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around attractive and landscaped deten—
tion ponds where feasible. Landscaping
should be based on applicable city require
ments to reduce water demand, retain
runoff, decrease flooding, and recharge
roundwater.

1.6.5
Redevelopment should avoid environmen
tally sensitive resources such as protected
trees, wetland, waterbodies, and endan
gered or threatened plant or wildlife habi
tat.
P

1.6.6
Redevelopment should be sensitive to any
historically significant resources and
should make every effort to protect and
preserve these resources.

along Enfield Road between Lake Austin
Boulevard and Exposition Boulevard that
would promote cut-through traffic on adja
cent and nearby neighborhood streets.

interest in redeveloping the property. In
response to the University’s interest, the
City hosted a meeting to discuss stake-
holders’ interest in the future of the
Tract. The callout box lists the interests
that were identified during this meeting.
The University also had a public process
which included a series of meetings
which led to the creation of a concept
plan. The Tract serves as a transition
from Lady Bird Lake and Lake Austin to
the single-family neighborhoods of
Tarrytown and Deep Eddy. The Tract is
also within the Water Supply Suburban
watershed classification as well as the
University/Deep Eddy subdistrict of the
Waterfront Overlay.

L.7.1
Continue having regularly scheduled
meetings with stakeholders within the
planning area regarding the future of the
Tract.
P

Objective 7: Continue working
with stakeholders within the
planning area, including the Uni
versity of Texas, regarding the
future of the Brackenridge Tract.

The Brackenridge Tract plays an
important part in the past, present, and
future of the planning area. The Tract is
345 acres and includes Lions Municipal
Golf Course, the Biological Field Lab,
the West Austin Youth Association, the
headquarters of the Lower Colorado
River Authority, Oyster Landing, a gro
cery store and convenience stores, the
Gables apartments, and over 500 stu
dent apartments operated by the Uni
versity. The University has indicated an
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Stakeholders’ Feedback on the Brackenridge Tract
On July 12, 2008, the City hosted a neighborhood plan meeting with stakeholders to receive
input about the future of the Tract. Below is a summary of the issues and desires of the stake-
holders who attended that meeting.

1. Preserve Lions Municipal Golf Course and allow the City of Austin to take ownership
and preserve as a public golf course.

2. Preserve the Biological Field Lab and ensure that any adjacent development does not
impact the field lab.

3.Preserve the West Austin Youth Association and refocus lights away from neighborhood.

4. Preserve the student housing at the Brackenridge and Colorado Apartments. There is
interest in adding more student apartments at the Brackenridge and Colorado Apart
ments as long as they do not worsen traffic. Also, housing for the elderly and empty
nesters is desired as long as it is affordable and is geared toward allowing residents of
the neighborhood to stay in the neighborhood.

5. Keep a grocery store at the Safeway parcel but make improvements.

6. Any new development should be limited to no more than four stories except for devel
opment adjacent to the existing neighborhood which should have lower building
heights and separated by a natural buffer including trees and vegetation.

7. Add more ‘mom and pop stores at existing commercial areas and at student apart
ments. Have neighborhood scaled retail and mix of uses along Lake Austin Boulevard
where already developed.

8. No intensive retail, employment or high tech centers that attract from a regional area.

9. Add usable greenspace such as playgrounds, community gardens, walking trails,
teaching spaces, and other public uses.

10. The Gables should add public amenities so that it connects with the adjacent
neighborhood.

11. Add a path linking the golf course to WAYA.

12. No additional driveways on Enfield are desired.

13. Make Lake Austin Boulevard a “real’ boulevard or Complete Street with no parking on
the street (with a particular need to address Field Lab employees parking on the north
side adjacent to fhe golf course), wider sidewalks, more crossings, improved transit
service, shade trees, attractive landscaping, a connection to the Trail at Lady Bird
Lake, and extending bike lanes to Enfield Road as well as providing better separation
from vehicle lanes.

14. Extend the Trail at Lady Bird Lake to Red Bud Isle and avoid environmentally sensitive
land such as near the Biological Field Lab. Establish a buffer allowing no develop
ment along the edge of the lake to protect the natural resources. Provide a publicly
owned and natural access to the lake.

15. Protect the neighborhood from an increase in traffic, especially considering the lim
ited capacity of the road network. Prior to any development, a traffic study is de
sired.
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Stakeholders’ Feedback on the Brackenridge Tract continued
16. Need for a sidewalk around the entirety of the Golf Course and add street trees be

tween the street and sidewalk where feasible. Also, if feasible, add a walking path
around the perimeter of the golf course and add a frail along Schull Branch. In addi
tion, access between 0. Henry Middle School and WAYA should be improved.

17. Replace invasive trees with native trees.

At other meetings, additional issues and desires were also identified:

1. Expand Eilers Park into the Brackenridge Tract.

2. Conduct a tree survey to determine whether there are any trees that meet the City’s
tree protection requirements.

3. Stormwater management should comply with City of Austin stormwater regulations.

4. Plans for Brackenridge Tract should each include plans for construction of a new ele
mentary school and should consider adding a middle school and high school it the
tract is developed in accordance with proposed density.

5. Increased density on the Brackenridge Tract should be addressed with additional
transit and shuttle services connecting the Brackenridge Tract to the central down
town area.
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CENTRAL WEST AUSTIN
NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

Draft Transportation Chapter

Goal Statement and Introduc
tb n

Support the livability, vital-
ity, and safety of the Central
West Austin neighborhood by
providing streets that enhance
its neighborhood character, en
courage walking, bicycling, and
transit use, and better serve its
schools, library, parks and other
key destinations.

Key Themes:

• Do not widen streets (T. 1 .1)

• Enforce speed limits
(ongoing APD efforts; see
also T.1 .3)

• Protect against cut-through
traffic (Ti .2)

• Control on-street parking
(T.1 .5)

• Maintain acceptable traffic
service levels (T. 1 .10; see also
T.1 .2 and Ti .4)

Streets in Central West Austin
should be more than paths for cars. They
are where neighbors meet one another,
bicyclists ride, push strollers, walk dogs,

and joggers exercise. They also give form
to the neighborhood by shaping blocks
and arranging lots. Their frontages cre
ate semi-public spaces out of front yards,
where children play and residents social
ize. The character of the neighborhood’s
houses and yards and its mature tree
canopy encourages walking and cycling.

• Maintaining the neighborhood’s tradi
tional character, and moving it into a
sustainable future, means striking the
right balance between having residential
streets that are social spaces and having
bigger streets that accommodate vehicle
traffic, transit, walking and cycling.

Loop 1/MoPac and Lamar Boule
vard are major thoroughfares for all of
Austin. Additional traffic is placed on
the neighborhood’s internal streets from
drivers getting to and from major road
ways and from drivers using these
streets as alternate routes during rush
hour. Unfortunately, the lack of
neighborhood sidewalks on these smaller
streets creates safety problems with
such cut-through traffic. The higher
speeds of drivers looking for a quicker
route to or from work impair the local
functions of these streets, as well as
their potential for bike and pedestrian
use and social interaction. This is espe
cially acute for those streets without
sidewalks or bike lanes.

Congestion is also a concern. As
the neighborhood is close to Downtown
and the University, traffic has increased
over the years. There is also a concern
that traffic will increase should the
Brackenridge Tract and/or Austin State
School redevelop. However, stake
holders were adamant that streets in
Central West Austin not be widened to
accommodate more traffic, and viewed
higher traffic volumes as hurting their
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speeding present safety problems and
reduce the quality of life for residents.

Central West Austin is served by
bus routes that connect it to downtown,
the University of Texas, and south and
north Austin. Although, over the years,
this service has declined due to low rid
ership, stakeholders would like to re
verse the trend and see an increase and
focus on target areas.

Most streets in Central West Aus
tin were built before sidewalks were re
quired in Austin. Many streets are nar
row and are rated as low priority for
sidewalks, due to fewer major attractors
and lower density when compared to
other neighborhoods. However, there is a
desire to improve pedestrian mobility,
and sidewalks should be located in ac
cordance with the neighborhood’s side
walk plan, and not necessarily on every
street. In addition, the neighborhood is
served by two greenbelts, along Shoal
and Johnson Creeks, which provide
north-south routes for bicyclists and pe
destrians, and the Trail at Lady Bird
Lake connects Eilers Park through
downtown to the Longhorn Dam. Stake-
holders support improved pedestrian,
bicycle, and transit access to the follow
ing key destinations including: schools,
parks, Howson Library, retail centers,
transit stops, neighboring residential ar
eas, and employment and other destina
tions outside of the neighborhood.

On-street parking was contested
among stakeholders, with some feeling
that it imposed on their homes and oth
ers finding it an important tool for re
ducing traffic speeds. In some parts of
the neighborhood, on-street parking
helps maintain the traditional character
of the neighborhood by reducing the

front-facing garages.
The Complete Streets Principle

Streets in Central West Austin
are primarily oriented toward cars, but
should be “completed” to accommodate
all users: pedestrians, cyclists, transit
riders, and motorists. The objectives and
recommendations in this chapter are or
ganized into two general themes:

Livable streets — streets should
be places for recreation and socializing.

Equitable access — streets should
accommodate vehicle, transit, walking
and cycling.

Complete streets encompass both
themes. Street design should yield safe
and attractive spaces and foster a sense
of identity for the community. Automo
biles have an important place in com
plete streets, but should not dominate
them to the exclusion of other uses. With
all necessary components in place, the
street will balance desirable space for
socials needs with transportation needs.

Some elements of complete streets
• street furniture, such as benches
• appropriately scaled lighting
• street trees and vegetation
• appropriately scaled sidewalks
• sidewalk bulb-outs at intersections
• crosswalks and pedestrian islands
• user friendly and accessible transit stops
• bus pullouts
• on-street parking
• bicycle lanes
• public art
• appropriate number of curb cuts

The objectives and recommenda
tions in this chapter address elements
that are needed for improvements at
particular locations. These design princi

quality of life. Heavy traffic volumes and need for driveways and minimizing
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pies can be applied to different street
types. For example, a neighborhood
street may only use those components
that are appropriate considering the
traffic and nearby land uses. Through
implementation, the neighborhood
should see a cycle of improvement in
which pleasant streetscapes encourage
pedestrians to use roads which creates
greater opportunities for socialization
and leads to slower vehicular traffic that
is sensitive to pedestrian activity. As ve
hicular traffic slows over time, streets
become safer and encourage an increase
in use by everyone.

Objective 1: Streets in Central
West Austin should support
neighborhood character and
livability.

T.1.1
Maintain neighborhood character and liv
ability by not adding lanes to streets or wid
ening streets or bridges in Central West
Austin. At the following intersections, stake-
holders generally support intersection wid
ening and improvements when they balance
reducing congestion and increasing safety
for motorists, pedestrians, and cyclists with
protecting nearby property owners from en
croachment and not increasing overall traf
fic volume (provided that they are not used
to justir widening the remainder of the
streets):

• At the intersection of Exposition and
Enfield

• At the intersection
35th Street

• At the intersection
Windsor

• At the intersection
Hartford.

As a street through the heart of the western
portion of the neighborhood, Exposition

Blvd. should be maintained as a two-lane
street with the existing bike and parking
lane configuration, and should not be wid
ened or re-striped to provide additional traf
fic lanes.
p

T.1.2
The volume and speeds on all streets should
be compatible with the roadway design and
adjacent land uses. This recommendation
deals with local improvements, such as traf
fic calming and reconfiguring routes and
should result in slower speeds and discour
aging cut-through traffic. Such improve
ments will restore neighborhood streets to
public spaces that promote activities like
walking and talking with neighbors. See the
box below.
J:COANPCF

Current neighborhood concerns re
garding volume and speed:

• Exposition & Pecos Blvd — Street
and intersections are overburdened
during peak hours due to overflow
from MoPac. Speeding is also a con
cern. At rush hour, traffic cuts
through on westbound roads between
Windsor and Enfleld including
Cherry Lane and Clearview.

• Windsor Rd —Excessive volume and
speeding from Lamar to Pecos Street.
Windsor also gets traffic during
pickup and dropoff times at the Aus
tin Girls School.

• Pecos St— Excessive traffic during
rush hour and speed and fast accel
eration at all times.

• Forest Trail — cut-through between
Enfield Road and Windsor Road

• Winsted Ln — Burdened when Mo
Pac is congested.

• W. 7th St — Used as a cut-through to
Lake Austin Boulevard and Exposi
tion Boulevard.

of Pecos and West

of Exposition and

of Windsor and
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• Bridle Path — Used to avoid Enfield,
when congested.

• McCall Rd — High traffic around the
Girls School of Austin.

• 29th St — Excessive traffic during
rush hour. Used as a cut-through to
Mo Pac.

• Northwood Ave — Excessive traffic
during rush hour. Used as a cut-
through to MoPac.

• Westover East of MoPac-Used as a
cut-through to MoPac.

• Jefferson St/Hartford Rd — Used as
a cut-through to MoPac.

• 31st/Shoal Creek— Burdened due to
traffic from Seton and St. Andrew
School. Used to avoid 34th and 38t1

Streets, when congested
• Harris Blvd—speeding and used to

avoid Lamar
• Deed Eddy neighborhood—used for

cut-through and speeding.
• Lake Austin Blvd and Red Bud

Trail—used as cut-through to West
Lake Hills and points west.

T.t3

Report to 3-1-1 where speed limit signs are
missing or do not reflect the 25 mph speed
limit.
N

T.1.4
Vehicle safety should be enhanced such that
it not only reduces accidents but makes the
neighborhoods feel safer.
JzCOA.NPCY

Current neighborhood concerns re
garding vehicle safety:

• Wooldridge
& Northwood — Traffic volume!

limited sight distance.
& Gaston
& Claire
& 29th Street

• 341h & Oakmont — On-street com
mercial parking blocks the view; an-

gle of the intersection makes for
poor visibility.

Windsor Rd
& Harris — Volume, speed, and limited

visibility make it difficult to exit
the neighborhood.

& Hanford— Limited visibility, speed
ing, volume

& Lamar — Speeding on Lamar.
• Jefferson St

& 35th St — Visibility limited by
commercial signs.

