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AGENDA

Public meeting 2 results and discussion
Proposed final language

Prioritization rubric draft

Survey results - final
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i Mentimeter

ORIGINAL Changed River Criterion:
.. N Do you agree with the
proposed wording?

Does the recreation project
negatively impact the
ecology? 2

PROPOSED
Does the proposed
recreational use
appropriately integrate with Yes
the river's natural ecology?
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i Mentimeter

New Circulation Criterion: Does the project include
traffic mitigation features within and adjacent to the
park?

19

Yes, this is a good No, thisisnot a
addition good addition
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Finalize Guiding;EfrincipIes




Respect for People and Nature

Projects should promote inclusivity and should not privilege users
based on class, race, cultural tradition, age, income, physical ability, or
other factors.

Projects should promote free use of the park, and where possible,
should open access to areas of the park which are currently restricted

Projects should protect or enhance natural resources and habitat and
should integrate nature into the recreational experience to further
people’s connection to nature.

Projects should be implemented for long-term sustainability including a
plan for and funding of maintenance, operations, and programming.

Ipc



Respect for History and Culture

Projects should honor and interpret cultural history including
comprehensive traditions of use.

Where existing physical history can be preserved, it should be; where
that is not possible or nothing remains to be preserved, interpretation
(through a variety of means) should be incorporated.

Projects should take the entire history of the area which is now
Brackenridge Park into consideration, including aboriginal/indigenous
use, Spanish colonial development, the land uses precedent to
establishment of the park, and the history of the park itself. Further,
projects should contribute to the public’s understanding of that full
history and should include all periods of interpretation.

Ipc



Respect for Compromise

If a project has internal conflict between principles but is still deemed
worthy of implementation by the evaluation process, divergent
principles should be respected through a balanced approach; no
principle may be ignored.



River

Does the project prevent flooding of homes and structures surrounding the park?

Does the project include nature-based solutions?

Does the project respect the comprehensive historic and ecological character of the river?
Does the project increase access to the river where appropriate?

Does the project preserve, improve, or contribute positively to the river ecology?

Does the project preserve/improve river recreation?

Does the proposed recreational use appropriately integrate with the river’'s natural ecology?
Does the project allow safe access to the river for spiritual and diverse interests?

Does the project replace habitat that is being lost in other areas of the park? ,ﬁ



Architecture/Archaeoloqy

Does the project balance ecological or natural resources with built resources?
Does the project enhance the public’s understanding of the park’s full history and culture?

Does the project enhance the interpretation of the water story of the park? Does it enhance

the ecological and cultural story of the park?

Does the project reinforce the unique and distinctive character areas of the park?
Does the project utilize historic structures in order to increase their utility or useful life?
Does the project increase or result in space that is accessible for public use?

Does the project enhance understanding and interpretation of historic and culturally significant
uses of the park? le



Land

Does the project protect, restore, or enhance natural ecosystems in the park?
Does the project incorporate non-invasive native and climate-adapted plant materials?

Does the project prioritize natural ecology while also incorporating nature-focused recreational

access, where appropriate?

Does the project incorporate nature-based solutions and maximize the benefits of nature for

public health, habitat, and environmental sustainability?
Does the project preserve park open space?
Does the project preserve or increase the amount of natural area within the park as a whole?

Does the project interpret and educate people about natural systems including their

ecological, spiritual, historic, and climate-conscious value?



Circulation/Connections

Does the project improve parking availability while not impacting existing open space or increasing
impervious cover?

Does the project incorporate universal design and accessible principles?
Does the project resolve pedestrian/bicyclist/traffic conflicts?

Does the project enhance pedestrian and bicycle connectivity between major transportation modes (bus,
vehicular) and destinations?

Does the project connect circulation and parking outside the park to amenities in the park?

Does the project enhance park wayfinding and navigation?

Does the project include design features that improve and promote public safety while respecting nature?
Does the project balance wildlife and human corridors? le

Does the project include traffic mitigation features within and adjacent to the park?
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Project Name
Brief project description or location/boundaries

INSERT PROJECT DESCRIPTION HERE: Et elendi non
plique earibus daeciafis aditas es si idebit aturest, sum
atiorum quo con rest et audamus, te volorem dolupien-
dam, omni repedipsum el maiorrum expe nonsequam
que nihiciatquia quas reprat earunt quo con net occus-
damet imus aliae nam rest optataquibus voluptata nis
por ressitis aut ius.

Et quatus eatiatur sequibus.

