PERTAIN TO
THE LOCAL NEIGHBORHOOD CULTURE
AND NOT BE BROUGHT IN FROM
oUTSIDE. 77

k& EDUCATE OUR YOUTH. ITIS COST
EFFECTIVE AND FUN. THERE ARE MANY
ACTIVITIES YOUTH CAN DO OUTSIDE AND

WE NEED THEM OUT IN NATURE AS MUCH

AS POSSIBLE. IT IS HEALTHY AND HAS BEEN
SHOWN TO BE CALMING AND DECREASES
ANXIETY, 77

&k WE NEED ECO GLASSES
AND GAMPS TO HAVE A
HEALTHIER AND MORE
SUSTAINABLE CITY, 77

k& AUSTIN HAS AN ABUNDANGE OF
SPACES FOR CHILDREN, YOUTH, AND
FAMILIES IN GCOMPARISON TO QUALITY
SPACES AND AGTIVITIES FOR THE GROWING
SENIOR POPULATION, PLEASE KEEP IN MIND
THE NEEDS OF SENIORS FOR NON-GROWDED
OR DESIGNATED WALKING, SWIMMING AND
SOCIAL ACTIVITIES. 7

k& OO MANY PROGRAMS
AT HIGH COSTS AND FEES. NEED
MORE ACCOMMODATIONS FOR
LOW INCOME FOLKS. 77

&& ¢iTY SHOULD NOT BE
CHARGING FOR PARKING AT TOWN
LAKE. THE TRAIL IS FORALLTO

ENJOY NOT JUST THOSE WHO GAN
AFFORD TO PAY FOR PARKING. 77

k& PLEASE IMPROVE OUTDOOR
LIGHTING AND POLICE PRESENCE

INTHE EVENING, SO THAT IT FEELS
SAFER TO WALK AND JOG AROUND
LADY BIRD LAKE AFTER DARK.7Y

k& MAINTENANGE OF EXISTING
PARKS AND FACILITIES MUST INCLUDE
MANDATORY REGYCLING. IT IS REALLY
HARD TO BELIEVE THAT AUSTIN DOESN'T
HAVE RECYCLING BINS AT PARTS SINCE
RESIDENTS AND BUSINESSES ARE
REQUIRED TO RECYCLE AT HOME AND
WORK. 77

&& THE OFF-LEASH AREA
NEEDS TO BE FENCED. | CAN'T
ENJOY IT FEARING OUR DOG
WILL DASH OUT ONTO LAMARY?

b€ pyT QUR HOMELESS FOLKS TO
WORK IN OUR PARKS CLEARING OUT
INVASIVE SPECIES AND PICKING UP

TRASH. AND PAY THEM A DECENT WAGE.
MANY OTHER CITIES ARE DOING THIS.”?

k& SOMETIMES | NOTICE HOMELESS
PEOPLE SLEEPING ON A BENCH, BUT IN
GENERAL | AM HAPPY THAT EVERYBODY
HAS ACCESS TO THE PARK AREA AND
HAVE NOT FELT THREATENED BY THE
HOMELESS PRESENGE. 7

k& communITy
GARDENS... ALLOW CHILDREN
TO LEARN HOW NATURAL
FOODS ARE GROWN. 77

&k HAVE ALL PARKS BE
FUNCTIONAL LANDSCAPES THAT
ALSO CONTRIBUTE TO COMMUNITY
RESILIENCE (USE GREEN
INFRASTRUCTURE STRATEGIES).??

AUSTIN PARKS & RECREATION

LONG RANGE PLAN

AUSTINTEXAS.GOV/AUSTINFUTUREPARKS

#AUSTINFUTUREPARKS

The dratt Long Range Plan Themes are drawn from the
community's input to date. These themes will shape the

plan’s goals, recommendations, and actions.

DISAGREE
LOW PRIORITY

AGREE
HIGH PRIORITY

——

AUSTIN
PARKS

FOUNDATION

AUSTI @
PARKS
WRECREATION

IN GOLLABORATION WITH:

ADISA GOMMUNIGATIONS, GO GOLLABORATIVE, sTUDIO BALGONES,
PROS GONSULTING, THE TRUST FOR PUBLIG LAND, ETC INSTITUTE
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MPROVIN

TRAN JARIM

b

HOWWE

G EXISTING PARKS

\/

$21.5M

BUILDING - SAFETY &
ADA IMPROVEMENTS

S40M

AQUATICS RENO &
REPLACEMENT

>

M

$41.5M

CULTURAL CENTER
IMPROVEMENTS

IN 2018, AUSTIN RESIDENTS PASSED $215.5 MILLION IN BOND
FUNDING TO IMPROVE THE PARK SYSTEM & INGREASE ACGESS

PARD WILL GONTINUE
T0 LEVERAGE AUSTIN'S
ROBUST NETWORK OF
PARK PARTNERS

These “friends of” groups and

525 S45M

NOILV30T1v INIONN] ONOA

523 sponsorships will help direct DOUGHERTY ART PARK
’ _ volunteer hours and dollars to park CENTERREPLACEMENT penpEen
bURl\é EER capital improvements, clean-ups, $|7 5M 325M
: and fundraising for individual park INFRASTRU(.:TURE —_—
IMPROVEMENTS IMPROVEMENTS

improvements and programs.

SCORE CARDS: MEASURING PARK

PERFORMANGE

IAI'I

WHAT ARE THE PARR
SCORE CARDS?

The draft park score cards (below) are a tool we're pi

HOW WILL THE SCORE
CARDS BE USED?

oting to assess These dratt score cards will be both a snapshot and a living database

the city’s parks and determine areas where parks are pertorming well PARD can utilize to make data-driven, priority-based decisions for

and areas where we need improvement. Criteria tor the score cards investment. The score cards will be employed to increase accountability,
include topics of park access, key tfeatures, supportive tacilities, satety & transparency, and equity in park level of service across the city.

maintenance concerns, aesthetics, and health.