& 34th St
& 29th St
& Northwood

• Exposition Blvd
& Enfield — Cars turning left back

up on Exposition.
& 35th Street — Cars turning left

back up the entire lane, in
cluding cars turning right,
who only have a short turn
lane. Back up also intrudes
into bike lane.

& Windsor Rd — High volume of
traffic. Right-turning vehicles
may be clogging southbound
Exposition.

• Pecos & 35th Street — Limited sight
distance combined with speeding
along 35th makes turning left or right
difficult. This is further exacerbated
by cars coming from Balcones that
are accelerating as they approach Pe
cos.

• loth St & Wayside — Bus loading for
0. Henry impedes traffic. Currently
only served by Yield sign.

• Happy Hollow & 35th Street — Imme
diately adjacent to the exit ramp
from MoPac, with limited sight dis
tance. Dangerous both for traffic from
MoPac and for traffic from Happy
Hollow.

• Shoal Creek & Gaston
• Churchill & 33rd

• Mills & 35th
• Harris

& 29th Street
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&32 Street
& Northwood

• Red Bud and Lake Austin Blvd —

cars turning left back up on Lake
Austin Boulevard.

• MoPac ramps
• 35th Street exit lane from

southbound — Service road is
used as ancillary lane to bypass
MoPac congestion.

• Windsor Rd exit from
southbound — large number of
crashes.

• MoPac interchange at Westover/
Northwood intersection —

Southbound exit onto Westover
lacks lane markings, which
causes queuing problems and —

drivers run stop signs and speed
on/off access ramps.

• Lake Austin Boulevard — large
number of crashes

• Jefferson at 29th Street — visibility,
drivers running stop sign

• Wooldridge at 29th Street — visibility,
long crossing for pedestrians

• Jefferson at Northwood — drivers
run stop sign

• Shoal Creek Blvd at Gaston — visi
bility, road drives into park area!
leash free area, safety for large num
ber of pedestrians and pets using
park

• Harris at 29th Street — drivers run
stop signs

• Jefferson at 34th Street — difficult
crossing for pedestrians

• Jefferson at Northwood — visibility
issue

• Harris at Northwood — drivers run
stop signs

• Wooldridge at Gaston — signage is
confusing (yields, stops)

• Wooldridge at Northwood — drivers
run stop signs E to N and S to W

• Harris at S2 Street — visibility

problem due to landscaping
• Wooldridge at Claire — visibility is

sue, long crossing for pedestrians,
suboptimal layout of intersection

Li.S
Control on-street parking more efficiently to
improve safety by identiiing appropriate
locations for the Residential Parking Permit
Program to resolve issues from non
residential parking. Current locations of in
terest are Wooldridge, Happy Hollow, the
3400 block of Oakmont, and the Deep Eddy
neighborhood.
N

T.1.6
Reclaim neighborhood streets by engaging
in social events that slow traffic and encour
age residents to use streetside public space.
Events could include:

• Wave On Wednesdays (WOW): walk
ers and cyclists smile and wave at
passing drivers. This socially includes
drivers in the neighborhood and en
courages them to respect it.

• Streetside congregating: Residents
congregate at intersections. While a
single person can easily be overlooked,
many together become a point of inter
est, making drivers more mindful of
their surroundings.

For more information on street reclaiming,
see http://www.lesstraffic.com/Programs/SRI
SR.htm or read Street Reclaiming, by David
Engwicht, available at the Austin Public Li
brary.
N

T.1.7
Add street furniture alongside roads to cre
ate places for social interaction. Street furni
ture includes benches and kiosks. Street fur
niture can be placed along neighborhood
streets, but should generally be focused on
larger streets where more pedestrian traffic
is desired.
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J: COA NPCI’, Cap Metm

T.1.8
Beautify bus stops in Central West Austin
through Cap Metro’s Adopt-a-Bus-Stop pro
gram. This will help bus stops perform mul
tiple functions, including enhancing
neighborhood character and distinctiveness,
creating social space, and providing opportu
nities for public art. Adoptions should target
stops with long-term investments, such as
tree niantinas and bus pull-outs.

NPCI’, Cap Mètm

T.1.9
Recreate Lake Austin Boulevard as a gate
way to Central West Austin destinations. It
should become a real boulevard that pro
vides equitable access between pedestrians,
cyclists, transit users, and motorists and
promotes recreation and socializing, but
without expanding vehicle lanes. Below is a
sample commuter boulevard. Should the
University redevelop the Brackenridge
Tract, recreating Lake Austin Boulevard
becomes of greater importance. Please see
the Sidebar for more specific information.
J: COA NPCT, Cap Metw
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T.1.1O
Maintain acceptable levels of service at all
signalized intersections.
p

T. 1 .1 1
Review all future transportation projects to
ensure that opportunities for other complete
streets measures listed in Objectives 1 and 2
are taken advantage of. Streets can best be
completed by making multiple improve
ments at once.
J:COA, NPC

T.1.12
Improve traffic flow at the intersection of
MoPac and Lake Austin Boulevard. Sug
gested improvements include:

• Improving access to north-bound Mo
Pac from east-bound Lake Austin
Boulevard.

• Add landscape islands to rtiake it eas
ier to cross, removed physicalbarrier
and provide beautification

• Add trees and landscaping to provide
shade for pedestrians and cyclists as
well as adding beauty. It was sug
gested that. where possible, the street
become a canopy road, which can be
described as large trees such as live
oaks that cast their protective shade
over the road, with limbs that meet in a
canopy to provide shade for the roads
beneath them.

• Add street furniture such as benches
but place at areas of activity such as
bus stops or retail.

• Options to on-street parking should be
explored

• Add fully-shielded lighting
• It feasible, placing utihties underground
• Reconfigure the road to be more curvy

or winding in order to make the road
more inviting to pedestrians and cyclists
and slow traffic

• More delineation between the side
walk, bike lane, and street

*
-;N%. l— 7—I

• — - -

Recreating Lake Austin Boulevard
as a “real boulevard”
Stakeholders would like to make the follow
ing improvements in order to make the road
more attractive, promote walking and c’
cling, and encourage interciction, Preferred
amenities include:

• Pedestrian and bicycle’drossing struc
tures to make it easier to cros.
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• Permitting right turns during red
lights from Atlanta Street onto west
bound Lake Austin Boulevard.

• Adjusting signal timing at intersection
of Atlanta Street and Lake Austin
Boulevard to enhance southbound traf
fic from Atlanta Street onto south
bound MoPac.

T. 1.13
Reduce bus congestion around 0. Henry
Middle School, primarily those routes that
go throu h the neighborhood.

MSD

Objective 2: Make key desti
nations easier to reach for all
users, regardless of mode of
travel.

Pedestrians and bicyclists

T.21
Build the sidewalks identified in the adja
cent maps and Table T-l by encouraging the
city to repair sidewalks in disrepair and to
place new sidewalks, where practical, di
rectly adjoining the street without an
“island” of grass and landscaping between
the sidewalk and street.
J:COA,NPC’I’

T.2.2
Pedestrian access should be examined]
enhanced such that it makes waffling within
the nei hborhoods easier.
J:COA,

Current neighborhood concerns re
garding pedestrian improvements:

• Lake Austin Boulevard near Deep
Eddy: pedestrians have trouble cross
ing Lake Austin Boulevard due to
traffic volume and speed. Improve
ments could be combined with the

overall re-creation of Lake Austin
Boulevard in recommendation T.1.9.

• Northwood and Jefferson: heavy vol
ume and speed makes this intersec
tion dangerous to pedestrians and
cyclists.

• Jefferson and 34th, 33rd, and 32nd
Sts — Heavy volume impacts these
routes to Bryker Woods Elementary,
a daycare, and a bus stop.

• 35th St
• between Randall’s and lii-

bert’s
• as it splits from W, 38th in front

of the Wells Fargo Bank to one
block south at Mills (in front of
Hilbert’s and the Vet Clinic.):
there is no safe pedestrian
crossing as traffic does not stop
anywhere to allow for a con
ventional crosswalk.

• Hopi, Dillman, and Meredith—
conflict with vehicles

• Exposition Boulevard:
• At 10th and 12th Streets: Heavy vol

ume and speeds impact 0. Henry Mid
dle School, WAYA, and neighborhood
joggers and are problematic for the
school bus stop at 10th St.

• At Bowman: Poorly timed signals at
this intersection create a constant
stream of traffic at Howson library.

• At Casis Elementary: Bus stop and
nearby shopping center are difficult to
access due to traffic.

• Surrounding Tarrytown Park.

• From Johnson Creek Hike and Bike Trail to
Westenfield Park.

• Hartford and Windsor exit — Southbound on
bike route #29.

• Wooldridge and 29h Street Long pedestrian
crossing distance

• Windsor Road
• At Harris: Traffic, volume, speed, and

poor visibility

• At Hartford and MoPac: no designated
route for pedestrians and cyclists to
cross under MoPac
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T.2.2
Pedestrian access should be examinedl
enhanced such that it makes walking within
the neiahborhoods easier.
J: COANPCT

T.2.3
When pedestrian imrovements are made,
add pedestrian bump-outs, where feasible.
Bump-outs are sidewalk extensions that
safely bring pedestrians into on-street park
ing areas, giving them better views of on
comm traffic and vice versa.
J: COA

Add street trees for pedestrian shade includ
ing but not limited to along roads that serve
key destinations.
J:COANPCr, pñ pwpetty

T.2.5
Create the bike lanes identified in the adja
cent maps and Table T-l. These projects are
in addition to those identified in the Austin
2009 Bicycle Master Plan. During the
amendment process to the Bicycle Master
Plan, the City will will re-evaluate the need
for the Northwood bicycle route with par
ticular focus on on-street parking needs.

J: COANP

T.2.6
Make MoPac crossings safer to accommo
date pedestrians and cyclists, in particular

the 35th St crossing and the Westover!
Northwood crossing, which is used by chil
dren attending Casis Elementary, as well as
Lake Austin Boulevard.
j:.CO4NPCr,T5cDUl’

T.2.7-reserved

T.2.8
Improve Red Bud Bridge by adding pedes
trian access and a separated bike lane. Ad
ditional car lanes should not be added.
J: COA. NPCf

Safe routes to schools

T.2.9
Improve routes by which children travel to
nearby schoo]s. (See the sidebar, “Children
and large roads.”)
Bryker Woods Elementary

A. Jefferson at 34th and 32nd Sts —

Heavy volume makes this a dan
gerous crossing for elementary
students, as well as high school
students who use the bus stop at
34th Street.

B. 35th St and Lamar Blvd — The
school should work with parents
to establish bicycle trains once
safe bike routes have been estab
lished. These roads are not suit
able for children to walk across
unsupervised.

C. 35th Street Cutoff— Used by
Bryker Woods students who live
in the Rosedale neighborhood.

D. Westover Road (east of Exposi
tion): A bike route on Westover
Road should be established to a
clear and safe bike path for chil
dren riding to school.

Casis Elementary
E. Northwood across MoPac — The

school should work with parents
to establish a bicycle train under
MoPac corridor once a bike route
is established. This intersection is

T.2.4
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not suitable for unaccompanied
children to walk through.

J: CO& NPCISchoo1s, and CsmpusAsoCaind1s

10
Annually conduct Child Safety training
courses at the three public schools in the

and CampusAdvowCaundk

T.2.11
Apply for a Safe Routes to School grant to
implement the recommendations in T.2A,
T.25, T.2.6 andT.2.9.
J:COANPCIkhooLs

Transit

T.2.12
Maintain and evaluate the feasibility of im
proving bus service to areas that have dem
onstrated ridership, such as:
a. The Gables apartments
b. UT student housing at Brackenridge
and Colorado apartments
J: NPCLCap Mao

T.2.13
Evaluate the feasibility of improving bus
service to destinations within the neighbor
hood with the intent of increasing ridership
and/or reducing vehicular traffic, such as:

a. Oyster Landing
b. Laguna Gloria and Mayfield Park and

Preserve
c. Exposition Boulevard front Lake Aus

tin Boulevard to 35th Street
d Large special events in other parts of

the city
J: NPC’LCapMetm

T.2.14
Increase ridership where locally desired by
residents through social interactions and
neighborhood promotions, such as advertis
ing in the neighborhood, providing training,
or starting a One Day a Week effort which
promotes getting to work by bus at least
once a week.
NRCMeht

T.2.1 5
Add a shelter to the bus stop at Jefferson
and 34th Street.
J: NIN Cap Metm

T.2.16
Improve gaps outside the neighborhood that
prevent connection to key locations, such as
downtown.
J:OANPCI’

Objective 3: Support transpor
tation investments in the Loop
1 (MoPac) and Lamar Boule
vard corridors that are com
patible with the neighborhood
and its environment.

T.31
Oppose expansions of Loop 1 or the acquisi
tion of additional right-of-way from either
side of Loop 1 that adversely impact the
neighborhood through noise, light, or cut-
through traffic or that encroach upon eñst
ing homes. Increased capacity should be ac
companied by trees, buffers, and sound bar-

Children and large roads

Elementary school children should not be
encouraged to walk across major roads
such as Lamar, 35th. or MoPac due to safety
issues. Young children have a difficult time
judging how to cross a large road with many
cars going both directions and their difficulty
is increased at heavily trafficked intersec
tions with complex timing and turn-taking.
Students are encouraged to ride bikes in
groups with an accompanying parent
(forming a bicycle train) across these major
roads. Groups are more obvious to drivers
and will reduce the chance of an occident.
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Bike Lanes: Existing, Planned and
Requested
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Draft Transportation Chapter

riers and should not be accompanied by ele
vated lanes or the acquisition of additional
right-of-way from either side of MoPac/Loop
1.
N

T.3.2
Support city-wide mass transit service that
will decrease congestion on Loop 1 and
Lamar Boulevard, thus reducing traffic on
Central West Austins streets and improving
the transportation system for all of Austin
and the region.
N

T.3.3
If a commuter rail station is added along the
MoPac corridor, ensure that it provides bicy
cle, pedestrian, and bus access from the sur
rounding neighborhoods, that there is ade
quate parking such that there is no com
muter parking in the neighborhood, and
that it imvroves connections across MoPac.
J: WA NPa; Lone Star Rail Distrkt

T.3.4
Participate in the Lone Star Rail District’s
planning process to ensure that any rail
line, station, or development is consistent
with this plan and that the neighborhood’s
concerns and opportunities (see the text box
below) are addressed.
j: WA NPCI’; lime Star Rail Distrkt

potential roil along this corridor and not just
specifically at 35th Street. Should the rail
and development move forward, stake-
holders would like to see a project that sup
ports the provisions of this neighborhood
plan.