Ut aliquis denim ut hariatem facest, numet et officia vent
offici unt volo omnimus cipsam as quo eum que mo-
luptatur saperspis deles volorem hitatem que culpa sit as-
sinfum si cum rem et et occus aut eumquatur si coreribus
adiasimus et quam, a explabo rialemquid mo qui oc-
cates od que imeture ssimus dolorro cume pro blaboria
sit ut essinfotatam cus volo eaquunti quatatectota erit eos
doloriam que sa dolorerepero velese estiumquas essit
pel illautemqui aligniat

Lum accum, nobit volor miliaecum, ut faceaque re et vitis
sinfor sam qui in eniminitas ut o at dolendebit, nate dis
molorio ipsam, officit, iditati quideles estiae labo. Et por
ma quamus, alit et aut harupta essi cus si voloritas abor-
porecepe laccuscid mil mincium quam volupiat.

Molupta in est aut dolupta ducia plibusapit molorum
fuga. Pidemporest, femporumque esecessi diibus ab ipi-
sci bla comnisciis et erchicio qui quias aliquaecio ellupta
sperspi endelicta veliquia ventis ea is et od ex excessit et
el, in persperum que as eumquis simessimpo ssimagnati
blam quis expliquis modis molorrum consectatia ipiciis
volore la el minvia ipiciis volore minvEd mod entendem
reped explitaquia velitem re reium verferunto et et ella
sitio. Ut as aut volores cienimusci voluptas velitam, non-
send ellore plias rest aut ditaquae exerest invendi dendis

Type of Project Traffic Impact Analysis Completed?  Landscape Plan?  Ecology Assesment Completed?
Demoy/Reno/Resio/New Con  Yes - Doc ### yes/no Yes - Doc ###

1.1

Restore/Rehabilitate Catalapa-Pershing

Ecosystem restoration and trails at existing drainageway

INSERT PROJECT DESCRIPTION HERE: Et elendi non
plique earibus daectatis cditos es si idebit atures!, sum
afiorum quo con rest et audomus, te volorem dolupien-
dam, omni repedipsum ef maiorum expe nonsequam
que nihicialquia quas repral earunt quo con nef occus-
domet imus clioe nam rest optotaquibus voluptata nis
por ressitis aut ius.

Et quatus eatiatur sequibus.

Ut aliquis denim ut hariatem focest, numet et officia vent
offici unt volo omnimus cipsam as quo eum que mo-
luptatur saperspis deles volorem hitatem que culpa sit as-
sinfum si cum rem et et occus aut eumquatur si coreribus
adiosimus et quam, a explabo riatemquid mo qui oc-
cates ad que imeture ssimus dolorro cume pro blaboria
sl ut essintolatam cus volo eaquunii qualaleciofa erit eos
doloriam que sa dolorerepero velese estiumquas essit
pel ilautemaui aligniat

Lum accum, nobit volor miliaecum, ut faceaque re et vitis
sinfor som qui in eniminitas ut a at dolendebit, nate dis
molorio ipsam, offict, iditati quideles esfice lobo. Ei por
ma quamus, olit et aut harupta essi cus si voloritas abor-
porecepe laccuscid mil minctum quam voluptat.

Molupta in est aut dolupta ducic plibusapit molorum
fugo. Pidempores!, tlemporumaue esecessi dilibus ob ipi-
sci bla comniscis et erchicto qui quios aliquaecto ellupia
sperspi endelicta veliquia ventis ea is el od ex excessit et
el, in persperum que os eumquis simessimpo ssimagnali
blam quis expliquis modis molorrum consectatia ipiciis
volore la el minvia ipiciis volore minvEd mod entendem
reped explitaquia velitem re reium verferunto et et ella
sitio. Ut as aut volores cienimusci voluplas velitam, non-
send ellore plias rest aut ditaquae exerest invendi dendis

Type of Project Traffic Impact Analysis Completed?  Landscape Plan2  Ecology Assesment Completed?
Demo,/Reno/Resto/New Con  Yes - Doc ### yes/no Yes - Doc ###
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City Council District:

819 respondents

District 1

| prefer not to answer

District 2

District 10

District 9
District 7
District 8
Other
District 3
Others




Which of the following is most important to you? Select only one.

979 respondents

Natural areas, like the heavily wooded areas
In the park
The river and nearby areas

Open space, like lawns and picnic areas

Recreational areas, like sports fields,
playgrounds, or golf activities



C PARK A

AENRIDGE

_ONCILED PLAN

How aware are you that aboriginal/first people once lived in the area that is now Brackenridge
Park? Please choose one.