——— LOW SCORING PARK ———

LY
L Shedon PARK SCORE CARD PILOT PROGRAM
|
b, based on
: average of
1 topic scores
: (highlighted in
| | .
b| g) 9 Pork Gl T T rrrr " 1T T T T T T T T T T " " T T T " " T T " " T T " " T T T T T T T T T T T T T T TTTTIYTYTOTOTOYYSY
PARK D: ### ADDRESS: ### PARK STREET, AUSTIN, TEXAS ##### ue location type PARK D: ### ADDRESS: ### PARK ST, AUSTIN, TEXAS #####
PARK TYPE: NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING AREA: # size. council PARK TYPE: NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING AREA: #
SIZE: 10.55 AGRES COUNCIL DISTRICT: # district F;lonning SIZE: 442 AGRES COUNGIL DISTRICT: #
’ s B E T
PARK ACGESS .17 ared PARKAGGESS J.38 Z
PARK ENTRANGES 1.00 PARK ENTRANGES 3.33
SAFE + CONVENIENT AGCESS TO ENTRANGES [.67 SAFE + GONVENIENT AGCESS TO ENTRANCES 4.00
TRANSPORTATION ACCESS 1.00 TRANSPORTATION ACCESS 3.67
AGGESS TO ALL PARK AREAS 1.00 Photos of pOFI( ACCGESS TO ALL PARK AREAS 2.90
PARK FEATURES 4.00 amenities PARK FEATURES 3.8
SPORTS FIELDS 0.00 SPORTS FIELDS 4.00
COURTS 4.00 COURTS 3.63
OTHER HEALTHY AMENITIES OTHER HEALTHY AMENITIES .
X N
SUPPORTIVEFACILITIES |50 | Poor access fo visitor SUPPORTIVEFACILITIES 3,50
RESTROOMS 0.00 amenities (trash, RESTROOM 0.00
TRASH + RECYCLING RECEPTACLES 2,00 drinking fountains, TRASH + RECYCLING RECEPTACLES L
DRINKING FOUNTAIN 1.00 res’rrooms) DRINKING FOUNTAIN ‘~ 400 o
L 4
oS-
SAFETY + MAINTENANGE CONCERNS 2.99 SAFETY + MAINTENANGE CONCERNS J.08
PARK CONTEXT/SURROUNDING ENV. + PARK ABUSE 3.79 . PARK CONTEXT/SURROUNDING ENV. + PARK ABUSE 4.75 :
MAlNTENANGE/|SSUES 440 MAJUR AMENITIES' \\ MAlNTENANUE1SSUES 3.80 MAJUR AMENITIES'
INAPPROPRIATE USES 0.00 - TRAIL “ INAPPROPRIATE USES 4.00 - NATURAL AREA
ROADS + TRAFFIGC CALMING MEASURES 1.00 NATURAL AREA \ ROADS + TRAFFIG CALMING MEASURES 3.00 TRAIL
PARK DESIGN [.50 ARBORETUM ‘I MOjOI‘ amenities PARK DESIGN 4.00 PLAYGROUND/PLAY STRUCTURE
DIRECTIONAL SIGNAGE IN PARKS WITH EXTENSIVE TRAIL SYSTEMS 1.00 WATER FEATURE e {~~tured in the DIRECTIONAL SIGNAGE IN PARKS WITH EXTENSIVE TRAIL SYSTEMS 2.00 ARBORETUM
NIGHTTIME SAFETY 1.0 DOG WASTE BAGS ,' ark NIGHTTIME SAFETY 'ﬁnﬁls POOL
I P ¢ . WATER FEATURE
AESTHETICS 2.9 / AESTHETICS 3.08 I OPEN LAWN
*/lAesTheTic crcil'rerio in_clrde_op;peo_rc:jhce, conji‘rionk, ono! character of trees and planting, design ,, */lA\esTheTic cgterio inf:lrde.opfpeo.rcipce, con(ojli'rionk, ond character of trees and plon‘ring‘éesign " . DOG WASTE BAGS
elements and materials, site Turnishings, and park environment, efc. . -y elements and materials, site turnishings, and park environment, etc. ~. ” . FlTNESS S_I_A_”UN

4 N

2.71 I
HEALTHY ENVIRONMENTS L2
SOCIAL SPAGES v oo [/

OUR PARKS

HEALTH HEALTH

HEALTHY ENVIRONMENTS
SOCIAL SPAGES

OUR PARKS

4.00
400
480

AYSTIN PARKS & RECREATION AYSTIN PARKS & RECREATION

OUR FUTURE

Scored highly in: connections

to transportation networks,
opportunities for socialization and
nature observation, and variety of

LONG RANGE PLAN

OUR FUTURE

!
LONG RANGE PLAN

Scored poorly in: attractively designed and
coordinated park features, well-cared for
vegetation and trees, and diversity of uses /
activities

landscape

— PARK PLANNING AREA SCORE CARD

PLANNING AREA SCORE CARD

PLANNING AREA #

Score based

on average of
topic scores

(highlighted in

blue)
NUMBER OF PARKS: 32 PARK TYPES: NEIGHBORHOOD, POCKET, DISTRICT
TOTAL ACREAGE: 120 AGRES COUNCIL DISTRICTS: X
AVERAGE PARK SIZE: 3 ACRES
' ' -------------------
| |
1 1 |
i 1 |
| 'R
| | i
Example scores I 1 9 A A0% or resivents
of parks within - ' " AREWITHIN WALKING
. - - DISTANCE OF A PARK
the planning area " 1
. . - : Key stats /
<h|gh’ mid, & low I i metrics about the
scoring) - o 358,474 .
" - MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD planning area
. " m INCOME (2017)
: vy
|
KEY TAKEAWAYS | & 15.8%
- ACCFSS ISSUES : RESIDENTS LIVING IN
OUTDATED FACILITIES ' POVERTY (2017)
= SAFETY CONCERNS |
GREAT NATURAL SPACES :
L N
Planning orea . AVERAGE PARK SCORES:
location key map oy PARK AGCESS Average
ark scores
PARK FEATURES P

(taken from

@81 SUPPORTIVE FACILITIES individual park
B SAFETY + MAINTENANCE CONCERNS assessments)
|_AESTHETICS
@ HEALTH

OUR PARKS
OUR FUTURE

2018 - 20238
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OUR PARKS
OUR FUTURE

2018 - 2028
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LONG RANGE PLAN
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b

H

AGILITI

JN PORTIPO DE F/

i

JINDIN

o ARE LOGA

JAL

AUSTIN’S PARK SYSTEM OFFERINGS ARE DIVERSE AND THE LOGATION OF FAGILITIES VARIES ACROSS GEOGRAPHIES.

This map series shows where there are concentrations of or a lack of different park tacility types, grouped by: Nature, Passive Recreation, Active

Recreation, Arts & Culture. The city’s park planning areas are grouped into North, Central, Northeast, Southeast, Southwest, and West - and

compared to a citywide average.