Increased density is not appropriate due to com
patibility and traffic issues

Displacement of Austin State School

Not enough land on 35th St for transit-oriented
development

Threat to local business

Effects on neighborhood will not be studied or
addressed

Noise & light pollution

Not enough planned parking which will cause
cars to park in neighborhood

• Parking design standards will not enhance the
neighborhood

• Should not be located near Enfield, Westover, or
Windsor roads because on-off ramps are inade
quate and incompatible with neighborhood
Increased vehicle traffic including cut-through

Clover leafs on W. 35th make access to station
difficult.
Attraction of transient population

Public process & full disclosure will be denied or
limited

• Easy access to other cities, including San Anto
nio

• Easy access to downtown

Lone Star Rail District

A potenfial commuter rail linking George
town to San Antonio could run between
both planning areas along the existing rail
located within Loop 1. On November 14,
2007, stakeholders heard a presentation
from the Oistrict identifying potential plans
for the commuter rail including a potential
station and associated transit-oriented de
velopment along Loop 1 and 35th Street.
On December 5. 2007 stakeholders identified
opportunities and concerns regarding the

• Possibilities for better connection & improve
overall non-vehicular access

• Another alternative to cars
• Could reduce vehicular traffic

• Support vitality of neighborhood

• More places to walk to/pedestrian-friendly devel
opment

• Increased residential development that is not as
expensive

• Business growth

Concerns

.

.

•

•

•

•

Opportunities
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CENTRAL WEST AUSTIN
NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

enhance existing parks

properties.

portant part of the city’s identity. The
value of such public spaces has been em
braced by the citizenry who enjoy the
recreation, fresh air, open space, and
greenery that they provide. In the
CWANP area, and around the city, they
are important social and civic sites, al

-lowing people of all ages and back
grounds the chance to interact, and often
to learn a bit of Austin’s history. Parks
provide an important connection to the
natural environment in our increasingly
urban surroundings, and the CWANP

and area has parks embodying natural ele
ments of this area.

Central West Austin is fortunate
to have a dozen parks and green areas,
ranging from major, city-serving parks
(such as Lions Golf Course and the
Shoal Creek Greenbelt) to small,
neighborhood parks (such as Tarrytown
Park), down to even smaller pocket
parks that are converted from unused
spaces. These parks help defme the
neighborhood’s character and history
and serve as important meeting and rec
reational destinations.

Potential development of existing
greenspace and parkland has created
concern for the neighborhoods. The
Brackenridge Tract and Austin State
School currently provide recreational op
portunities that could be impaired
should they be developed. Also, Camp
Mabry, located just north of the plan
•ning area, has been used as a park but
has also had rumors about its being de
veloped. Keeping these areas as parks
and greenspace is desirable because of
their beauty and the fact that they pro
vide natural habitat and recreation in an
urban area.

Planning area residents appreci
ate the number and variety existing

Draft Parks, Open Space, & Envi
ronment Chapter

Goal Statement and Introduction:

Preserve, connect and

recreational areas and facili
ties in the Central West Austin
Planning Area, as well as
open-space on large proper
ties (e.g., Austin State School
and the Brackenridge Tract)
for the health, recreational
and historical benefits they
bring to the community. Cre
ate opportunities for addi
tional public open space such
as trails, pocket parks, and
landscaped traffic islands, as
well as parks and recreational
areas and facilities on large

The location for Austin was cho
sen in part because of its hills, its natu
ral beauty, its adjacency to the Colorado
River. Incorporating some of those open,
natural areas as public parks and open
spaces has been an important part of the
way the city has grown, and is a very im
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Current park amenities in Central West Austin

Tarrytown Pork: 2.25 acres
• Softball field
• Playground
• Picnic tables

Acquired by City in 1939

Bailey Pork: 2.3 acres
• Softball field
• Tennis courts
• Volleyball courts
• Picnic tables & pavilion
• Indoor restrooms
• Wading pool

Acquired by City in 1935

Walsh Boat Landing:
4.06 acres
• Picnic tables
• Bar-b-que unit
• Indoor restrooms
• Boat ramp
• Fishing

Acquired by City in 1957

Reed Park: 6.27 acres
• Softball field
• Picnic tables
• Swimming and wading pools
• Historic Marker

Acquired by City in 1954
through a donation by
Roberta Reed Dickson
Crenshaw

Eilers Park/Deep Eddy:
8.96 acres
• Volleyball courts
• Playground
• Picnic tables
• Bar-b-que units
• Municipal swimming pool
• Wading pool
• Fishing area
• Trails (0.25 miles)
• Reservable facility
• Deep Eddy Community Gar

dens
• Historic Marker

Acquired by City in 1935

Lady Bird Lake
Hike & Bike Trail:
• Trail (10. 1 miles)

Town Lake Beautification Pro
ject began in 1971

Westenfleld Park: 11.04 acres
• Softball field
• Multipurpose field
• Basketball court
• Tennis courts
• Multipurpose courts
• Playground
• Picnic tables & pavilion
• Indoor restrooms
• Neighborhood swimming pool

Acquired by City between
1937 & 1946

Red Bud Isle: 13.56 acres
• Picnic fables
• Boat ramp
• Fishing pier
• Trails (1 .3 miles)
• Dog park
r Acquired by City in 1945

through a deed by the State
of Texas

Maytield Preserve: 20.62 acres
• Nature preserve
• Picnic table
• Portable restroom
• Trails
• Historic Marker

Acquired by City in 1971
through a donation by Mary
Mayfield Gutsch

Johnson Creek Greenbelt: 59.47
acres
• Trails (1.11 miles)

Acquired by City in 1977

Shoal Creek Greenbelt:
76.72 acres
• Picnic tables & pavilion
• Trails (3.5 miles)

Extended through Pemberton
Heights and Bryker Woods in
1929

Lions Golf Course: 141
acres
• Golf course
• Historic Marker

Leased to the City
from the University of
Texas in 1937

Nearby parks:

Pease Park

Lamar Senior Center

Other open space:

Laguna Gloria

Lift Station @ Scenic
Drive
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parks. Almost all of the parks, however,
could use some improvements in facili
ties, landscaping, and maintenance.

The recommendations that follow,
when implemented, will strengthen Cen
tral West Austin by refining its parks
and the roles they play in the neighbor
hood. These recommendations generally
focus on three areas—improving access
to parks, improving the uses and facili
ties at parks, and using parks to im
prove the environment in Central West
Austin.

Objective 1: Ensure access to
a range of parks and open
space for a range of people.

P.’.’
Identify and create new parks and open
spaces that serve their immediate neighbors
as ornoortunities arise.
J: NPCI’, COAwithNeigbbothoodAssodation

KeepAustin Beautiful, &Austh Pafics Foundation

Current opportunities include:
• Jefferson & 34th Street triangle: po

tentially add a bus shelter and picnic
bench

• Etheridge & Jefferson Street triangle
• Jarrett Street triangle: add landscap

ing
• Staging area southeast of Tarrytown

Park along Winsted Lane

P.1.2
Improve parking facilities at the following
parks:
1. Shoal Creek Greenbelt—to reduce park

ing overflow onto neighboring streets
2. Westenfield Park—reduce impacts to

neighborhood streets such as Sharon
Lane

3. Eilers Park — to accommodate increased
volume

4. Walsh Boat Landing — resurface to pre
vent erosion and maintain permeability
and address boat docking access.

5. Red Bud Isle
J:NPCT, PARD with Park Fnends

P.1.3
Improve pedestrian and bicycle access to
parks along the street network from the
neighborhood.
J: 1’IPCLCOA
See Transportation Chapter for a map of
recommended pedestrian and bicycle im
provements.

Access points that need improvement in
clude:

1) Shoal Creek Greenbelt/Seiders
Springs/Bailey Park/Pease
a) 34th Street to Shoal Creek
Park/Seiders Springs
b) Windsor Road to Pease Park/
Shoal Creek Greenbelt
c) 29th Street to Shoal Creek
Greenbelt -- fix gravel that is
there (tough to cross)
d) 32nd Street area and Bryker
Woods Elementary into Upper
Shoal Creek Greenbelt and then
to Bailey Park (possibly by ne
gotiating the use of pathways
with Bryker Woods Elementary
and St. Andrews Elementary)
e) Improve signage into park
along Shoal Creek Boulevard

2) Mayfield Park: 35th Street to May-
field Park

3) Red Bud Park: Accommodate pedes
trians and bicyclists on an im
proved Red Bud Bridge.

4) Johnson Creek Greenbelt
a) Add more access points on

the neighborhood side, in
cluding below the Atlanta
Street Bridge.

b) Add emergency call boxes
along the hike and bike
trail.
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P.1.4
Improve travel within parks
J: NPCfl COAwfth Park Fnends

P.1.5
Repair Johnson Creek Greenbelt trail access
under Veterans Drive near the Roberta
Crenshaw Pedestrian Bridge in order to
maintain and provide continuous access
through Shoal Creek and Johnson Creek
Greenbelts to the Trail at Lady Bird Lake.
(Permeable pavements are preferred.)
J:COA. NPCI’with Park Friends

p.l.o
Negotiate with landowners for passage
through and recreational use of open space
such as UT, LCRA, Austin Girl’s School,
Austin State School, Seton Medical Center,
and St. Andrews Episcopal School. Primary
passage interests include:

1) Creating a public trail from 35th Street to
the southern boundary of the Austin State
School
2) Connecting the Hike and Bike Trail along
Lady Bird Lake to Red Bud TrailJ: NPCJ’with COA land Owners

Lady Bird Lake
Hike and Bike Trail
Formerly known as the Town Lake Hike
and Bike Trail, the trail was renamed in
memory of Lady Bird Johnson on July 26,
2007. The trail extends from Eller’s Park
east to the Longhorn Dam. In 197 1,the
City created the Town Lake Beautification

..ProjectpI2c appcnfed Ms. Johnson as the
chair. The etfprt led to the creation of the
traU. ‘

Red Bud Isle
Red Bud Isle is best known as being an off
leash dog park. The park has a wide array of
vegetation such as Texas Ash and Redbud
trees and animal life including Great Horned
Owls, Blue Herons, and Ospreys. It was
formed in the Colorado River in 1900 when
the seven year old McDonald Dam col
lapsed during a major flood.

Objective 2: Program existing
parks to promote recreation
and wellness, public art, and
gathering places for all ages.

P.2.1
Improve amenities at Bailey Park to make it
a more attractive destination for families in
the nearby neighborhoods, subject to histori
cal considerations. Potential improvements
could include repairing the tennis courts,
revamping the existing stage to promote
more entertainment, civic space, and com
munity gathering; play areas for young chil
dren; adding a trail around the park, and
refurbishing the wading pooi or upgrading it
to a full-sized pool or splash pooi.

Stakeholders have identified these
current concerns:

1) Shoal Creek Greenbelt
a) Improve creek crossings where

crossings exist
b) Extend trails over gabions

north of 34th Street
c) Add lighting
d) Add emergency call boxes

2) Eiler’s Park: Add staircase to picnic
and playscape area to allow visi
tor’s to bypass the ramps.

3) Westenfleld: Connect a sidewalk to
the pool

4) Johnson Creek: Create pedestrian
and bike path in Johnson Creek
area below Winsted Lane/Atlanta
Street to enable safe crossing
from Deep Eddy Heights area
(west of MoPac) to Johnson Creek
trail which provides access to
Hike and Bike trail.

66



Draft Parks, Open Space & Environment Chapter

J: NPCLCOA

P.2.2
Restore and beautify Reed Park, its pooi,
and South Taylor Slough. This should in
clude scheduling regular maintenance and
participating in the Ado t-A-Park program.
J: NICE COAwith Friends Paitc

P.2.3
Create a park or program for teens. One
suggested location is at Eilers Park between
Deep Eddy Pool and the Deep Eddy Commu
nity Garden alon Veterans Drive.
j: NPCI’ COAwith Friends

P.2.4
Create opportunities for public art display
at parks. An example is the planned mosaic
at Eilers Park.
I: NPCF, COA with Pai*Fnends

P.2.5
Ensure that some part of all park play
scapes are shaded with either trees or shade
structures.
j: NPCECOAwithParkFYiends

P.2.6
The residents of the neighborhood should
utilize the Adopt-A-Park Program for assist
ing with small park upkeep and beautifica

jt:1ki COA with KeepAustin BerautilUl, Park Friex1
Austin Paits Faunthtion

may be done through the Adopt-A-Park
Program on parkland.)
j: NPCT, IDA with KeepAustin Beautiftil

P.2.8
Post signage providing contact information
for ‘Friends of Parks programs at all parks.J: NPCfl COAwithParicFriends

P.2.9
Add bleachers and repair tennis courts and
uool at Westenfield Park.
J:NPCICOA

P.2.10
Refurbish the wooden pavilion along Shoal
Creek, south of 34th Street and provide
picnic benches under the oak trees located
south of the 29th Street Bridge.
J: NPCECOA

Shoal Creek Hike and Bike Trail
Janet Fish, daughter of Walter Long,
spearheaded and donated her own
money as well as raised additional funds
for the creation of the trail in the 1 950s.
She is credited with calling it the “Hike
and Bike Trail.” The Hike and Bike Trail is
one of the earliest of its kind in the United
States and was used as an example by
Lady Bird Johnson when touting her
beautification efforts. There is a bridge
across the creek named in her honor.

P.2.11
Plant shade trees and add benches along
Shoal Creek Trail and Eilers Park to
improve the pedestrian environment. (Work
within the principles of Objective 6 to
improve stormwater quality and fit into the
nei hborhood tree them .)

,COAwithPaziFti TiteFoiks

P.2.7
Provide maintenance, such as restoring
irrigation or supplementing soil to improve
tree health. (FYI: landscaping/flower beds

Park Operations

If you see suspicious activities or see peo
ple in the park after hours of operations,
please call 3-1-1.