Very aware
Somewhat aware

Not aware

1,668 Respondents




BRACKENRIDGE PARK
RECONCILED PLAN

wunity Workshop #2 -

w2 ghould do?
Preserve, Improve & Enhance Nature
Promote Accessibility, Inclusivity & Amenities
Preserve Culture, Historic Structures & Incorporate Nature
Improve On-Going Maintenance/Restoration Efforts
A Combination of Things
Promote Multiple Mobility Options, Connectivity & Traffic Calming
Include Public Art & Educational Signage
Growth Management
Improve Safety

N/A

Is there anything that you think all projects in Brackenridge Park
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SRACKENRIDGE PARK g there anything that you think all projects in Brackenridge Park
RECONCILED PLAN

Community Workshop #2 - Jan 30, 2024 Shou Id not dO?

(=]

50 100 150

Destroy Natural Systems 197

Destroy Nature & Integrity of the Park/Commercialize 146

Restrict Access & Inclusivity

A Combination of Things

Prioritize Autocentric Development

9]
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B
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N/A

w
w

New Construction/Facilities

[S]
w

Remove Structures/Stories

N
{0 1]

Other

Poor Maintenance/Management

N
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What aspects of Brackenridge Park are most important to you? Please rank your choices from

most to least important.
Natural areas and ecology. such as the river and wilderness areas

Historic structures, like the restrooms along St. Mary’s Street or the Jingu
House

Aboriginal/First people habitation, including the use of the land dating back
12,000+ years

Recreational uses, like sports fields and playgrounds

Celebratory/traditional use, like Easter camping and birthday parties, for
example

Spiritual use, including religious use by aboriginal/first people groups

748 Respondents



What do you value most about the river in Brackenridge Park? Please rank your choices from
most to least important.

Plants and animals

| 99% 1| Historic character

L
P ——

Flood control

Recreational opportunities

Spiritual connections

695 Respondents




How important do you think it is to preserve all historic structures and artifacts such as the 1878
Pump House #1, archaeological artifacts, colonial irrigation channels, and others?

1,005 respondents

5

Very important

Somewhat important

4% Somewhat unimportant
% Unsure
% Not important
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Which aspects of the park are most important to you? Please rank these choices from most to
least important:

Health of the river, including the plants and animals that live in it

Health of land areas, including plants and animals

River structures, including preserving their history

Recreational areas of all types

Respondents




There are many plants in the park which, if left alone, could crowd out native plant species. These
are known as invasive species. How important do you think it is to prioritize removing invasive
plants?

982 respondents

Very important
Somewhat important

Unsure
Others




BRACKENRIDGE PARK
RECONCILED PLAN

Community Workshop #2 - Jan 30, 2024

Not an Issue/There is Enough

There are Alternative Solutions/Do Not Disturb Nature
Needs Additional Parking/Tough to Find Parking

Keep Parking on Edges on park

Bad During Events/Peak Season/Weekends

It's Limited or Should be Limited/It's Neccessary/Not Enough
It's okay

It's Accessible/Free to Points of Interest

Improved Safety Features

Other

The Parking Garages Improved |t

Other Negative Feelings

| Don't Use the Parking

It's Unneccessary/Too Much Parking
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How do you feel about parking in the park?

100

121

150

200

208



Please select one answer below that best represents your opinion on parking in the park.

954 respondents

29

The parking situation is fine, and | do not
want to change it

There is not enough parking, but | would not
sacrifice park land to get more

| would like to remove some parking in the
park, and replace it by building parking
garages at edges of the park

There is enough parking, but not during
large events

7% There is not enough parking, and adding

more on park land is OK




How do you feel about cars driving in the park? Please choose up to two answers.

| might support limiting traffic in the park depending on the details

| feel like walking or biking in the park can be dangerous sometimes because
of car traffic

| would not change anything about roads in the park

It's important to me to have direct access to areas in the park with my car

| think we need more roads in the park

944 Respondents




958 respondents

Sometimes

Not that often

Never

Yes, frequently

% Not applicable




. : LY
SRACKENRIDGE PARK — Are there any areas in the park that feel disconnected from the
RECONCILED PLAN

commuriy Weranep 2-n0.202¢. rest of the park ?4ikso; Wildiharesniey®

0 50 100 150

I 5
—
— K

34

No

Recreational Areas/Facilities & Wooded Areas
Various Areas

Unknown/Unsure

Other

Zoo/Near Zoo

Sunken Garden Theater/Japanese Tea Gardens Area
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Golf Course Areas/Near the Golf Course Areas
North Side of the Park

Mira Flores Park

Mulberry Street Bisects Park

—
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Lambert Beach

Witte Museum/Near the Witte Museum
South Side of the Park

Avenue A

Tuleta Water Crossing

Avenue B

Areas Adjacent to Park

o i A
i o



What do you believe is most important? Please rank your choices from most to least important:

Restoring the health of the river and its ecosystem

m Maintaining native l[andscaping and trees

Preserving archaeology and historic structures

Preserving spiritual areas

Preserving areas used for celebratory practices (as for Easter Sunday, for
example)

Creating additional recreational areas

788 Respondents



















ORIGINAL d Mentimeter

Projects should incorporate Guiding Principle
components which enhance Change: Do you agree
natural habitat but also should ) '
. with the proposed
mesh nature and recreation to .
wording?

further people’s connection to
nature.