NATURE

TRAVIS

-

W Downtown Austin 5
e Airport i
i

Environmental Features

- PARD Park (owned and/or maintained) Fs
Other Non-PARD Open Space r
Waterways | .
Political Boundaries 3
:__: County Boundaries )
Transportation mszﬁ % ’ CALDWELL

~— MetroRail Commuter Line (Existing / Under Construction)

Other (non-passenger) Rail Lines

NATURE TRAILS

CITYWIDE AVERAGE U|5 MILES PER 10,000 RESIDENTS

L :, ': At
. '..
Z
= i B '=-—-4-;
; ~ Southea
& 2 A
. :
\ A
N '. ; .
’f' =

WILLIAMSON

Community Gardens  Nature Trails Natural Areas

TRAVIS

& »i 4

St @ ,_¢ 4

o 2 4 8 @
\ Miles

0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

NATURAL AREAS

CITYWIDE AVERAGE UIS PER 10,000 RESIDENTS

NORTHEAST ~ SOUTHEAST  SOUTHWEST WEST

CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST  SOUTHEAST  SOUTHWEST WEST
COMMUNITY GARDENS 5
0.4
omywioe averace 0,00 perioooResIOENTS 0.2
CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST  SOUTHEAST  SOUTHWEST WEST

TRAVIS

Q Downtown Austin
€ Airport

Environmental Features
- PARD Park (owned and/or maintained)

1 mile buffer

N //
WILLIAMSON Recreation Athletic Field or Skate Parks
Center Court Sports - Single Purpose

Pools & Water Athletic Field or Disc Golf

Features Court Sports - Multi Purpose

®

TRAVIS

Other Non-PARD Open Space I / BASTROP
Waterways | .
Political Boundaries 3
:__: County Boundaries SN 4
Transportation | > ™5 3 s
@ /" CALDWELL

MetroRail Commuter Line (Existing / Under Construction)

Other (non-passenger) Rail Lines

ATHLETIC FACILITY - MULTIPURPOSE

CITYWIDE AVERAGE 9.99 PER 10,000 RESIDENTS

o 2 4 8 @
\ Miles

3.0

6.0
4.0

1m0
]

RECREATION CENTER

@ cirywin AveraGe (0,22 PER 10,000 RESIDENTS

CENTRAL NORTH

NORTHEAST ~ SOUTHEAST ~ SOUTHWEST WEST

0.8
0.6

0.4

------------------------------ I 0.2
.

cirywine AverAGE 0.84 per 10,000 RESIDENTS

O

ATHLETIC FACILITY - SINGLE PURPOSE *

CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST ~ SOUTHEAST ~ SOUTHWEST WEST

*EXCLUDING DISC GOLF

POOLS & WATER FEATURES

cirywine AvERAGE .70 PR 10,000 RESIDENTS

O

CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST ~ SOUTHEAST ~ SOUTHWEST WEST

1.6
1.2

0.8

0.4
H =

O

CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST  SOUTHEAST  SOUTHWEST WEST
SKATE PARKS .
0.06
oirvwioe Average 0.03 per o000 ResiDENTS. 0.04
0.02
CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST  SOUTHEAST  SOUTHWEST WEST
DISC GOLF COURSES -
0.15
oywioe averace 0.09 peri0ooReSORNTS. Lo 0.
0.05
CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST  SOUTHEAST  SOUTHWEST WEST
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ARTS & GULTURE @ﬂ

PASSIVE REGREATION Ok

WILLIAMSON Off-Leash Scenic
Dog Areas Overlook

Picnic Areas
& Pavilions

®

TRAVIS

TRAVIS

&Y Downtown Austin
e Airport

Environmental Features
- PARD Park (owned and/or maintained)

Other Non-PARD Open Space

Waterways

Political Boundaries

E o : County Boundaries

Transportation

~— MetroRail Commuter Line (Existing / Under Construction)

Other (non-passenger) Rail Lines

OFF-LEASH DOG AREAS .
0.2
cywpeAverace 002 perioooresients. WM _

0.1

CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST  SOUTHEAST  SOUTHWEST WEST
PICNIC AREAS & PAVILIONS 5.0
6.0
4.0
omvwioeAverace .97 periogooresioents I ______________________________ .

B — H -
CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST  SOUTHEAST  SOUTHWEST WEST

SGENIC OVERLOOKS 12

0.8
_____________________________________________________ 0.4
m 0 B _

CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST ~ SOUTHEAST  SOUTHWEST WEST

CITYWIDE AVERAGE 046 PER 10,000 RESIDENTS

WILLIAMSON

Community, Arts or Performance

Cultural Center Venue

I
"'\-..-'I
./
- /-.-
s - "\_,‘l
5 -,
B am

¥
/

Art Installation

Historic Site

TRAVIS
o
N by
;
o8

TRAVIS

-
!
Q Downtown Austin 1
@ Airport %

, i
Environmental Features
- PARD Park (owned and/or maintained)

Other Non-PARD Open Space BASTROP

Waterways

Political Boundaries

E o : County Boundaries

Transportation

~— MetroRail Commuter Line (Existing / Under Construction) RN . 0 X 2 4 8 @
3 : Miles

Other (non-passenger) Rail Lines

CULTURAL / ARTS / COMMUNITY GENTER

CENTRAL NORTH

PERFORMANCE VENUE 0.6

04
omvwioeAverae 0.1 periogooRESIDENTS 02

CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST ~ SOUTHEAST ~ SOUTHWEST WEST

CITYWIDE AVERAGE U|5 PER 10,000 RESIDENTS

NORTHEAST ~ SOUTHEAST ~ SOUTHWEST WEST

HISTORIC SITE .

1.5
1.0

cirywine AverAGE 0.92 PER 10,000 RESIDENTS e

O

CENTRAL NORTH NORTHEAST ~ SOUTHEAST SUUWEST

AR

2.5
2.0
1.5

------------------------------- === 1.0
. 0.5
| |
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GROWTH TRENDS IMPACT!

ARK

EXISTING HIGH DENSITY
AREAS

AREAS EXISTENTES DE ALTA DENSIDAD

CREATIVE STRATEGIES ARE NEEDED TO ADDRESS PARK
NEEDS IN EXISTING HIGH-DENSITY AREAS

» Existing high density areas are highlighted in blue.

» Creative strategies like new entrances, bike/pedestrian connections,
expanded greenbelts can improve access to (and thereby expand the impact

of) existing parks in areas where land costs are relatively high and new

parkland acquisition is ditticult.