Adopt-A- Park

The City’s Adopt-a-Park program was cre
ated to provide an opportunity for
neighborhoods to adopt the park in their
community. Please go to http://
www.ci.austin.tx.us/parks/volunteer.htm
for more information.
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P.2.12
Conduct a study to determine whether there
should be improvements to the off leash dog
park at Shoal Creek Greenbelt to reduce
potential conflicts between dogs and
vehicles, pedestrians and cyclists. The
purpose of the study is to improve the safety
to dogs as well as humans.
j: NPCtCOA

P.2.13
Repair, maintain or replace Deep Eddy Pool
as a spring-fed pool, subject to historical
considerations.
j: NPCI’ COAwith Friends ofDeep Eddy

Did You Know?

Walsh Boat Landing

Walsh Boot Landing is one point of access to
Lady Bird Lake for boaters. It also includes a
fishing pier and picnic facilities. Of historical
note is that Dudley Fowler, son of Marion W
(Pappy) and Marion (Mame) Fowler, was in
the City Attorney’s Office and helped in the
acquisition of Walsh Boat Landing. His father
built boats, including the original Riverboat
Commodore and developed waterfront prop
erty including Greenshores and Ski Shores.

Deep Eddy is the oldest swimming pool in
Texas. The pool was originally a swimming
hole due to its springs. In 1915, A.J. Eilers,
Sr. bought the swimming hole as well as
the adlacent land and built the pool and
a resort, called Deep Eddy Bathing
Beach. which he sold to the City in 1935.
Two weeks after the purchase, the Lower
Colorado River flooded which filled the
pool and destroyed the bathhouse. By
July 1936, the pool had reopened thanks
largely to the Works Progress Administra
tion which funded the renovation. The
City created a park around the pool and
named it in Mr. Eiler’s honor. Over the
years, the bathhouse and other structures
became dilapidated. The Friends of Deep
Eddy organized to help repair these struc
tures and maintain the historic appear
ance while providing modern amenities.
Their work has lead to over 700 volunteers
and $677,000 in donations contributing to
improvements. A major milestone oc
curred on June 2. 2007 when the bath
house had a grand reopening. Future
improvements include repair to the pool.
a handicapped accessible path and
ramp. concession stand, and entry pavil
ion. In June 2003, Deep Eddy Pool be
came a historic landmark on the National
Register of Historic Places 44

Mayfield Park and Nature Preserve

Native and non-native species intermingle at
Mayfield Pork and Nature Preserve, including
the highlight of Mayfield, the peacocks. The
park offers public space and gardens, and the
preserve offers seclusion and a connection to
Austin’s natural heritage. Allison Mayfield pur
chased the land in 1909. His daughter, Mary
Frances designed the gardens and her hus
band, Milton Gutsch directed the building of
the stone walls, ponds and garden features.
The peacocks were given as gifts from friends
in 1935.

Laguna Gloria

This Italianate-style villa was built in 1916 for
Henry and Clara Driscoll Sevier. In 1943, the
site was conveyed to the Texas Fine Arts Asso
ciation by Ms. Driscoll, who was known for her
efforts to preserve the Alamo. Their home is
now owned by the Austin Museum of Arts. La
guna Gloria is used for enjoying the gardens
and views of the lake, art education as well as
viewing art exhibitions.

II.

Eilers Park!
Deep Eddy Pool
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Goal Statement and Introduc
tion:

Central West Austin will
encourage a healthy urban
ecosystem that uses trees
and appropriate vegetation
to make the neighborhood
pleasant and unique, im
prove environmental condi
tions1 and connect its social
and natural heritages.

with coping with extreme climactic con
ditions. Trees’ deep root systems help
the ground to absorb rainwater, reduc
ing the strain on sewers, contributing to
healthy creeks, and filtering pollutants
before they enter waterways.

Good urban environments layer
social and natural history together, cre
ating complex patterns that sustain resi
dents, lend a neighborhood’s unique
character, and provide important ser
vices. The primary connection among the
great variety of uses for the urban envi
ronment is the urban forest. Urban trees
are a core component of a city’s green
infrastructure, providing valuable eco
system services to the entire community,
such as sequestering carbon, filtering
pollutants from the air and water, miti
gating heat island effects, providing
wildlife habitat, and overall improving
the health, well-being, and economic vi
tality of our neighborhoods. Trees in
Central West Austin give the neighbor
hood its established feel—at 51%, this is
among the most heavily canopied areas
in Austin. Trees make neighborhood
streets more intimate and bring the dis
tinctive ecology of Central Texas into
yards. They shade pedestrian routes and
prevent paved surfaces from absorbing
heat from the sun, which assists citizens

Stakeholders want to preserve the
trees that they have and take an active
role in helping their forest become
healthy, by planting diverse native spe
cies and ensuring a healthy age struc
ture. The biggest obstacles to keeping
their forest healthy and full is age and
lack of diversity (e.g age and species) of
the forest as well as redevelopment of
smaller, older homes into larger ones.
Trees must be cleared for construction
equipment, and larger homes leave less
room for trees, their roots, and their
canopies. Another issue is that this area
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has many trees planted near overhead
utility lines which causes frequent trim
ming to avoid growing into the lines.
Oak Wilt is also a documented problem.

Stakeholders support picking “the
right tree for the right place,” recogniz
ing that trees are healthiest when they
are selected and placed to avoid long-
term conflicts with other uses, such as
power lines and roadways. Native and
adapted species require less water, fer
tilizers and pesticides (which become
pollutants when used too heavily), are
less prone to disease. Ensuring a diverse
species and age structure also lessens
the likelihood of disease, drought, or
pest attacks wiping out entire groves
and better assures a continuous canopy
is maintained, as older and diseased
trees are gradually replaced with appro
priate ones.

Waterways are also important to
these neighborhoods. Shoal Creek, John
son Creek, Lady Bird Lake, and Lake
Austin are all important borders and
parks, and help to define and shape the
area. All are in need for monitoring and
enhancement;, either from erosion, poor
water quality, or overwhelmed stormwa
ter systems. The stormwater system
was built many years ago and was de
signed to handle stormwater from the
neighborhood. However, upstream de
velopment, redevelopment to larger
buildings and other impervious develop
ment has increased the amount of water
entering into the stormwater system.
Stakeholders want to restore the health
of their waterways, while also protecting
their neighborhoods from flooding dur
ing heavy downpours, and are eager to
explore the possibility of introducing
Best Management Practices (BMPs) that
absorb stormwater into the ground. This

reduces the burden on sewers, removes
pollutants, and maintains baseflow in
creeks and tributaries. When well
designed, BMPs can also enhance
neighborhood character and make a
stronger connection to Central Texas’s
ecology. Much of Tarrytown is located
within Water Supply Suburban Drink
ing Water Protection Zone which places
limitations on development such as im
pervious cover. However, the water
shed ordinance limitations on impervi
ous cover apply to new subdivisions, and
not to lots in areas subdivided prior to
1986 The Taylor Slough and Lady Bird
Lake Watersheds make up much of this
drinking water protection zone.

trees.

versify Central West Austin’s ur
ban forest.

See Transportation Chapter regarding sireet

CrtrOI West Aus;tr Psnrng Ae0

Sjbj,tan Wa,e Ss.pply Ze • Drraq. comp aints (NZD Soeyt
Jonnac., C€.k Watsrsfled Drainage sctnn..rnt, (WP)

Sho. C-ear Vat.shed Frosien ,np:.,_t, {WPUR)

Objective 3: Increase and di-
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P.3.1
Encourage the protection of trees by
supporting City personnel during review
and inspection. If modifications are needed,
request allocation of resources, from City
management, to assist with the enforcement
of all tree preservation and protection
standards.
N

P.3.2
Educate residents in spotting and reporting
violations of the tree protection ordinance.
Additionally, become familiar with the
City’s protocol and procedures. The tree
information can be obtained from the City
Arborist Program web site: http:/I
www.ci. austin.tx.us/trees/.
J:NPCI’, COA

P.3.3
Create a volunteer registry of protected and
near-protected trees to aid the City Arborist
in identifying protected trees. Residents
preparing to sell their homes could add their
trees to the registry, to protect them after
sale. Also consider using the citizen-based
urban forest mapping tool, such as the Tree
Roundup (www.tre roundup.org).
J:NPCTwith

owner associations

P.3.4
Create a Central West Austin recommended
tree list from Appendix F of the
Environmental Criteria Manual, or the
Native and Adapted Landscape Plants
booklet, to assist property owners in
selecting appropriate species. The tree list
should draw from the list of Austin-friendly
trees, incorporate the neighborhoods
preferences for species, and identify the uses
different species can be put to (wind breaks,
shade, stormwater, habitat, and preventing
interference with utilities).
J:NPCTw1thA

P.3.5
Undertake annual falllspring tree plantings
to ensure an urban forest diverse in ages
and species. Trees should also be selected
from the list in rQcommendation 3.4.
J:NPCTwith’l’IEeFollcs

Native and Adopted Trees

Native and adapted trees require less mainte
nance, are more disease- and pest-resistant,
and maintain a connection to Austin’s natural
heritage. The City maintains a preferred plant
list, used for development regulations; the non
protit Tree Folks provides a Tree Growing Guide
for Austin and the Hill Country. Both are good
sources for choosing trees.

http:/fwww.ci.austin.tx.us/growgreen/

http :I/www. treefoiks. org/

P.3.6
Replace less desirable (non
adaptive),invasive. diseased, and failing
trees with native and adaptive trees
Invasive trees in public areas are most
commonly found along creeks and drainage
basins, where seeds are washed away and
are able to take hold fastest.
J:NPcfwtthTiteFolks

P.3.7
Use trees to reduce heating and cooling
costs. Deciduous trees south of buildings
reduce heat gain in the summer, but allow it
in the winter, Evergreens can serve as
winter windbreaks and should be planted on
the north side of build ngs.
J:NPCI’with neighboth assoicabons, homeowners

assodationindMdua1propei1yowneis

P.3.8
Educate residents in tree selection,
inspection, and maintenance, and encourage
them to get regular care by a certified
arborist.
J:NPCFwith COATrFoflc neighbothood acsoaa

torts homeownerassociations
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P.3.9
Introduce trees and vegetation into existing
paved areas, combining multiple uses (such
as shading and stormwater management)
where possible.
kNPC’rwith wmmenial,institutioml, office property

owne

P. 3.10
Plant trees along Shoal Creek in order to
improve rinarian habitat and aesthetics.
J: NPC1,WA

P.4.2
Promote urban best management practices,
particularly for new construction and
remodels that increase impervious surface
in local flood-prone areas. Prioritize best
management practices that are most
anoropriate for the neighborhoods.
J:NPCIwith A

TreeFoiks
TreeFoiks is a local organization that provides
trees as well as education to neighborhoods.
The NeighborhWoods Program delivers trees
for free with the goal of reducing the heat
island effect. The CommuniTrees Program
provides trees to “schools, churches, medians.
green-spaces, and housing projects.” They
also provide a number of educational pro
grams to help people understand how to
plant trees and the importance of trees.
http : //www. treetolks . oral

Objective 4: Reduce local
flooding in the neighborhood.

P.4.1
Improve stormwater infrastructure to
reduce local flooding areas identified in Map
7-4, as resources are available. Floothng
hotspots include:
1) Possum Trot & Quarry
2) Exposition and Lake Austin Boulevard
3) Windsor Road
4) Northwood
5) Bowman
6) 8th & Hearn
7) Stamford
J:NPC’E COA

BMPs are tools that property owners and de
velopers can use that will reduce pollutants in
stormwater and reduce flooding impacts. Ex
amples of BMPs include:
• Green roofs (having soil and vegetation on

the roof) that capture water and reduces
the amount of stormwater leaving a site.
Green roofs also cool buildings.

• Rooftop rain capture & storage which re
duces the amount of stormwater leaving a
site and filter pollutants from stormwater

• Rain garden which collect and treat water
from paved areas like roofs and driveways.

• Rain barrels or cisterns allow you to capture
rainwater and reuse it on your landscape.
These can reduce pollutants and water
leaving a site.

• Permeable pavement that allows water to
flow into the ground and reduces stormwa
ter from flowing off-site.

• Xeriscape yards and landscaping which
includes drought tolerant native species or
locally-adapted species that reduce the
need for fertilizer and reduces stormwoter
leaving a site.

• Urban Forest & Tree Canopy-trees and
plants absorb water and are excellent puri
fiers of water. They also help to cool
houses and reduce the “urban heat-island
effect.” Trees also reduce soil erosion.

• Integrated Pest Management which intro
duces & maintains natural enemies of dis
ease and insects. This reduces the amount
of pesticides.

Best management practices
for stormwater
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LNPCI. COA

P.4.3
Support the development of incentives for
management practices that reduce local
flooding and improve water quality.

P.4.4
Support revisiting existing City policy to
require the on-site capture of additional
stormwater for residential development that
expands the existing building footprint or
impervious coverage.
J:NPCFwith COA

P.4.5
Investigate and reduce ponding at the
following parks:
1) Reed Park
2) Tarrytown Park
If possible, improvements should use BMPs
and could become features in the parks.J: NPCI’, COA

Objective 5: Protect Central
West Austin’s waterways from
pollution and erosion.

P.5.1
Educate residents about preventing water
pollution at the source through the Austin
Water Quality Education Program.
(http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/growgreen/
default.htm).
J:.NPCf, COA

P.5.2
Encourage residents to work together, block
by block, to participate in the Green
Neighborhood program. This program
provides actions that residents can take to
reduce pollution entering into Central West
Austin waterways Though individual
actions are encouraged these actions are
most effective when many lots near one
another do them together.

P.5.3
Correct current areas of erosion in Shoal
Creek and protect against future erosion as
resources are available, including planting
trees that will stabilize banks and protect
them during floods.
J:NPCfl COA

P.5.4
Adopt un-adopted areas of Shoal Creek,
Johnson Creek, and Taylor Slough, through
Keep Austin Beautiful and Watershed
Protections’s Adopt-a-Creek program
These programs help with cleanups, trees
plantings and vegetation removal. Some
actions to be taken include:
• encouraging the schools to invite Keep

Austin BeautifulfWatershed Protection
staff to provide speakers and service
learning projects

• ask neighbors to “Scoop the Poop” in
parks and in the neighborhood in order
to reduce bacteria levels in the creeks.