90%

PROPOSED

Projects should protect or
enhance natural resources and
habitat and integrate nature into Yes No
the recreational experience to

further people’s connection to

nature.

10%

+0
»



ORIGINAL i Mentimeter
Projects should honor and

, , Guiding Principle
Interpret cultural history )
. . .. Change: Do you agree
iIncluding traditions of use, both .
o with the proposed
modern and historic. )
wording?

77%

PROPOSED

Projects should honor and
interpret cultural history and
traditions of use, including Yes No
aboriginal/indigenous, historic,

and modern.

23%

+Q
”» O



d Mentimeter

New River Criterion: Does the project mitigate
flooding of homes and structures surrounding the
park?

12

Yes, this is a good No, thisis not a
addition good addition

+0
@



i Mentimeter

New River Criterion: Does the project include
nature-based solutions?

64

&

Yes, this is a good No, this is not a
addition good addition

+0
»©



i Mentimeter

Changed River Criterion:
Do you agree with the
proposed wording?

ORIGINAL
Does the project maintain
the historic character of the
river?

93%

PROPOSED
Does the project respect the
comprehensive historic and
ecological character of the
river?

7%

Yes No

+Q
”» O



i Mentimeter

Changed River Criterion:
ORIGINAL Do you agree with the
Does the project increase proposed wording?

access to the river?

87%

PROPOSED
Does the project increase
access to the river where
appropriate?

13%

Yes No

+Q
”» O



i Mentimeter

ORIGINAL Changed River Criterion:
W N Do you agree with the
proposed wording?

Does the project
preserve/improve the river
ecology? 9%

PROPOSED
Does the project preserve,
improve, or contribute
positively to river ecology? Yes No

10%

+0
» @



ORIGINAL
Does the project restrict
access to the river for
spiritual connections?

PROPOSED
Does the project allow safe
access to the river for
spiritual and diverse
Interests?

Changed River Criterion:

Do you agree with the
proposed wording?

78%

22%

i Mentimeter

Yes No

+0
» @



 Mentimeter



d Mentimeter

New Architecture/Archaeology Criterion: Does the
project balance ecological or natural resources with
built resources?

15

Yes, this is a good No, thisis not a
addition good addition

+0
» @



ORIGINAL
Does the project enhance
the public’'s comprehensive
understanding of the park?

PROPOSED
Does the project enhance
the public’s understanding of
the park's full history and
culture?

Changed Architecture /
Archaeology Criterion: Do you
agree with the proposed wording?

89%

1%

i Mentimeter

Yes No

+0
e @



ORIGINAL

Does the project unify
areas throughout the park?

PROPOSED
Does the project reinforce
the unique and distinctive
character areas of the park?

Changed Architecture /
Archaeology Criterion: Do you
agree with the proposed wording?

82%

18%

i Mentimeter

Yes No

+0
»Q



ORIGINAL
Can the building be
adapted to increase
longevity?

PROPOSED

Does the project utilize
historic structures in order to
increase their utility or useful
life?

Changed Architecture /
Archaeology Criterion: Do you
agree with the proposed wording?

88%

12%

d Mentimeter

Yes No

+0
» B



ORIGINAL

|s the project accessible
for public use?

PROPOSED
Does the project increase or
result in space that is
accessible for public use?

Changed Architecture /
Archaeology Criterion: Do you
agree with the proposed wording?

76%

24%

i Mentimeter

Yes No

+0
»






i Mentimeter

ORIGINAL Changed Land Criterion:
Does the project promote Do you agree with the
the natural ecosystem by proposed wording?

Incorporating native plant
materials and removing
Invasive species?

75%

25%

PROPOSED

Does the project incorporate
non-invasive native and
climate-adapted plant
materials?

Yes No

+0
» @



ORIGINAL
Does the project promote
natural ecology in concert
with recreation access?

PROPOSED

Does the project prioritize
natural ecology while also
iIncorporating nature-focused
recreational access, where
appropriate?

d Mentimeter

Changed Land Criterion:
Do you agree with the
proposed wording?