Existing Development Denity Political Boundaries

2016 Existing Land Use FAR, Quantiles
I High (0.32 or more )

[‘_#_' City of Austin Boundary Line

; . “\ City of Austin
I Medium High (0.24 - 0.31)
Medium (0.19 - 0.23) Austin Limited Purpose Planning
edium (U.1% - 0.
VaLLIANSOY Austin 2 Mile ETJ; 5 Mile ETJ

Environmental Features Beyond Austin Juristiction

I PARD Park (owned and/or maintained) Transportation

Other Non-PARD Open Space ——— MetroRail Commuter Line (Existing / Under Construction)
Waterways Other (non-passenger) Rail Lines
——— Existing/Proposed Urban Trails
&y Downtown Austin
@ Airport
TRAVIS Coiorito Piver
o
i
) TRAVIS
s o LN
\\\)
fr s,
.\\3
HAYS BASTROP

CALDWELL

0 2 4 8 (D
Miles

JATA SOURGE: 2016 EXISTING LAND USE, GITY OF AUSTIN

PARD Park-Deficient Area Layer Political Boundaries

More than 1/4 to 1/2 mile away from a PARD park
- Creek Buffer - Greenbelt Priority

City of Austin

Austin Limited Purpose Planning

Environmental Features WILLIAMSON
Austin 2 Mile ETJ; 5 Mile ETJ

- PARD Park (owned and/or maintained)
Beyond Austin Juristiction

~ Urban Trails (Existing and Proposed)

Other Non-PARD Open Space & = - Transportation

Waterways ——— MetroRail Commuter Line (Existing / Under Construction)

Other (non-passenger) Rail Lines

TRAVIS Cotorado e
alca

Red

¥ y
HAYS i “- BASTROP
Rt s - }’
g EAY v
b\. /
/8
L },
SN /" CALDWELL -,
' /' 0 2 4 8 @
4 Miles

IDENTIFYING AREAS THAT
LAGK PARKLAND

AREAS SIN PARQUES
CITY GOUNGIL DIREGTED PARD TO INCREASE

0UTSIDE
~ = /2 MILE
7

" L i PARKACCESS

| |

\ / » This means ensuring that residents within the urban core
\\\ ,// are within 1/4 mile (5-minute walk) and those outside of

the urban core are within 1/2 mile (10-minute walk) of a

park.
»PARD measures areas of the city that are not within walking distance (1/4
or 1/2 mile) of a park.

» The distance is based on the transportation network (sidewalks, trails,

roadways).

» This mapping identities areas where the need tor parkland is high and

parkland should be added or access improved.

»Areas in need of parkland are highlighted in orange in the map above, the

creek butfer is shown in dark blue.
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LANNING

'A"I

AREAS AT RISK OF
GENTRIFIGATION

PROVISION DE PARQUES SIN DESPLAZAR
2018 “UPROOTED” STUDY IDENTIFIED LOCATIONS AT RISK

» The City sponsored a UT study of gentrification to better understand trends

and where communities are at risk for displacement.

» Park improvements should be part of larger citywide initiatives to ensure

people can choose to stay in their homes and neighborhoods.

Gentrifying Neighborhood Stage/Typology Political Boundaries

At Risk (Susceptible - increased market activity will likely trigger displacement) :__: County Boundaries

Stage 1 (Early: Type 1 - displacement is beginning to occur) City of Austin

- Stage 2 (Dyamic - displacement is well underway) Austin Limited Purpose Planning

- Stage 3 (Late - majority of vulnerable population has already been displaced) WILLIAMSON Austin 2 Mile ETJ; 5 Mile ETJ

- Stage 4 (Continued Loss - few remaining vulerable populations) Beyond Austin Juristiction

Environmental Features Transportation

- PARD Park (owned and/or maintained) —~—— MetroRail Commuter Line (Existing / Under Construction)
Other (non-passenger) Rail Lines

=== Urban Trails (Existing and Proposed) Y s A B Ne— @ . RS S
Other Non-PARD Open Space R y F-% i
Waterways ™ . ' Ji— - % Downtown Austin
o = T ; €) Airport

HAYS 38 BASTROP
DATA SOURCE: 2018 UT AUSTIN STUDY “UPROOTED: RESK-
DENTIAL DISPLACEMENT IN AUSTIN'S GENTRIFYING NEIGH-
BORHOODS, AND WAHAT CAN BE DONE ABOUT IT" - STAGES OF N 0 TN . s (D)
s N /_.// " . Miles

GENTRIFICATION MAPPING.

Political Boundaries
: . County Boundaries

City of Austin

///% Projected Population More than Doubling by 2040

. Imagine Austin Growth Center

Awustin Limited Purpose Planning

WILLIAMSON
Austin 2 Mile ETJ; 5 Mile ETJ

Environmental Features , > _ / /% Beyond Austin Juristiction
. . # . b -’ !'4} 7 .' ke 3 7 / /
- PARD Park (owned and/or maintained) { / fr__;/ : %/%/ ;Y Transportation
Urban Trails (Existing and Proposed) /////// 7 '--r'_é' % /’f/// a7y ////Z// o 4 ~—— MetroRail Commuter Line (Existing / Under Construction)
/ (o g S iy e
Other Non-PARD Open Space % 2 o 7 .g//’ Other (non-passenger) Rail Lines
Waterways ///’% 7
l M / X | Y
Fed . |
TRAVIS Colonm e ' - \eﬂ_" N . ;,’:, s ' \
o A - & A 7
'. . & §

",
ey

=1

HAYS BASTROP

/
- __

DATA SOURCES: IMAGINE AUSTIN GROWTH CENTERS, CITY //%//%;
OF AUSTIN OFFICIAL 2040 GROWTH PROJECTION.

PROAGTIVE PARK PLANNING
IN HIGH GROWTH AREAS

PLANEAMIENTO PROAGTIVO EN AREAS DE GRAN CRECIMIENTO

N, 2 4 8 @
: Miles

CITY REQUIRES DEVELOPERS TO PAY A FEE OR PROVIDE
PARKLAND TO HELP THE CITY MEET ITS PARK ACCESS GOALS

» The Parkland Dedication Ordinance is helping the city provide new

parkland in areas where private development is occuring now and in the

future, especially in high-growth areas.

IMAGINE AUSTIN GROWTH GENTERS & 2040 POPULATION
GROWTH PROJEGTION HELP US ANTIGIPATE FUTURE PARK NEED

» The Imagine Austin Comprehensive Plan defines growth centers that will

help to create a more compact and connected city.