)NPCI CoAwithKeepMstinBautthñ

P.5.5
Develop an erosion control plan for:
• Casis Elementary: The campus hillside

erodes into its parking lot.
• Bryker Woods Elementary: Stormwater

flows from much of the Brvker Woods
neighborhood through the school
campus, washing out parts of the
playground and o en eld.

J:NPCI with C04 AISL) Bryker
Woods Elementazy

P.5.6
Establish water quality monitoring stations
at points near where Shoal and Johnson
Creeks enter and exit Central West Austin.
J:NPCI COA

P.5.7
Improve and limit disc golf course crossings
on Shoal Creek Greenbelt.
J: NPCT,COA
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Objective 6: Use parks, open
space, and vegetation to de
fine the neighborhood, con
nect the neighborhood’s natu
ral and social heritage, and
improve key environmental
qualities.

P.6.1
Use pocket parks as landmarks to add
distinctiveness within the neighborhood.
J: NPCI’with C04 Keq Austin Beaflifiul

Pocket Parks
Pemberton Heights has been actively pursu
ing beautification of its 11 triangles. Three of
the triangles been completed and are
beautiful projects. The neighborhood has
received funding through donations and
received a $1000 grant from Keep Austin
Beautiful to plant native landscaping. The
neighborhood is still working to raise funds
to complete the remaining triangles.

Courtesy of Pemberton Heights Neighbor
hood Association and Keep Austin BeautifuL

P.6.2
Use pervious materials for any additions to
sidewalks and trails to reduce creek erosion.
kNPCF mA

P.6.3
Use native or drought tolerant vegetation
and stormwater best management practices
to improve water quality, reduce water use,
provide a sense of place, and reduce

Friends,
or lab,BurlJohnsonWildflower Center

P.6.4
Remove invasive species from Taylor Slough
in Reed Park and along Johnson Creek and

its tributaries, and replant with native
species that will reduce erosion.
JNPCL COAwith Paths Friends

P.6.5
Plant additional shade trees and vegetation
in parks. Such plantings should continue
Austin’s natural heritage and support local
wildlife habitat, such as through bird and
butterfly gardens. The neighborhood could
adopt species themes that foster diversity to
attract a variety of species (for example,
Purple Martins, Chimney Swifts, Owls,
Bats).
JNPCI COA withMaci-A-Part Pmgrarn.Auslin

Parks Foundatiturt Keep Anstin BeautitbL’flte
FoIk% Park Friendfravis Audubon Soda3’,or Bat
Conservation lntennlional

P.6.6
Improve landscaping at Eilers Park,
including shade trees for pedestrians. The
neighborhood should seek a TreeFolks
“Communitrees” grant and apply for the
Citj’s Adopt-A-Park pro ram.
J:NI’t. 1, COAwith Friends s Padcor’fleeFofl<s

P.6.7
Maintain and beautify City-owned property

• by planting native or adaptive trees in non-
open field play areas upon approval by the
PARD Parks Coordinator if on parktand.
The neighborhood should seek a TreeFollcs
“Communitrees” gra t.
JNPCI WAwithTree F Keep Austin Beautiftil or

Austin Pa& FoLuxiation

P.6.8
Provide access and improve landscaping
around Johnson Creek where it enters
Westenfield Park. Currently, it is overgrown
and inaccessible, but could serve as an
additional feature for the park.
J:NPCL COA

P.6.9
Preserve “The Forest” located at Casis
Elementary School. The Forest is relatively
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J: NPCFwIthCOAnew, and should be protected as a long-term
gift to future children. Among other
concerns, it should be protected from erosion

mwithCasis FlanentuiySchool Tree Folks, or
KpAustin Beautitbi

P.6.10
Replant sycamore trees in the Jefferson St
34th St triangle, using cuttings from the
existing sycamore there if possible. The
triangle sycamore was planted by Girl
Scouts more than forty years ago. If
possible, the neighborhood should work with
current Girl Scouts to do the cuttings,
refl

- GM&uutsofCenta1Te

P.6.11
Maintain the waterway in Mayfield Park
and rejuvenate the wildness of the area by
removing invasive species and replanting
with native species.
J:NPC1,COA

P.6.12
Make Tarrytown Park more attractive and
user-friendly by
• landscaping Johnson Creek through

Tarrytown Park to improve its
appearance and control erosion

• planting thick, low-growing hedge
around children’s play area and on the
playing-field side of the suggested
footpath

• adding a shade structure for the
playscape located on the eastern side

• adding a walking trail along the eastern
nerimeter

J: NPCI’,COA

Encourage the City to acquire scenic
easements around top of cliffs adjacent to
Red Bud Island—or extend any easements
that may already exist—to prevent houses
from being built, ruining natural appeal of
the park.

P.6.14
Encourage neighborhood associations and
individual property owners to participate in
the City’s Wildlife Austin program. Provide
wildlife habitat corridors that connect to
green space by creating native landscapes
that include food and water sources, cover
and places to raise young for birds,
butterffies, and other wildlife. More
information can be found at
www.keepaustinwild,com. - . - -

j: NI’C1’th WAnetothoodassoaationuxiivid
ual propertyowners

P.6.15
Preserve the legacy trees located at Bryker
Woods Elementary School and use as part of
the educational curriculum.
J: NPCF, Bnj1rWoods Bemeniaiy School

Seiders Spring
Seiders Spring, in the heart of Seider Spring Park
along Shoal Creek, was historically a place of
solace for local residents and tourists. As Austin
has built up around the spring, however, the
groundwater that sustains the spring and con
tributes to Shoal Creek has been drying up.

While none of the recommendations in this
chapter directly address the spring, the overall
goal of promoting infiltration and reducing
stormwater runoff should be understood as re
storing Seiders Spring to health.

Lr

P.6.13
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CENTRAL WEST AUSTIN
NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

Draft Community Life Chapter

Goal Statement & Introduction:

Central West Austin will
foster and improve life for all
ages through community inter
action.

Central West Austin has an active
community life. The proximity of the
neighborhoods to local businesses, parks,
schools and small streets provide stake-
holders with multiple opportunities to
engage in life outside their homes. Com
munity engagement occurs through in
volvement in a variety of organizations
such as school programs, neighborhood
associations, political and church organi
zations and outdoor/sports recreation.
High levels of stakeholder involvement
create awareness and result in highly
organized neighborhoods that are safe
for everyone.

Recommendations from
other chapters foster and build on com
munity interaction. For example, par
ticipating in local creek clean-ups beau
tier the neighborhood creeks and green-
belts and provide opportunities for
neighborhood stakeholders to meet and
interact. Making streets more livable
will bring residents outside into the pub
lic life of the neighborhood streets.

Schools serve as a primary con
tributor to community life in Central

West Austin partly because there is a
high level of parent and community par
ticipation in neighborhood school organi
zations. The schools and the surround
ing neighborhoods are engaged in a sym
biotic relationship in which one benefits
from the existence of the other. Having
increased involvement allows schools to
offer programs beyond the traditional
curriculum such as organic gardening.
Consequently, the schools and the
neighborhoods have become highly repu
table and desirable places to be.

While Bryker Woods and Casis
Elementary Schools as well as 0. Henry
Middle School are all considered top
schools within Central Texas, residents
would like to see improvements to the
schools. The original buildings are still
in use and outdated in some cases.
Schools have become over-crowded as a
result of the increased desirability of the
neighborhoods’ and the schools them-
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selves and the schools’ receiving stu
dents from outside the school attendance
zones. Residents would like to reduce
overcrowding in order to allow the
schools to continue providing optimal
learning environments. The type and
amount of development that could occur
will ultimately determine the impacts to
schools as well as the methods needed to
address these impacts.

Active community living has al
lowed Central XVest Austin to remain
relatively safe. Community involvement
creates awareness and residents keep a
watchful eye. Even so, this area has
been experiencing a number of residen
tial break-ins and burglaries during the
summer months while families are away
on vacation. Additionally, the increase
of graffiti or “tagging” has property own
ers concerned. Residents would like to
see more communication with the police
and are interested in doing more to keep
their neighborhoods safe.

Neighbors would also like to increase
use of neighborhood centers, especially
Exposition Center, through the develop
ment of restaurants, cafés and retail
shops.

In addition to this chapter, recom
mendations in other chapters also foster
and build on community interaction
such as local creek cleanups and making
streets more friendly to pedestrians and
cyclists.

Objective 1: Create more op
portunities for interaction N

within the community.

c.1.1
Organize street side gatherings such as an
nual or semi-annual block celebrations, and
provide more support for the many celebra

77

tions already well-established, such as the
annual end-of-school party at Reed Park,
the Fourth of July Parade at Reed Park, and
other block parties throughout the neighbor
hood as well as activities identified in the
Transportation and Parks, Open Space, and
Environment Chapters
N

C.1.2
Help to create the Austin State School Life
Trail as well as volunteer participation in
the Austin State School Volunteer Services
Council activities.
2: NPCJ,AustinStatESthool

C.1.3
Create a webpage whereby citizens can stay
informed of plan implementation status and
amendments.
N

C.1.4
Increase the variety, quality and accessibil
ity of neighborhood retail and public ser
vices.

• Maintain Tarrytown Post Office as a
full-service post. office

• Extend hours for Howson Public Li
brary

• Increase the number and length of
supervised programming for children
and the elderly at Howson Library
and other West Austin facilities (such
as WAYA)

• Support the continued presence of
museum activities at the present site
of Laguna Gloria Art Museum

• Coordinate efforts of groups provid
ing support to neighborhood parks
(Tarrytown Park, Enfield Park, May-
field Park, Reed Park, etc.).

Encourage local merchants to provide a
greater variety of neighborhood retail ser
vices, restaurants, and other basic services.
N

c.1.5
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Public Schools

Bryker Woods Elementary School—
established as a public school in 1939. Bryker
Woods Elementary is the only AISD elementary
school that accommodates grades K-6 and has
been rated exemplary by the Texas Education
Agency.

Casis Elementary School—established as a pub
lic school in 1951 as ajoint effort between AISD
and The University of Texas. Casis Elementary
has been rated exemplary by the Texas Education
Agency.

0. Henry Middle School—established as a pub
lic school in 1953. 0. Henry Middle School,
named after writer William Sydney Porter, serves
as a magnet school for students grades 6-8 with
in the local neighborhoods as well as the greater
community.
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Other Neighborhood Schools

The Girls’ School—established as a private
girls’ school in 2002. The school was once

the site of the AISD Dill School established in
1955. The Girls’ school offers an array of

educational and extracurricular programs
for grades K-8.

St. Andrews Episcopal School—established as a private
school in 1952. This campus serves grades 1-8

Rawson-Saunders
School for Dyslexia—Is
the only private school

for children with dyslexia
in the greater Austin

area. The school offers
curriculum for grades 1-

8.

Austin State School—established in 1911 by
the Texas Legislature as a community based
facility serving people with mental retarda
tion. The school is home to over 400 students
and offers educational, recreational, psycho
logical and social services to residents.
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Objective 2: Support local
schools in Central West Austin;
encourage their academic
excellence and help continue
their role as a safe and vital
avenue for community inter
action.

C.2.1
Encourage AISD to update school facilities.
The neighborhood can help accomplish this
through raising funds and securing grant

C.2.2
Find solutions for reducing overcrowding of
local schools especially if the Brackenridge
or the Austin State School tracts are devel
oped.
2: NPCf,Austin Indepa’identsthool Distzict

C.2.3
Increase mentoring opportunities and other
programs and provide minimal supervision
for students at 0. Henry Middle school who
stay on campus after hours. There are
many students waiting for several hours af
ter school unsupervised, and efforts should
be made to change the late pick-up to an
earlier time while still serving the needs of
those students engaging in after-school ac
tivities.

0. Heiuy Middle Sdiool,Austin Independent
SdioolDistxt

C.2.4
Increase communication between the
schools and the greater community, not just
households with children, about school
events/programs and the availabity of school
facilities for community events and social
activitie&

Objective 3: Central West Aus
tin Neighborhoods will be sate
from crime.

C.3.1
Establish neighborhood watch programs to
ensure better communication between law
enforcement and citizens. Watch programs
can include the designation of block leaders
to create phone lists and coordinate vacation
leave watches during travel seasons.
2: NPCI’, COA

C.3.2
Create opportunities for Austin Police De
partment’s district representative and other
public safety coordinators to speak with
nei hborhoods.
2: ,COA

C.3.3
Educate local citizens about the police de
partment’s crime mitigation programs and
techniques.
2: NPCEtOA

C.3.4
Educate homeowners about Crime Preven
tion Through Environmental Design princi
ples that are most applicable to residential
areas of the neighborhood. Please see the
callout box.
2: NPCECOA

Examples of APD crime mitigation programs:
• Mouse Trap Program
• Apartment Residents on Patrol Program
• Vehicle Identification Number Etching
• Citizens on Patrol Program
• Home/Business Security Surveys
• Graffiti Abatement Program
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Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED)

CPTED is defined as an approach to deterring crime through design. CPTED strategies rely
upon the built and social community to persuade would-be criminals from making criminal
actions. Some of the principles include:

• Natural Surveillance- ‘See and be seen” is the overall goal when it comes to CPTED
and natural surveillance. A person is less likely to commit a crime if they think someone
will see them do it. Lighting and landscape play an important role.

• Natural Access Control- Natural Access Control is more than a high block wall topped
with barbed wire. CPTED utilizes the use of walkways, fences, lighting, signage and
landscape to clearly guide people and vehicles to and from the proper entrances.
The goal with this CPTED principle is not necessarily to keep intruders out, but to direct
the flow of people while decreasing the opportunity for crime.

• Territorial Reinforcement- Creating or extending a “sphere of influence” by utilizing
physical designs such as pavement treatments, landscaping and signage that enable
users of an area to develop a sense of proprietorship over it is the goal of this CPTED
principle. Public areas are clearly distinguished from private ones. Potential trespassers
perceive this control and are thereby discouraged.