80%

20%

Yes No

+0
»©



d Mentimeter

ORIGINAL Changed Land Criterion:
Does the project incorporate low- Do you agree with the
impact development features? proposed wording?
PROPOSED

Does the project incorporate
nature-based solutions and
maximize the benefits of nature for
public health, habitat, and
environmental sustainability?

6%

Yes No

+0
» @



i Mentimeter

ORIGINAL Changed Land Criterion:
Does the project enhance Do you agree with the
the availability of park proposed wording?

open space?

79%

PROPOSED

Does the project preserve
park open space?

21%

Yes No

+0
”»@®



i Mentimeter

ORIGINAL Changed Land Criterion:
Do you agree with the
proposed wording?

Does the project increase
the amount of natural
areas? o0,

PROPOSED
Does the project preserve or
Increase the amount of
natural area within the park Yes No
as a whole?

10%

+Q
»®



i Mentimeter

ORIGINAL Changed Land Criterion:
Does the project interpret Do you agree with the
and educate people about proposed wording?

natural systems?

81%

PROPOSED

Does the project interpret
and educate people about
natural systems including
their ccological, spiritual,
historic, and climate-
conscious value?

19%

Yes No

+0
”»@®



i Mentimeter

New Circulation Criterion: Does the project
balance wildlife and human corridors?

48

Yes, this is a good No, this is not a
addition good addition

+0
@



d Mentimeter

New Circulation Criterion: Does the project include
design features that improve and promote public
safety while respecting nature?

55

9

Yes, this is a good No, thisis not a
addition good addition

+0
» @



i Mentimeter

New Circulation Criterion: Does the project
balance wildlife and human corridors?

48

Yes, this is a good No, this is not a
addition good addition

+0
@



BRACKENRIDGE PARK . _ . A
rReEcoONCILED PLAN  What historic aspects of the park are most important to you?

Communily Workshop #2 - Jan 30, 2024

50 100 150

o

The Natural Ecosystem 190

Multiple Aspects 189

.
S
N

Historic & Prehistoric Structures

The Story of the Park

iy
N
[=]

Landscape & Historic/Prehistoric Structures

({a}
N

Institutions & Areas of Interest

Recreation Areas 46

None

Unaware of History

Accessibility

Safety



BRACKENRIDGE PARK : . A
recoNCILED PLAN  What aspects of the park are you happiest about right now?

Community Workshop #2 - Jan 30, 2024

(=)

50 100 150

Natural Spaces

184

Recreational Ares Incorporated into Nature 15

Recreation Areas/Facilities 95

Multiple Aspects

(o))
o

Access

[9)]
(o]

Institutions & Areas of Interest

w
B

Other

~
~

Maintenance/Safety

N
(o))

N/A

N
(e)}

Historic Structures
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BRACKENRIDGE PARK : A
reconciLED PLAN  What aspects of the park are you unhappy about right now?

Community Workshop #2 - Jan 30, 2024

o

100 200

Policies/Maintenance/Safety 240

Multiple Aspects

120

Recreational Facilities & Structures

[{a}
w

Deteriation of the Park's Natural Ecosystem

»
9) ]

N/A

S
[{e]

Lack of Connectivity

S
~J

Autocentric Design

N
w

Structure/Story Preservation

N
(=]

Parking

—,
[{}

Crowding/Noise

-
=N

Other

-
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Birds
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How important do you think is to add more walking and biking paths to connect parts of the park?

893 respondents

Very important

Somewhat important

% Unsure
% Notimportant
% Somewhat not important




Do you feel that increasing the amount of park space available for use without paying fees is
important?

Very important

Somewhat important

Unsure

% Not important

% Somewhat unimportant

990 respondents




How easy is it for you to navigate around the park with the current signage?

838 respondents

| can navigate the park well with the current
signage

It is a challenge to navigate the park, and
more signage would be helpful




Have you taken the bus to or from the park?

941 respondents

No, and | never will

No, but | would if there was more bus access
to the park

Yes, but | usually walk or use other
transportation

Others




BRACKENRIDGE PARK . . . - .
recoNclLED PLAN  What is the biggest challenge with moving around the park?

Community Workshop #2 - Jan 30, 2024

(=}

50 100 150

Disconnected Areas/Lack of Wayfinding/Restricted Areas 171

None 126

Automobiles/Parking/Street Design

Poor Maintenance, Infrastructure Upkeep, Safety, & Lack of Accessibility

(=]
-

Multiple Aspects

w
©

People/Crowds

N
w©w

Lack of Trails/Sidewalks/Bike Paths

N
o

Other

—
(o]

People Experiencing Homelessness

—
N

Biking/Lack of Other Modes of Transportation

Lack of Shade

K%
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