»Areas of the city where high growth is anticipated and where the need tor

parkland is high will benetit from proactive park planning to meet future

need.
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{ PARK J =/ |‘ll‘l

GENTRAL
oUB-AREA

SUB- AREA CENTRAL
AT A GLANCE

NOTE: ‘OTHER’ INCLUDES
OTHER AMERICAN INDIAN. HAWAIIAN

o -
CALDWELL
400/ OF RESIDENTS ¢ “ P
0

<

ARE WITHIN WALKING
DISTANCE OF A PARK *
358 474 b 222,931 108s
y
MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD . 203,740 RESIDENTS
INCOME (2017) 19% wispanic 1.8 PEOPLE PER ACRE

0
19.8% +950% pop. crOWTH BY 2040*

RESIDENTS LIVING IN 0
+ *%
POVERTY (2017) 117 108 GROWTH BY 2040

LIVING “WITHIN WALKING DISTANGE” OF A PARK IS DEFINED DIFFERENTLY FOR DIFFERENT PARTS OF THE CITY: FOR THE URBAN CORE IT IS WITHIN A 1/4 MILE, * POPULATION GROWTH CALCULATED FOR 2016 T0 2040
FOR OUTSIDE THE URBAN CORE IT IS WITHIN 1/2 MILE OF A PARK. o JOB GROWTH CALCULATED FOR 2010 T0 2040

TOP ISSUES

PRIORITY NEEDS

I‘I II'I ‘I‘

Feedback from surveys of central area residents closely

TELL US WHAT YOU THINK!
WHAT TOP ISSUES DID WE MISS?

match feedback from Austin residents as whole. Residents

would like to see more trails, natural areas, outdoor pools, as
well as farmers markets, events (concerts, nature programs,

movies in the park) and exercise programs in parks.

FACILITY & AMENITY PRIORITIES

MULTI-PURPOSE & NATURE TRAILS K
NATURAL SPACES/PRESERVES [

=
— UUTDOOR POOLS :
: OFF-LEASH DOG AREAS |
OUTDOOR FITNESS EQUIPMENT
i WATER SPORT/BOATING RENTALS
N | o | & AMPHITHEATER/OUTDOOR STAGE
The existing parks of the central planning areas are rich in tacilities - outpertorming many of the other sub- =
areas, but access to those parks and their tacilities is comparatively low with only 40% currently living walking — SPLASH PADS
distance to a park. Given the dense existing development pattern in central Austin, desirable location, and high — FISHING AREAS/DOCKS
land costs, potential new parkland may be hard to come by and expensive to acquire. LLl N i
= | PAVILIONS/BBO AREAS
DISAGREE AGREE TENNIS GOURTS
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY NDOOR GYMS
BOCGE BALL / PETANQUE COURTS/
\ ) [ \ DARK NTOD NFW T TPMF GORNHOLE/HORSESHOE
As residential units continue to expand downtown and the central planning areas begin to approach their
projected +b0% population growth by 2040, it will be important to continue to expand convenient and safe PRDGRAM PRIDRITI Es
access to parks to keep up with population needs. Pocket parks may be a key way ot meeting growing demand. FARMER’S MARKET
- CONGERTS IN THE PARK
aln
DISAGREE AGREE — NATURE PROGRAMS
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY MOVIES IN THE PARK
FITNESS CLASSES
ATING 1 YRAN PARK QP1 PUBLIC ART INSTALLATIONS
00D TRUCK EVENTS
Austin has a rich variety of park spaces and greenbelts that celebrate and highlight the beauty and restorative i
power of natural spaces. However, some of the smaller centrally-located urban parks are underpertorming. ' ADULT (50+] PROGRAMS
Public-private partnerships may be an important tool to cultivate urban parks that are diverse, engaging and SMALL [-DAY SPECIAL EVENTS
welcoming to all residents with more frequent and active programming.
% oK WALKS/RUNS
DISAGREE AGREE = ART???GRAMS N PARKS
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY = ART GENTER PROGRAMS
ADULT (18-49) ATHLETIC PROGRAMS
DARK N NON-FE 1F ) I ARF ] LARGE I-DAY SPECIAL EVENTS
WATER FITNESS PROGRAMS
Many parts of the central park planning area are dominated by non-residential office, institutional and _
commercial uses that have unique park needs, including a surge in the daytime population. e THEATER/PERFORMING ARTS
SWIM PROGRAMS
PRIORITIZATION PROCESS
D I SA G R E E A G R E E Based on the statistically vc:lio(l survey of residents of this Sub-Areq, the priorities above have
emerged in this ranked order (compared against the citywide prioritization of the same
I.U W P R I 0 R I TY H I G H P R I U R I TY elemegn’rs, depicted in the black dosﬁmed ou’rﬁne). ! ’
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NORTH
SUB-AREA

SUB- AREA NORTE
AT A GLANCE

NOTE: ‘OTHER’ INCLUDES
AMERICAN INDIAN, HAWAIIAN
AND PACIFIC ISLANDER,
ONE OTHER RACE, & TWO OR

OTHER

ASIAN ﬂl
BLACK ‘

35% HISPANIG

50% OF RESIDENTS

ARE WITHIN WALKING
DISTANGE OF A PARK *

361,192

MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD
INCOME (2017)

10.97%

RESIDENTS LIVING IN
POVERTY (2017

<

LIVING “WITHIN WALKING DISTANGE” OF A PARK IS DEFINED DIFFERENTLY FOR DIFFERENT PARTS OF THE CITY: FOR THE URBAN CORE IT IS WITHIN A 1/4 MILE,
FOR OUTSIDE THE URBAN CORE IT IS WITHIN 1/2 MILE OF A PARK.

TOP ISSUES

POPULATION GROWTH CALCULATED FOR 2016 T0 2040
* JOB GROWTH CALCULATED FOR 2010 T0 2040

TELL US WHAT YOU THINK!
WHAT TOP ISSUES DID WE MISS?

ALIUN

Neighborhoods in the north park planning areas have the second highest average density, atfter central
olanning areas, and nearly 300k residents. New growth is proposed or anticipated in centers (e.g., Domain,

Apple Campus) providing an opportunity to expand access and amenities within new development.

DISAGREE
LOW PRIORITY

AGREE
HIGH PRIORITY

| IFNI £ | FL

While more residents live walking distance to a park than in the central planning areas, those parks in general

\LKEL \

have fewer amenities, such as natural trails and oft-leash dog parks. Adding tacilities to existing parks will be
a key strategy. Several projects are already underway and improvements are planned to increase amenities,

including expanded access to greenbelts. Any new parkland should seek to strategically address tacility needs.