• Maintenance- CPTED and the “Broken Window Theory” suggests that one “broken win
dow” or nuisance, if allowed to exist, will lead to others and ultimately to the decline
of an entire neighborhood. Neglected and poorly maintained properties are breed
ing grounds for criminal activity.

For more information, please go to http://www.cpted.net
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Neighborhood Plan
Contact Team

Plan Organization and
Implementation

A neighborhood plan should pro
vide clear recommendations that are
easily understood. The two groups that
are likely to sue the plan most often are
the Central West Austin Neighborhood
Plan Contact Team (NPCT) and the
Planning and Development Review De
partment (PDRD) Implementation
Team. The NPCT, along with other
City departments will be the primary
organizations responsible for implement
ing the recommendations in the plan.
The PDRD Implementation staff will act
as a liaison between the NPCT and other
organizations to try to get recommenda
tions implemented. The role of the
NPCT is to be stewards of the adopted
neighborhood plan, work with the city
and other organizations to implement
the plan recommendations, review and
make recommendations on proposed
amendments to the adopted neighbor
hood plan and when appropriate submit
a plan amendment application. The
team should, to the greatest extent pos
sible, contain a diverse group of mem
bers within the planning area, including
property owners, residential renters,
business owners, and neighborhood or
ganization members owning or renting
property within the planning area.

As a starting point for putting the
recommendations into action, the
Neighborhood Plan Contact Team
should refer to the Priority Action Items
on Pages 10-11. In addition, the team
may wish to work on those recommenda
tions that are relatively easy or require
little or no funding.

In order to help with the imple
mentation of this plan, a symbol is
shown after each recommendation. The
purpose of the symbol is to indicate the
responsible party(ies).

J:Jointeftbrtisneededthrtakingaction. The
NPCP is always a partner.

NjThe NPCT takes the lead on implementation.

F: A recommendation that fflusfrates intent that
is policy-oriented. Many ofthese axe in the
land Use Chapter and should be used by the
COA and NPCI’ to determine the apprnpri
ateness of pmposcd amendments to this plan
as well as rezoning applications.

Callout boxes are used when con
cerns raised by stakeholders in the proc
ess are considered by the City to be op
erational (ie a stop sign is needed).
These items will still be considered for
implementation. Callout boxes also in
clude educational information.

Please keep in mind that the City
is not legally obligated to implement any
particular recommendation. In addition,
other identified organizations are not
obligated to take action on those recom
mendations but are listed because of
their expertise and area of interest.

Please note that the City of Aus
tin is listed as the responsible party and
not individual organizations. The rea
son is that reorganizations occur and de
partment names change. The NPCT will
want to work with the PDRD Implemen
tation staff to ensure the correct depart
ment or agency.
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June 21, 2007—Kickoff Meeting
Lions Clubhouse @ Lions Municipal Golf Course Attendance.’ .103

Aerial maps from 2006, 1997, and 1940 as well as the 2003 Existing Land Use Map were displayed andstakeholders were asked to identify what they liked and disliked about their neighborhood. Staffconducted a presentation regarding the overall purpose of neighborhood planning.

July 11, 2007—Stakeholder Issues, Expectations, & Questions Meeting
Lower Colorado River Authority

City survey results were discussed followed by a brief history presentation given by representatives of theWest Austin Neighborhood Group (WANG). Stakeholders participated in a group exercise to identify theirconcerns, expectations and questions about the planning process.

Attendance: .102

August 1, 2007—Process Questions Meeting
Lower Colorado River Authority Attendance.’ 49

Answers to Stakehoiclers’ Questions about the Process
Staff provided answers to many of the stakeholders’ questions that were asked during the July 11meeting exercise. Questions and answers are posted to the website as a separate document.

August 30, 2007—Vision Mapping Meeting
The Sanctuary Attendanca’ 84

Staff presented demographic data of the neighborhood including: population, age, housing, educationalattainment, income levels, ethnicity, housing occupancy and vacancy. The mapping exercise hadstakeholders to draw their ideas of what they would like their neighborhood to look like in the future.

September 13, 2007—Vision and Goals Meeting
The Sanctuary Attendance: 57

Greg Guernsey, Neighborhood Planning & Zoning Dept Director provided a history of the neighborhoodplanning program and addressed stakeholders concerns. The group exercise had stakeholders write theirsuggestions for a vision as well as a goal statement for land use, neighborhood character, transportation,infrastructure, housing, and community life.

september 27, 2007—Parks and Open Space Meeting
McFadden Auditorium at Seton Medical Complex Attendance: 46

Stakeholders came to consensus on a working goal for the Parks chapter of the plan. Butch Smith, withthe City Parks and Recreation Department, and Jessica Wilson, with Keep Austin Beautiful, discussed theirorganizations’ mission and programs, how projects are prioritized, identified current and future projects inthe planning area, and answered questions. During the mapping stakeholders provided recommendationsfor parks and open space improvements.

October 17, 2007—Bike Lanes, Sidewalks & Transportation
Austin State School NEOS Facility Attendance: 74

Alan Hughes and Annick Beaudet of Public Works discussed programs and current projects in theplanning area and addressed issues relating to bike lanes, sidewalks and transportaticn circulation. Staffsummarized the Brackenridge Tract Task Force recommendations and took comments from stakeholdersto include in a letter being drafted by the city manager to the UT Board of Regents.
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(
November 14, 2007—Transit
Austin State School NEDS Facility Attendance; 39

Staff presented changes to the Parks goal statement. Presentations regarding transit projects were given
by John Kelly, of ThDOTs MoPac 1 team, Sid Covington of the Austin/San Antonio Intermunicipal
Commuter Rail District and Matt Curtis with the Capital Metro’s All Systems Go! program.

December 5, 2007—Transportation Wrap-Up
Austin State School NEOS Facility Attendance: 30

Staff presented changes to the Transportation Goal. Stakeholders listed concerns & opportunities
regarding the potential Austin/San Antonio Rail. A mapping exercise had stakeholders identify issues
such as cut-thru traffic, speeding, MoPac, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, and bus service.

January 9, 2008—Process Review
Austin State School NEOS Facility Attendance: 34

Staff reviewed the planning process and summarized the meetings that took place in 2007 and explained
how feedback is used in writing the plan. A new version of the Vision Statement was presented.

January 30, 2008—Trees
Austin State School NEOS Facility Attendance: 53

Presentations about current tree health, planting programs, trimming practices and the city’s tree
ordinance were given by tree experts: Patrick Wentworth, Laura Patlove, Michele McAfee and Michael
Erribesi. During the mapping exercise, stakeholders identify areas that need new tree plantings as well
as areas were invasive tree species exist. Staff discussed the many uses that trees serve such as
decoration, energy efficiency, erosion and storm water control uses.

February 20, 2008—Water, Creeks, Flooding & Erosion
Austin State School NEOS Facility Attendance: 32

A draft of the Transportation chapter was provided to the public. Jean Drew, JoeGuerrero and Matt
Hollon of the city’s Watershed Protection & Development Review Dept. gave presentations about the
city’s master plan, erosion and flood control as well as water quality. Stakeholders mapped areas where
problems exist with flooding, erosion, and water quality.

March 5, 2008—Community Life, Crime & Housing Affordability
Austin State School NEOS Facility Attendance; 31

Stakeholders voted for an updated Vision Statement. Sergeant Dustin Lee of the Austin Police
Department, West Austin District command gave a presentation on crime in the Central West Austin
neighborhoods and anti-crime efforts. Staff presented information about schools in the area. Due to
timing, discussion on affordable housing was postponed to the next meeting.

March 29, 2008—Residential Review, Code Enforcement, Historic Preservation & Housing
Affordability
Austin State School NEOS Facility Attendance: 45

Presentations were given by Jessica King of the city’s Residential Review Department, Susan Villareal of
the Historic Preservation Office and Paul Toniosavic of the Code Enforcement. During the mapping
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exercise, Stakeholders identified structures of historical value as well as the historical character thatshould be maintained. Due to timing, discussion on affordable housing and the environment goal will bepostponed to a later date.

April 26, 2008—Mid Process Review Open House
Austin State School NEOS Facility Attendance: 37

Four draft chapters, Parks, Open Space & the Environment, Transportation, Community Life, and theNeighborhood in Context, were discussed in a group setting. Stakeholders previewed the formattedversion of the chapters and provided feedback to staff for further editing.

May 1, 2008—Land Use Education
Austin State School NEOS Facility Attendance: 54

Staff gave a presentation about land use planning and why it is significant in neighborhood plans.Concentration was given to how land use planning is different from zoning as well as the standard colorsthat represent different land uses on a future land use map. A mapping exercise had stakeholdersidentify land use patterns by color on a hypothetical land use map. Participants brainstormed aboutscenarios for more appropriate land use combinations.

May 21, 2008—Land Use Workshop 1
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance: 49

Central West Austin’s geographical context within the greater city was examined as well as current landuse percentages. Staff presented a plan that divided the area into manageable parts for discussing landuse. Tentative dates were assigned to each area. Stakeholders were asked to brainstorm what theywould like to preserve and protect as well as what they would like to change in the future.

June 12, 2008—Land Use Workshop 2
LCRA Hancock Facility Attendance: 48

Future land uses along portions of Exposition Blvd and Windsor Road were discussed. Stakeholders weredivided into 3 groups. Each group was asked about uses they wanted to maintain in addition to whatchanges could benefit the community in the future. Tarrytown and Casis shopping centers were discussedin addition to church and residential properties.

June 26, 2008—Land Use Workshop 3
LCRA Hancock Facility Attendance: 60

Staff gave a brief presentation on affordable housing and ideas of how affordability can be addressed inthe Central West Austin neighborhood plan. Discussion about future land uses for portions of ExpositionBlvd and Windsor Road continued in the 3 group setting.

July 12, 2008—Land Use Workshop 4—Brackenridge Tract
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance: 49

The Brackenridge Tract Development Agreement was briefly reviewed. The University of Texas’Biological Field Lab gave a presentation outlining the purpose and importance of the Field Lab to theUniversity’s Biological Sciences program. Following the Field Lab’s presentation, stakeholders were askedto visualize the future of the Brackenridge Tract by discussing needs for improvement to the
neighborhood as well as preservation of certain uses.
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July 23, 2008—Land Use Workshop 5
LCRA Red Bud FacHity Attendance: 60

Discussion about future land uses for portions of Exposition Blvd and Windsor Road continued in the 3group setting.

August 2, 2008—Land Use Workshop 6
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance: 36

Staff presented the combined ideas from the 3 group workshops for the portions of Exposition Blvd andWindsor Road land uses. Reconciliation of land uses for Casis Shopping Center, Tarrytown Shopping
Center and Tarrytown Methodist Church were discussed in detail. Meeting attendees returned to the 3group setbng to continue discussion of undecided parcels along Exposition Blvd and Windsor Road.

August 27, 2008—Land Use Workshop 7
LCPA Red Bud Facility Attendance’ 42

Updates to the future land use map were released in accordance with land use decisions made on August2nd. Participants were divided into 4 groups and asked to brainstorm future uses for Exposition Blvd andEntield Rd, from Windsor over to MoPac.

September 11, 2008—Land Use Workshop 8
LCRA Hancock Facility Attendance’ 82

Staff presented land use options for Exposition from Windsor to Enfield and Enfleld from Exposition toMoPac, based on stakeholder comments during the August 27 meeting. Stakeholders discussed and madeland use decisions for Exposition Blvd from Windsor Rd to Enfield.

September 24th, 2008-Land Use Workshop 9
LCRA Hancock Facility Attendance: 62

Stakeholders continued discussion of future land use options for Enfield Rd from Exposition to MoPac.
Most decisions were made with the exception of a few parcels to be discussed at a later date. Attendeeswere divided into 4 groups and asked to brainstorm what they like about the Deep Eddy area along LakeAustin Blvd as well as identify opportunities for change or enhancement of the current land uses.

October 8, 2008—Land Use Workshop 10
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance’ 56

Staff presented future land use options for the Deep Eddy area along Lake Austin Blvd per the commentsreceived during the September 24th workshop. Meeting attendees discussed the options and made landuse decisions for the area.

October 22, 2008—Land Use Workshop 11
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance: 41
Brainstorming took place for the future land uses along W 35, W 38 and Lamar Blvd from W S8 to W31st took place. St. Andrews School as well as properties along W 34 from Lamar to Shoal Creek wereincluded in the discussion.

November 19, 2008-Land Use Workshop 12
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance: 33
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Discussion and decision of future land uses took place for the 38th Street and Lamar Area surroundingSeton Hospital, St. Andrew’s School and Randalls. Meeting attendees made decisions for the SetonHospital parcel while the other areas including St. Andrew’s School and Randalls were tabled to the nextmeeting for further discussion.

December 4, 2008—Land Use Workshop 13
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance; XX
Discussion and decision continued for the St. Andrew’s School parcels. Meeting attendees chose toreflect the properties as a mix of Single-Family and Multifamily uses on the Future Land Use Map. Thetwo most northern St. Andrew’s parcels will be considered for future land use when the discussion forland uses along A/ 34” takes place.

-

January 14, 2009—Land Use Workshop 14
LCR.A Red Bud Facility Attendance: XX
By request, staff gave a presentation about the process required for a neighborhood plan amendmentand a zoning change, in addition to how the Future Land Use map and zoning are related. Thedifferences between Mixed Use land use categories and Mixed Use zoning categories were discussed.Workshop attendees designated most properties fronting Lamar Blvd and W 38th Street as Mixed Use onthe Future Land Use map.

January 29, 2009—Land Use Workshop 15
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance: XX
Discussion regarding the future land use of the Randalls and Medicine Shoppe parcels continued. Staffpresented draft plan text for these two parcels and stakeholders worked through fine tuning the text.Future land use decisions were postponed while staff considers the requested VMU FLUM category.Properties in the block between W 32 and W 3Vt were discussed. Decisions for this area werepostponed pending further research of the conditional overlay (zoning) in this area as well as the VMUFLUM category request.

February 11, 2009—Land Use Workshop 16
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance: 23
In order to address concerns raised about how long the process has been taking, staff gave apresentation on the purpose of land use planning and how it is beneficial for the neighborhood and theCity as a whole. More specifically, clarification was given to what the neighborhood plan can and cannotaccomplish for the neighborhood in addition to re-defining the roles of staff and the stakeholders.Stakeholders were asked to give input on their ideas of what makes a neighborhood plan successful aswell as what doubts they had about the plan.

February 25, 2009—Land Use Workshop 17
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance: 22
Staff introduced the new Land Use & Zoning Matrix tool along with explanation of how to use it. TheMatrix tool was used to define the land use options for the Randalls & Medicine Shoppe parcels inaddition to the parcels along Lamar at 3V’ and 32 Streets and the interior parcels of this block as well.Stakeholders completed discussion and of the above parcels with the conclusion that Randalls, TheMedicine Shoppe, and properties fronting Lamar at 3Vt Street will be Mixed Use on the Future Land UseMap. Properties interior to Lamar at 31st and 32 street blocks were selected for Mixed Use Office.There was consensus that Seton Daughters of Charity property will remain Multifamily. There was notconsensus between stakeholders and Staff on the property immediately to the east. Stakeholders wishthe property to remain Single Family on the Future Land Use Map. However, Staff cannot support aSingle Family designation for this property on the FLUM. Staff can support a multi-family designation tocompliment the Seton Daughters of Charity property immediately to the west. It was understood bymeeting attendees that both the neighborhood recommendation as well as a staff recommendation for
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this property will move forward and be presented side by side in the plan. Draft text coordinating withspecific areas was presented and stakeholder comment was recorded.

March 11, 2009—Land Use Workshop 18
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance’ 24
After a quick review of the comments received during the October 22M brainstorming exercise for 34”street, Staff led a discussion of what land use options would best fit the desires of the stakeholders for34th Street, east of Shoal Creek Creenbelt. Stakehclders completed discussion for the area that resultedin a recommendation of mostly Office and Commercial for the Future Land Use Map. The only exceptionwas the application of Mixed Use on the small parcel, north side of 34th Street, owned by Seton Hospital.Draft language for St. Andrews and W 34th Street was presented with stakeholder comments recorded.Staff gave a presentation about the applicability of the Core Transit Corcidor designation for 34m Street.The discussion concluded with the decision to maintain w 34 Street as an Urban Roadway rather thanrequesting a change in the roadway designation to Core Transit Corridor. In an effort to prepare for thenext area of land use discussion, a quick review of West 35th and portions of W 34th, west of Shoal Creek,drew the meeting to a dose.

March 25, 2009—Land Use Workshop 19
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance’ 21
Discussion regarding how to use the land along the southern portion of West 35tb Street ftom Oakrnontto the intersection of Jefferson Street and West 35th took place. A majority of the stakeholders inattendance decided to apply the Neighborhood Commercial land use category to properties on this blockup to but not including the property on the south west corner of the intersection of Jefferson and West35th Street. However, Staff cannot support a Neighborhood Commercial designation for all of theseproperties on the Future Land Use Map because of the residential uses that exist on a few parcels.Alternatively, Staff recommends the Neighborhood Mixed Use designation for the properties that currentlyhave a residential use on them. It was understood by meeting attendees that both the neighborhoodrecommendation as well as a staff recommendation for these particular properties will move forward andbe presented side by side in the plan. The properties on the south west and south east corner of theJefferson and West 35th intersection were decided for Commercial land use on the Future Land Use Map.

April 8, 2009—Land Use Workshop 20
LCRA Red Bud Facility Attendance: 16
Discussion regarding how to use the land along the southern portion of West 35th Street from Jeffersonto Mills avenue and 34th Street from Jefferson Street to Kerbey Lane took place. Future land use decisionfor this portion of West 35th was postponed after stakeholders present at the meeting were not able tocome to consensus on applying either Neighborhood Mixed Use or Neighborhood Commercial as thefuture land use for this area. Some but not all future land use decisions were made for West 34th Streetproperties from Jefferson Street to Kerbey Lane. Stakeholders discussed how best to allow opportunitiesfor small scale retail in this area while also trying to protect the single family and school uses in closeproximity. Properties lining the north side of West 34th were designated as Office for future land use.The remaining properties were discussed for Neighborhood Commercial, Neighborhood Mixed Use, orOffice future land use categories. However, decision for all other properties was postponed for furtherdiscussion. The parcel at the north-west corner of Jefferson and 34 was designated for Single Familyfuture land use.

(
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April 21, 2009—Land Use Workshop 21
Bryker Woods Elementary School Attendance: 47
With and increase in new meeting attendees, Staff gave a brief summary of the Central West AustinNeighborhood Planning Process. Future land use discussions started with the remaining propertiesbetween West 34th Street and West 35” Street from Kerbey Lane to Jefferson Street. A majority of thestakeholders attending the meeting decided that maintaining the current office uses would best serve theneighborhood’s needs in the future. As such, this area will be designated as Office on the Future LandUse Map. With insufficient time remaining during the meeting, properties along the south side of 35th

Street from Glenview to MHls Ave and properties on the north side of 34th Street from Kerbey Lane toMills Ave were not discussed. Discussion of these remaining areas will continue during the nextworkshop.

May 11, 2009—Land Use Workshop 22
Bryker Woods Elementary School Attendance: 32
Discussion regarding the future land use of properties on the north side of West 34th Street betweenMills and Kerbey Lane took place. It was decided by meeting attendees that the future land usecategories of Office and Single Family will best serve this area in the future as it is close to Bryker WoodsElementary School and Single Family homes on the south side of 34th Street. In addition, future landuse discussion continued for properties on the south side of West 35th from Mills to Glenview. Discussionwas focused on the opportunity to allow residential in this area or to keep the area strictly for retail andoffice uses only. Consensus determined that the future land use of this particular area remain for officeand retail uses only and therefore will designate these properties as Neighborhood Commercial on theFuture Land Use Map of the Central West Austin Neighborhood Plan. Staff presented draft text for thesetwo areas and encouraged stakeholders to submit comments about the language through email orphone.

June 3, 2009—Land Use Workshop 23
Austin State School Attendance: 22
The task of this meeting was to discuss the future land use of the 95 acres occupied by the Austin StateSchool in addition to the two acre tract recently purchase from the State at 3215 Exposition Blvd.Superintendent of the Austin State School, Dave Ptomey, gave a brief introduction of the Austin StateSchool’s purpose as well as recent community involvement and plans for future involvement.Stakeholders were asked to brainstorm the current use of the 95 acre tract to determine how it functionsand serves the community now and how it may serve the community in the future. After somediscussion, consensus established that the Austin State School property will be designated for Civic useon the Future Land Use Map. While a majority of the Stakeholders desire to keep the Austin State Schoolat this location, the plan document will include language to support the neighborhoods desires shouldfuture development on this site occur. Discussion took place regarding the future land use of 3215Exposition Blvd. Consensus designated this property as Single Family on the Future Land Use map, albeitagainst the property owner’s wishes for Multifamily. Staff explained that there would be tworecommendations presented to Planning Commission and City Council for this particular property.

June 17, 2009—Land Use Workshop 24
Austin State School Attendance: 12
Discussion regarding the future land use of the core residential areas for both the Windsor Road PlanningArea and the West Austin Neighborhood Group Planning Area took place. In the Windsor Road PlanningArea, it was decided that everythng that had not had a future land use applied thus far would bedesignated for Single Family use on the Future Land Use Map. In the West Austin Neighborhood GroupPlanning Area, almost everything that did not have a future land use applied thus far was also designatedfor Single Family use on the Future Land Use Map with the exception of a few areas that would needfurther discussion. Those areas include the south-east corner of Enfield and Exposition Blvd1 the
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condominium project at Enfield and Lake Austin Blvd (immediately north of Boat Town), as well as thecondominium project at the south-east corner at 35th and Pecos.

July 7, 2009—Land Use Workshop 25
Austin State School Attendance; 19
Staff gave a brief update of the Brackenridge Tract conceptual plan presented by design firm, CooperRobertson, to the UT Board of Regents on June 18th, 2009. The future land use discussions for theCentral West Austin neighborhood planning area drew to a close with the last remaining decisions havingbeen made as follows: The Sanctuary site—spHt recommendation of Civic & Single Family; Wells Fargo8ank site on Windsor Road—Single Family; Multifamily on the north side of Windsor Road (2
properties)—Single Family; Multifamily development along w 35 Street and Pecos—Higher Density
Single Family; Multifamily property at Walsh Boat Landing—Multifamily; North side of Enfleld Roadbetween Mopac and Exposition Blvd—Multifamily; south east corner of Enfield and Exposition, down to 0.Henry Middle School—Multifamily and Single Family.

July 29, 2009—Zoning Workshop 1.
Austin State School Attendance; 15
Primarily and educational workshop, Staff gave a presentation of how and why zoning is changed throughthe neighborhood planning process. Zoning tools such as Neighborhood Plan Combining Districts,Neighborhood Conservation Combining Districts, Conditional Overlay and the various Infill Options werebriefly reviewed. Stakeholders in attendance decided to include Front-Yard Parking and Mobile FoodVending regulations with the adoption of the neighborhood plan in the near future. All other zoning toolsand options will be discussed and decided on in the next few workshops.

August 11, 2009—Zoning Workshop 2
Austin State School Attendance; 89
Staff gave a presentation about various Special Use Infill Options. Theneighborhood recommended against all of the options. While City staff isrequired to recommend for Small Lot Amnesty, the neighborhood opposes addingSmall Lot Amnesty. Lastly, the neighborhood decided not to make any zoningchanges for the Tarrytown Shopping Center Stakeholders asked to discussheight restrictions of the Tarrytcwn Shopping center at a future meeting.

September 10, 2009—Zoning Workshop 3
The Sanctuary Attendance; 47
Staff presented the purpose cf the Neighborhood Conservation Combining
District. Staff discussed that as the neighborhood stakeholders previouslyrecommended no zoning changes for the Tarrytown Shopping Center, the Citycannot accept a recommendation for lowering height at the shopping center.The neighborhood recommended changing the zoning of a portion of WestenfieidPark from Multi—Family 2 to Public. Also, the neighborhood recommended
keeping the City—owned property at Lake Austin Boulevard and Veterans Drive
as Single—Family 3 but changing the property zoned Neighborhood Commercial(LR) to Public Staff will get confirmation from the appropriate City
department. The neighborhood voted against adopting the Front Porch designtool and will continue discussing placement of garages and parking at the
next meeting.

September 21, 2009—Zoning Workshop 4
The Sanctuary Attendance; 79
Stakeholders heard a proposal from the property owner of Elm Terrace (3215Exposition Boulevard) to have Multi—Family 1 MF—1) zoning and an alternativeproposal from neighborhood stakehoiders for Single—Family 3 (SF—3) zoning.

(
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When asked which zonir.g proposal was preferred, approxiniatelv 57 stakehoiderspreferred SF—] and approximately 23 stakeholders preferred ME—I.

October 13, 2009—Zoning Workshop S
The Sanctuary Attendanca’ 14
Stakeholders supported changing the zoning at Walsh Boat Landing from SF—3 toPublic. Stakeholders supported changing the zoning at 1500 and 1300 Scenicfrom CS to MF—$ and MF—3, respectively. StakehoThers supported changing thezoning at 3411, 3412 & 3500 Bonnie Road from CS to SF—3. Regarding theproperty at 1504 Robinhood, the site of an existing office, approximately 7stakeholders preferred Neighborhood Office zoning and approximately 5stakeholders preferred Neighborhood Office—Mixed Use zoning with aconditional overlay limiting residential use to single—family and duplex.

November 2, 2009—Zoning Workshop S
The Sanctuary Attendance: 13
Stakeholders supported changing the zoning at 3111 Windsor Road (Tarry court)from LO to MF—l. Stakeholders supported changing the zoning at 700 SeamStreet (The Willows) from CS to MF—6. Regarding the property at 2309 Pruett,staff agreed to check on the possibility of SF—6 due to the small lot size.Staff confirmed with zoning planners that MF—2 is the appropriate categorybecause it will make the use conforming. While we realize the lot size isnot large enough for ME—2, it is the City’s position not to down—zoneestablished uses that do not create health or safety issues. Regarding theproperty at 2310 N. 7th, the site of an existing house, aproximateiy 6stakeholders preferred single—family zoning and approximately 3 stakeholders(including the property owner) preferred MF—6 to match the Willow’srecommended zoning.

November 23, 2009—Zoning Workshop)
Bryker Woods Elementary School Attendance 50
Regarding the properties at 1717, 1721, 1801, 1803 and 1805 35th Street, staffpresented zoning options for two land use options. For the Neighborhoodcommercial land use option, the appropriate zoning is the current zoningwhich is Limited Office (LO) . For the Neighborhood Mixed Use option, theappropriate zoning is Limited Office with Mixed Use zoning (10—Mu)Stakeholders expressed their desire to keep the existing zoning (Limitedoffice) . Staff has agreed to examine the possibility of additionalrestrictions such as height and mandating a mixture of uses. Regarding theproperty at 3402 Kerbey Lane, approximately 20 stakeholders preferred single-family zoning and approximately 19 stakehoiders preferred NeighborhoodOffice.

January 11, 2010—Zoning Workshop S
Bryker Woods Elementary School Attendance: 13
Citizens heard a presentation from Margaret Valenti about the development ofa Neighborhood Plan Contact Team. Information about the formation of thecontact team, include a by—law template was distributed. Meetings to formthe contact team will begin soon. The garage placement tool was supported bynine stakeholders will two opposed. The parking placement tool was supportedby eight stakehclders will four opposed.
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March 4, 2010—Final Open House (LCRA Red Bud Center Attendanca’ 115

Attendees reviewed and commented on the final draft plan. They also ranked
the recommendations that were their highest priority. This information willbe used to make any needed changes to the draft plan.

(
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I±t CI D.T C
AFF0RDAB!UTY IMPACT STATEMENT
NEIGHBORHOOD HOuSING AND COMMUNITY DEvELopMENT
CrrY COUNCIL AGENDA: CASE NUMBER:

PROPOSED CODE AMENDMENT: IMPLEMENT NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN FOR CENmAL WEST
AustiN NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING AICA

PROPOSED NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN PROPOSED NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN WOULD:
IMPACTING HOUSING AFFORDABILITY: THE PROPOSED PLAN SiGNIFICANTLY LIMITS OPPOICFIINIrIES

FOR POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN
THE NSIGHBORI-IOOD.

ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE TO MAXIMIZE PLAN SHOULD ALLOW FOR INFILL OPTIONS, GIVING
AFFORDABLE HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES: INDIVIDUAL PROPERTY OWNERS THE CHANCE TO BUILD

j 1-IIGNER DENSITY ON THEIR LOTS, AND THUS, CREATE
POTENTIAL FOR AFFORDABILITY AND MuLT;FAMI1x ZONING.

IT SHOULD ALSO ALLOW, WHERE APPROFJtIXTE, FOR MORE
OPPORtUNITIES FOR HIGHER DENSrPY SING;.E FAMiLY Op.
MULTI-FAMILY ZONING THROUGHOUT THE NEIGI-IBORI-IOOD.

OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS: Ws RECOMMEND THAT ‘1ERE IT CONFOIthS TO
SURROUNDING USES, THE ZONING OF LOTS CURRENTLY UNDER
DISPUTE BE CI-IANGED TO ALLOW FOR HIGHER DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL. WE ALSO RECOMMEND TI-IATTI-ifi PLAN AI.LOW
FOR A GREATER DIVERSITY OF HOUSING TYPES THROUGHOUt
TI-IE NEIGHBORHOOD TO ALLOW FOR AGING IN PLACE AND
INCREASEDAFFORDABILIrY onIONS FOR FAMILIES.

WE RECOGNIZE THE IMPORTANCE or MAINTAINING SF-3
ZONING AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE THROUGHOUT THE
NEIGHBORI-IOOD, AND WE SUPPORT THE PLNNING AND
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW STAFF IN THEIR EFFORTS TO
MAINTAIN EXISTING SF-3 ZONING.

S:’ECInC!LLY, WE RECOMMEND THE FOLLO’OING ZONING
CHANGES TO THESE LOTS:
3215 EXPOSITION BLVD: CHANGE TO HIGHER DENSITY
SINGLE FAMILY ZONING (SF-6)

3411, 3412, 3500 BONNIE ROAD: CHANGE TO SINGLE-FAMILY
ZONING TO ALLOW FOR MULTIPLE UNITS (DLTLEX)

2310W. 7TS: CHANGE TO HIGHER DENSITY SINGLE FAMILY
ZONING (SF-6)

1717, 1721, 1801,1803,AND 1805 35’” ST.: CHANGETOLO
MU IN ACCORDANCE WITH PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
REVIEW STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS (



c

Pal?. ALL OTHER CONTESTED ZONING AND PLUM CASES,
NI-lCD SUPPORTS THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF PLflNJNG
AND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW STAFF.

FIN2\LLY, WE RECOMMEND THAT THE PLAN ADOPT
APPROPRIATE INFILL TOOLS TO Jr CREASE DENSITY, SUCH AS
ALLOWING THE USE OF THE SECONDARY APARTMENT LNFILL
TOOL, SMAJILOTAMNESTY, CoTrAGE,PtD URs!rc HOME.

DATE PREPARED: MARCH 26, 2010

DIRECTOR’S SIGNATURE: -.



APPENDIX B

Crime Prevention through Environmental Design
Neighborhood Safety Audit Worksheet

The intent of this Neighborhood Safety Audit Worksheet is to identify localized safely issues in a particular area
while using the principles set forth by the Crime Prevention through Environmental Design urban planning tool.
Those principles ore:

• Territoriality: defining the ownership of a particular space (e.g., public vs. private space).Territorial control prevents the use of a space by unauthorized users.
• Access Control: denial of access to specific crime targets by minimizing uncontrolled movementwithin a specific area.
• Natural Surveillance: the ability to easily observe all users of a defined space, including potentialcriminals.
• Maintenance and Management; effective upkeep of those items that support the intendedpurpose and use of specific spaces (e.g., lighting, landscaping).

You may use the information found through this audit to create a safety plan that lays out recammendations for
a safer, more secure neighborhood.

This audit sheet is based on the one used by the Phoenix Police Deportment in Phoenix, Arizona.

Neighborhood Name:

General area of audit:

____________________________________________________

Date:

___________________

Day:

___________________

Time:

____________________

Auditor(s):

______ ____________ ______________
____________

(

1) General Impressions

What is your overall impression of the areo?

What five words best describe the general area?

2) Lighting

Impression of lighting:

D Very Poor
D Poor
D Satisfactory
D Good

o Very Good
O Too Dark
o Too Bright

(



APPENDIX B

Is the lighting fairly distributed throughout the area?

DYes DNo

If streetlights are not working, identify them by their location: -

Are you able to identify a face 75 feet away?

LlYes DNo

Do trees or bushes obscure the lighting?

DYes DN0

How well does the lighting illuminate pedestrian walkways or sidewalks?

o Very Poorly El Wello Poorly El Very Wello Satisfactorily

How clearly does the lighting illuminate directional signs or maps?

o Very Poorly U Well
El Poorly [1 Very Well
El Satisfactorily

3) Signage

Are any street signs missing from the area?

DYes DNo

Are street signs adequately illuminated?

DYes DNa

Is there any type of signage that should be provided in the area?

DYes DNa

If yes, please describe the type and location:

_________________
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4) Sight Lines

Can you clearly see what’s around you?

DYes DNo

If no, what is blocking your view?

LI Bushes LI Hill(s)o Fences U Other

____________

Are there places someone could be hiding?

DYes EJNo

If yes, where?

___________________________________________________

What would make it easier for you to see your surroundings?

5) Isolation

At the time of this audit, are there parts of the neighborhood that feel isolated
from the rest of the area?

DYes UNo

How many areas of the neighborhood seem isolated at other times of the day?

In the early morning? In the evening?o None El Noneo Afew Li Afewo Several El Several

During the day? After 10 p.m.?o None 0 None
U Afew 0 Afewo Several LI Several

Is it easy to predict when people will be around?

DYes DNo

How far away is the nearest person to hear a call for help?

(
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Other Comments:

_________________________

6) Movement Predictors (as related to predictable and unchangeable routes)

Is there a frequently traveled route used by pedestrians in the neighborhood?

LJYes ONo

Is there an alternative, well-lit, and frequently traveled route available?

ElYes LINo

Is the end of the route clearly visible?

LJYes ONo

Are there places along the route where someone could hide and wait for you?

DYes DNa

Other Comments:

___________________________________________________

7) Possible Entrapment Sites

Are there small, confined areas where you could be hidden from view (e.g.,
between garbage bins, alleys, recessed doorways)?

lElYes DNa

If yes, specify where you could be hidden from view:

_____________________
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8) Escape Routes (
How easy wauld it be for an offender to disappear from this area?

o Not Very Easy
o Quite Easy
o Very Easy

9) Nearby Land Uses

What types of things are near to this area?

Li Stores Li Apartments
El Offices C Natural area/park
0 Restaurants U Parking loto Factories Li Schoolo High-traffic El Other:

roadway
Li Houses

Can you identify who owns or maintains nearby properties?

Dyes DNa

What are your impres5ions of nearby land uses?

Li Very Poor C Goodo Poor Li Very Goado Satisfactory

10) M&ntenance

What are your impressions of property maintenance at this site?

El Very Poor El Good
Li Poor El Very Good
0 Satisfactory

Is there litter lying around?

DYes DNa

Does the general area feel cored for?

DYes DNo
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Does the general area feel abandoned?

UYes ONo

If yes, why does it feel abandoned?

______________________

Is there graffiti present?

DYes DNo

11) Sense of Safety

Would other materials, tones, textures, or colors improve your sense of safety?

DYes ONo

Other Comments:

______________________________________________________

12) Overall Design

What are your impressions of property maintenance at this site?

o Very Poor LI Goodo Poor LI Very Goodo Satisfactory

If you weren’t familiar with this area, would it be easy to find your way around?

DYes DNa

Other Comments:

____________________________
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13) Improvements

What improvements would you like to see made to this general area?

(7

-

14) Recommendations

Do you have any other specific recommendations far this area?

(
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After the Audit

Organize your findings
After the audit, you will have a lot of information regarding potential safety issues in thearea and possible solutions to those issues. One way to organize all of this Information isto group the findings together based on specific factors (e.g., lighting). You could alsogroup findings by type of space (e.g., parking lots) or by specific uses of the space (e.g.,strip mall).

If a specific area has been overlooked in the initial audit, consider talking with peoplethat might use that specific area on a regular basis. If there is no one to talk to, conduct ashort audit for that specific area.

Sharing the results
It is important to get support, information, ideas, and feedback from the people who liveor work in the area in which this safety audit was conducted. Ideally, these people shouldbe part of the audit group, but if they were not, it is important that they get involved inthe process at this point. Consider holding small group meetings to provide non-participants in the audit the opportunity to discuss their concerns and help in makingr e co mrnen d a tions.

Making recommendations
Before you make any recommendations, first prioritize the identified problems. Thisallows for the most effective use of the resources that may be available to address thoseproblems.

It is important that the recommendations you make can actually solve the problemsidentified in this audit Think comprehensively when making recommendations. Forexample, you may decide a building needs a sign for identification purposes; but, puttingup a sign without any illumination is only a partial solution.

Working for Chanae
Work with several entities, including area neighborhood associations or the Austin PoliceDepartment, to assist with the safety audit and to prepare a safety plan for thoseproblems identified in the audit. Remember, though, that these entities resources may belimited, and it may be important to identify other sources to assist in solving the safetyissues in the area.

Resources that could be helpful in preparing a safety plan include:

• The National Crime Prevention Council (www.ncpc.org) and theirDesigning Safer Communities: A Crime Prevention through EnvironmentalDesign Handbook (1997).
• Jeffrey, C. Ray. Crime Prevention through Environmental Design. Beverly

Hills: Sage, 1971.
• Newman, Oscar. Defensible Space: Crime Prevention through Urban

Design. New York; Macmillan, 7 972.
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Sustainability Resources Available in the City of Austin

Note: The contact information provided below was up-to-date at the time of thu neigborhoodplan s
adoption. Howeve, this information can chan<ge at ai time after the p/an c adoption date.

Plants, Produce, and Gardening
• Community Gardens (http://wwwsustainablefoodcentetorg/GL_averview.htrnl)
• Planting New Trees (http://www.treefoiksorg/)
• Farmers Market (hup://ww-v.austinfarmersmarket.org/)
• Rain Gardens (http://www.ciaustintxus/growgreen/raingardenplants.htrn)
• Native Plant Landscaping Qttp://wwcLaustnnus/growgreen!plantshtm)
• Subsidized Rain Barrels http://wwwci.austn.usJwaterconJrbsa1eshtm
• Subsidized Rain Harvesting Systems (bttp://www.ciaustin.ucuslwatercon/rwrebateshtrn)
• Neighborhood Beautification (http://wwwkeepaustinbeautifin.org)

Neighborhood Sustainability
• Green Neighbor Program (http//wwwci.austintxus/watershed/greenneighbor/)
• Neighborhood Habitat Program (http:/,wwwci.austinius/parks!wiidlifehabitat.htnx
• Green Building

(http://www.austinenergycom/Energy%2OEfficiency/Programs/Green%2OBuilding/)

Home Efficiency
• Home Solar ttp://wwwausnnenergycom/Energvc/o2OEfficiency/Programs/indexhtrn
• Selling Excess Solar Power to the Grid

(http://wwwaustiiienergy.com/Energy%2oEfficiency/Prograrns/Rebates/Solar%2ORebates/faq.htm)
• Free Low-Flow Tonets (http://www.c: austm.tx.us/watercon/sftodet.htm)
• Free Water-Efficient Showerheads and Faucets

(http://wwwci.austin.tx.us/watercon/showerheads.htm)

Carbon Footprint Calculator
• Calculate your carbon footprint Qnrp://www.ci.austin.oc.us/acpp/co2jootprint]nm)

(
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APPENDIX G

Final Survey Results

At the end of the planning process, Planning and Development ReviewDepartment staff administered an online and paper survey to gauge theentire community’s support of the CWACNPA neighborhood plan. Allproperty owners, business owners, and renters were notified of the survey in
a neighborhood-wide maiout in February 2010. Sixty-six survey responseswere received in the three-week period allotted for participation in thesurvey. The final survey’s questions and responses can be found below.

Rate your level of support for the CWACNPA Neighborhood Plan.

I

Response
f4yupportive
Generally
Supportive
Generally
Unsupportive
No Support
Unfamiliar with
Plan

Response Response
qPercentae

11 16.70%

36 54.50%

Rate your level of support for the neighborhood planning process.

Response Response
Count Percgç

7.80%

Response
Very Satisfied 5
Satisfied 16 25.00%
Neutral 18 28.10%
Very DissatisfIed 12 18.80%
Did Not
Participate 13 20.30%

How did you participate in the planning process?

Response Response
Response Count Percentage
Surveys 37 59.70%
Correspondence with
Staff 21 33.90%
Planning Meetings 30 48.40%
Coordination Team
Member 3 480%
I Was Not Involved 18 29.00%
Other 6 9.70%

9 13.60%
6 9.10%

4 6.10%
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How did you hear about neighborhood planning meetings?

Response Response
Response Count Percentage
Postcards/Letters 28 45.20%
E-Mail 38 61.30%
City of Austin website 1016.10%
Signs Posted in Neighborhood 11 17.70%
Neighborhood Association
Newsletter 23 37.10%
Newspaper, radio, N 6 9.70%
This is the first time I’ve heard
about plan 6 9.7
Other 2 3.2

About how many meetings did you attend?

Response Response
ppnseCountPercentae

0 28 45.20%
1-10 19 30.60%

11-20 2 3.20%
21-30 4 6.50%
31-40 4 6.50%

More than
40 5 8.10%

In the Central West Austin Neighborhood Planning Area, I am a

Response Response
ppse Cofrcepe

Homeowner 57 91.90%
Renter 1 1 60%
Business Owner 7 11.30%
Non-Resident Property
Owner 3 4.80%
Other 4 6.50%