DISAGREE AGREE
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY
RIEND ! TKRUGKRAMS AL NEV |k \

Two of Austin’s recreation and community centers are located in the north park planning area with four more
closeby to the south. While this is below the citywide average, these are two very high-performing rec centers
with diverse offerings. The City of Austin/YMCA North Austin Community Recreation Center includes an
expansive community garden and community gathering spaces while Gustavo “Gus” L. Garcia Recreation
Center provides active recreation for residents including youth, teen, adult, and senior adult programs. These

programs could be replicated at other existing park sites that currently have less access to rec centers.

DISAGREE
LOW PRIORITY

AGREE
HIGH PRIORITY

OUR PARKS
OUR FUTURE

2028

AUSTIN PARKS & RECREATION

LONG RANGE PLAN

2018 -

AUSTINTEXAS.GOV/AUSTINFUTUREPARKS

#AUSTINFUTUREPARKS

MORE RACES

UNDER 18

OVER 65

197,944 1085

297482 resipents

4 4 peopLE PER ACRE

+31% PoP. GROWTH BY 2040*
+]97 108 GROWTH BY 2040**

PRIORITY N

JS

N\KIL

JAL

Feedback from surveys of north park planning area residents
closely matched teedback from Austin residents as whole.
Residents would like to see more trails and natural areas, as
well as farmers markets, events (concerts, nature programs,
movies in the park) and exercise programs in parks. There

is higher demand tor off-leash dog areas and canoe rental,

compared to the city overall.

FACILITY & AMENITY PRIORITIES

MULTI-PURPOSE & NATURE TRAILS
NATURAL SPACES/PRESERVES K

—]
==Jl OFF-LEASH DOG AREAS
WATER SPORT RENTA
COMMUNITY GARDENE
PAVILIONS/BB0 AREAS
FISHING AREAS/DOCKS
AMPHITHEATER/OUTDOOR STAGE
% ________________ TENNIS COURTS
=l [ OUTDOOR COMMUNITY POOL
= PL AYSCAPES & PLAY FEATURES

SPLASH PADS

NDOOR GYMS
DISC GOLF COURSES ETC.
PROGRAM PRIORITIES
FARMER'S MARKET
B CONCERTS IN THE PARK
%’ NATURE PROGRAMS
MOVIES INTHE PARK |
ADULT (50+) PROGRAMS
‘ FOOD TRUCK EVENTS

_____ FITNESS EXERCISE CLASSES
HISTORY & GENEALOGY PROGRAMS

| ARGE I-DAY SPECIAL EVENTS

SMALL I-DAY SPECIAL EVENTS

5K WALK/RUNS

PUBLIC ART INSTALLATIONS

ADULT (18-49) ATHLETIC PROGRAMS
ADULT (18-49) RECREATION PROGRAMS
THEATER/PERFORMING ARTS

MEDIUM

PRIORITIZATION PROCESS

Based on the statistically valid survey of residents of this Sub-Area, the priorities above have
emerged in this ranked order (compared against the citywide prioritization of the same
elements, depicted in the black dashed outline).
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NORTHEAST
SUB-AREA

SUB- AREA NORESTE
AT A GLANCE

4275 or resinents {

ARE WITHIN WALKING
DISTANGE OF A PARK *

543,584

NOTE: ‘OTHER’ INCLUDES
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CALDWELL
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I S iles
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OVER 65

BLACK

41,7617 sos

)
MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD ; 123,979 resipents
INCOME (20(7) 90% wiseanic 2.0 PEOPLE PER ACRE

23.3% +]1% pop. GROWTH BY 2040*

RESIDENTS LIVING IN (5D .
POVERTY (2017 1097 108 GROWTH BY 2040

UNDER 18

LIVING “WITHIN WALKING DISTANGE” OF A PARK IS DEFINED DIFFERENTLY FOR DIFFERENT PARTS OF THE CITY: FOR THE URBAN CORE IT IS WITHIN A 1/4 MILE, * POPULATION GROWTH CALCULATED FOR 2016 T0 2040
FOR OUTSIDE THE URBAN CORE IT IS WITHIN 1/2 MILE OF A PARK. o JOB GROWTH CALCULATED FOR 2010 T0 2040

TOP ISSUES

PRIORITY NEEDS

I‘I II'I ‘I‘

Feedback from surveys ot the northeast park planning areas

TELL US WHAT YOU THINK!
WHAT TOP ISSUES DID WE MISS?

closely matched feedback from Austin residents as whole.

However, residents did express a stronger preference for public
art installations in parks, in addition to farmers markets and
movies in the parks. Interest in outdoor pools also came out
strongly, though the northeast planning areas have higher than

the citywide average aquatic tacilities per capita.

FACILITY & AMENITY PRIORITIES

OUTDOOR POOL
Mg NATURAL SPACES/PRESERVES |
w -------------
= TRALLS .
OFF-LEASH DOG AREAS |
OUTDOOR FITNESS RUSIIVIS\I
‘ : ‘ R SPORT/BOATING RENTALS
VEALIT : FISHING AREAS/DOCKS
The number of facilities per capita is higher than other areas. The more urban areas west of US-183 includea b1 COMMUNITY GARDENS
high number of recreation and community centers, as well as the Carver Museum. Still, population is expected e _
to grow, particularly in the urban core and employment is projected to increase by over 100% by 2040. % ----- PAVILIONS/BBO AREAS
Expanding walkable access to these facilities beyond the existing 42% will be a key way of preparing for growth. E TENNIS COURTS
DISAGREE AGREE n S
1 AMPHITHEATER/OUTDOOR STAGE
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY - H N
BOCCE/PETANQUE/CORNHOLE/HORSESHOE
INDOOR GYMS
1F R K[ JF PUVEE vy Y1 :
. PLAYSCAPES & PLAY FEATURES
The poverty rate in the northeast planning area is 253% and 25% of the population is under 18 years old. According to
studies of gentrification risk, households within these planning areas are also at risk for displacement moving forward. PRD G RAM PRI 0 RITI Es
Planned improvements in parks should be sensitive to the needs of current residents, including young adults and children.
Programming should be focused on inclusivity and supporting paths out of poverty through education and health. ; 'FARMER'S MARKET
B CONGERTS IN THE PARK
DISAGREE AGREE o |
il PUBLIC ART INSTALLATIONS
L |
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY VIR
: : NATURE PROGRAMS [
A |
LV YLET MLLERVVE FITNESS CLASSES
The Walter E. Long Metropolitan Park is a large regional park located in east Austin, and a new master plan ‘ ART GENTER PROGRAMS
will guide tuture park improvements. In addition, a new master plan for development of the John Trevifiofr. — Fiimsssmssse .
Metropolitan Park is slated to beginin2019. e UL TRUGK EVENTS
ADULT (I18-49) ATHLETIC PROGRAMS
ART PROGRAMS IN PARKS
E[IJ%\‘I\?’RRIIEIIJERITY ) IAUGRRIE\E{ ADULT (18-49) RECREATION PROGRAMS
= SWIM PROGRAMS
o HISTORY & GENEALOGY PROGRAMS
: | sAL UIVEL L EARK o oy = | ARGE I-DAY SPECIAL EVENTS
The northeast planning areas benetits from one of the most racially diverse resident populations in Austin with smﬁs?ffcjfy)%rj OMALL I-DAY SPEGIAL EVENTS
a high percentage of Hispanic residents. Finding ways that the parks can reflect, support and celebrate this S%rfvf%:;zeg'i:: ‘ WATER FITNESS PROGRAMS
diversity through design, multilingual signage, facilities and programming should be a priority. the priorities above | -
hove emergedi s ADULT (50+) PROGRAMS
e : } THEATER/PERFORMING ARTS
DISAGREE AGREE = ™omeciment 5K WALKS/RUNS
depictedinthe [ TTTTTTTTTY
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY  ‘Tosn | G DGO PROCR A

outline).
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SUB- AREA SURESTE
AT A GLANCE
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OTHER

a1%
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*  ARE WITHIN WALKING &y
DISTANGE OF A PARK * u

541,609

MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD
INCOME (2017)

21.97%

RESIDENTS LIVING IN
POVERTY (2017

LIVING “WITHIN WALKING DISTANGE” OF A PARK IS DEFINED DIFFERENTLY FOR DIFFERENT PARTS OF THE CITY: FOR THE URBAN CORE IT IS WITHIN A 1/4 MILE, * POPULATION GROWTH CALCULATED FOR 2016 T0 2040
FOR OUTSIDE THE URBAN CORE IT IS WITHIN 1/2 MILE OF A PARK. o JOB GROWTH CALCULATED FOR 2010 T0 2040

TOP ISSUES

65% HISPANIG

TELL US WHAT YOU THINK!
WHAT TOP ISSUES DID WE MISS?

1V

The southeast planning areas include a mix of neighborhoods and communities with varying levels of density and
development. Residents have relatively high access to nature trails and natural areas, however some areas are lacking

in several types ot active and passive recreation tacilities as well as community gardens and cultural tacilities.

DISAGREE AGREE
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY

y £ JF PUVEE Yy Y1

The poverty rate in the southeast planning area is 22% with 26% of the population under 18 years old. According

to studies of gentritication, households are also at risk for displacement as Austin continues to grow. Planned
improvements in parks should be sensitive to the needs of current residents, including young adults and children.

Programming should be tocused on inclusivity and supporting paths out of poverty through education and health.

DISAGREE AGREE
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY

: l 1 [ :

Performance venues, historic sites, cultural / community centers are lacking, as compared to Austin as whole.

A

Any future expansion of cultural tfacilities and programming should reflect, support and celebrate the racial

diversity and high percentage ot Hispanic residents in this area.

DISAGREE AGREE
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY
t [ tEER T ) AN UPEN JPF JPE

Improvements are underway at Onion Creek Metro Park and the many environmentally sensitive areas along

creeks provide opportunity for increased natural areas and greenbelts in the southeast.

DISAGREE AGREE
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY

UUR PARKS AUSTIN PARKS & RECREATION
OUR FUTURE LONG RANGE PLAN

2018 - 2028

AUSTINTEXAS.GOV/AUSTINFUTUREPARKS

#AUSTINFUTUREPARKS

UNDER 18

OVER 69

38,989 jo8s
146,292 ResIDENTS

./ PEOPLE PER ACRE

+497% pop. gROWTH BY 2040*
+107% 108 GROWTH BY 2040**

PRIORITY NEEDS

I‘I II'I ‘I‘

Feedback from surveys of the southeast park planning areas
closely matched teedback from Austin residents as whole.
However, residents did express a stronger preference for
adult (Over 50) activities, as well as food trucks, outdoor
amphitheater, and pavilions / BBQ area in comparison to
Austin.

FACILITY & AMENITY PRIORITIES

MULTI-PURPOSE & NATURE TRAILS [
NATURAL SPACES/PRESERVES |

AMPHITHEATER/OUTDO0 SSpIAe)S

HIGH

OUTDOORPOOL |
PAVILIONS/BB0 ARE

OFF-LEASH DOG ARE

FISHING AREA/DOCK

R FITNESS EQUIPMENT
WATER SPORT/BOATING RENTALS
ALL-ABILITIES PLAYGROUND
COMMUNITY GARDEN

GOLF

_____ DLAYSCAPES/PLAY FEATURES
BUGCE/PETANJJE/CJRNHDLE/HERSESHJE
"""" SPLASH PADS
OUTDOOR MULTI-USE SPORT COURTS
MULTI-USE FIELDS

MEDIUM

PROGRAM PRIORITIES

FARMER'S MARKET
CONGERTS IN THE PARK
ADULT (50+) PROGRAMS
F00D TRUCK EVENTS
MOVIES IN THE PARK

HIGH

FITNESS CLASSES
OMALL [-DAY SPECIAL EVENTS
THEATER/PERFORMING ARTS
HISTORY & GENEALOGY PROGRAMS
PUBLIC ART INSTALLATIONS

oK WALKS/RUNS

WATER FITNESS PROGRAMS

LARGE [-DAY SPECIAL EVENTS

MEDIUM

PRIORITIZATION PROCESS

Based on the statistically valid survey of residents of this Sub-Area, the priorities above have
emerged in this ranked order (compared against the citywide prioritization of the same
elements, depicted in the black dashed outline).
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LIVING “WITHIN WALKING DISTANGE” OF A PARK IS DEFINED DIFFERENTLY FOR DIFFERENT PARTS OF THE CITY: FOR THE URBAN CORE IT IS WITHIN A 1/4 MILE, * POPULATION GROWTH CALCULATED FOR 2016 T0 2040
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TOP ISSUES

PRIORITY NEEDS

I‘I II'I ‘I‘

Feedback from surveys of the southwest park planning areas

TELL US WHAT YOU THINK!
WHAT TOP ISSUES DID WE MISS?

closely matched teedback from Austin residents as whole.

However, residents did express a stronger preference for

concerts in the park and adult (Over 50) activities.

FACILITY & AMENITY PRIORITIES

MULTI-PURPOSE & NATURE TRAILS

g’ NATURAL SPAGES/PRESER |
COMMUNITY GARDEJE
L OUTDOOR POOL
o OFF-LEASH DOG AREAS
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ WATER SPORT/BOATING RENTALS
PAVILIONS/BBO AREAS

AMPHITHEATER/OUTDOOR STAGE
PLAYSCAPES/PLAY FEATURES
-ISHING AREAS/DOCKS

t [ 1 F |

About 62% of residents are within walking distance of park. While the number of natural areas per capita is

MEDIUM

high, access to nature trails and community gardens along with several passive, active, and cultural tacilities is
below average or low in the southwest planning areas. Selectively adding these tacilities to existing parks could SPLASH PADS
be an important strategy moving forward. QUTDOOR FITNESS EQUIPMENT
TENNIS GOURTS
DISAGREE AGREE
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY PROGRAM PRIORITIES
FARMER'S MARKET
CONGERTS IN THE PARK
JWER KF JE EUVERLY & 1AL JULR EUE BN /)17 (50+) PROGRAMS
The average poverty rate in the southwest planning areas is 8% with 22% of the population under the age of 18 ;—_F:, NATURE PROGRAMS
years old. Families may have greater access to private programming and recreational activities. The full range MOVIES IN THE PARK

ot facilities may not be wanted or needed in parks it structured private ofterings are meeting that need - it this is
the case, it may be appropriate for parks to have more limited tacilities with an emphasis on unstructured multi- F00D TRUCK EVENTS
purpose natural and social spaces to complement private ofterings. FITNESS Cl ASSES

OMALL [-DAY SPECIAL EVENTS

oK WALKS/RUNS
ART PROGRAMS IN PARKS

HISTORY & GENEALOGY PROGRAMS
WATER FITNESS PROGRAMS

LARGE [-DAY SPECIAL EVENTS

ART CENTER PROGRAMS

PUBLIC ART INSTALLATIONS
THEATER/PERFORMING ARTS
oWIM PROGRAMS

ADULT (18-49) REGREATION PROGRAMS
PARK AMENITIES WITH GHARGING STATIONS

DISAGREE AGREE
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY

A
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Recreation centers are limited in the southwest planning areas. Performance venues, historic sites, cultural /

1 [ \

A

MEDIUM

community centers are lacking, as compared to Austin as whole.

DISAGREE AGREE
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY

PRIORITIZATION PROCESS

Based on the statistically valid survey of residents of this Sub-Area, the priorities above have
emerged in this ranked order (compared against the citywide prioritization of the same
elements, depicted in the black dashed outline).
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PRIORITY NEEDS

I‘I II'I ‘I‘

Feedback from surveys of the west park planning areas

TELL US WHAT YOU THINK!
WHAT TOP ISSUES DID WE MISS?

closely matched teedback from Austin residents as whole.

However, residents did express a stronger preference for

nature programs and group fitness.

FACILITY & AMENITY PRIORITIES

MULTI-PURPOSE & NATURE TRAILS
NATURAL SPACES/PRESERVES K

JUTDOOR POOLS

HIGH

WATER SPORT RENTAL
SPLASH PADS
COMMUNITY GARDENE

SHING AREAS/DOCKS
OFF-LEASH DOG AREAS
MULTI-USE FIELDS
PLAYSCAPES & PLAY FEATURES
JUTDOOR FITNESS EQUIPMENT

PAVILIONS/BBO AREAS

? [
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About b5% of residents are within walking distance of park. Nature trails, water teatures, and community

gardens are limited, while natural areas are higher than the city average. The western planning areas are lucky

to be home to Zilker Park and benefit tfrom the highest oft-leash dog parks per capita compared to Austin as a

whole. Selectively adding ftacilities may make the existing parks more valuable to residents already living nearby.

S

DISAGREE AGREE S GOLF

LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY = OUTDOOR MULTI-USE COURT SPORTS
INDOOR GYMNASIUMS

1V < K1 ! J | : \ \ K ! 4 Pl E INDOOR VOLLEYBALL/BASKETBALL/FUTSAL

)56 GOLF ETC.
The average poverty rate in the west planning areas is 5% with 27% of the population under the age of 18 years . R

o . I R = AMPHITHEATER/OUTDOOR STAG
old. Families may have greater access to private programming and recreational activities. The full range of EERRRERE

BOCCE/PETANQUE/CORNHOLE/HORSESHO
SAND VOLLEYBALL COURTS

tfacilities may not be wanted or needed in parks it structured private offerings are meeting that need - it this is

the case, it may be appropriate for parks to have more limited facilities with an emphasis on unstructured multi-

purpose natural and social spaces to complement private offerings.

PROGRAM PRIORITIES
FARMER'S MARKET
DISAGREE AGREE
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY e ———
CONGERTS IN THE PARK
NATURAL AREAS & DISGON) ) [ 1PME e
= =n SMALL [-DAY SPECIAL EV VIR
Some of the lowest densities and population projections are tfound in the western planning areas. Sensitive 0
environmental features and physical boundaries play a role in development patterns in the western planning areas. AQULT (50+) PROGRAMS
FOOD TRUCK EVENTS
MOVIES IN THE PARK [
DISAGREE AGREE HPROBRANS
LOW PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY oK WALKS/RUNS
PUBLIC ART INSTALLATIONS
V -MI] L JARK [ WATER FITNESS PROGRAMS

ART PROGRAMS IN PARKS
YOUTH (5-12) ATHLETIC PROGRAMS
| ARGE [-DAY SPECIAL EVENTS
HISTORY & GENEALOGY PROGRAMS

MEDIUM

Additional effort may be required to make parks more accessible by toot and by bike due to the low densities

and low population projections in this area. Parking needs may also be higher than average.

D I s A G R E E A G R E E PRIORITIZATION PROCESS
I. 0 W P R I 0 R I TY H I G H P R I 0 R I TY Based on the statistically valid survey of residents of this Sub-Area, the priorities above have

emerged in this ranked order (compared against the citywide prioritization of the same
elements, depicted in the black dashed outline).
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