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Project Objective


 

PARD’s

 

Objectives for Norwood Park 
Conditions Assessment and 
Feasibility Report



 

Establish a vision for the site that 
demonstrates design excellence, respect 
for history, sustainability and viability 
as a Public Facility



 

Gauge public sentiment regarding the 
site, house and grounds



 

Document historic significance of the 
site, house and grounds



 

Maximize the sites potential as an 
iconic park, open space and walkable

 
link to boardwalk, public 
transportation and neighborhood 



 

Determine short-term and long-term 
costs (construction, maintenance and 
operations) and explore opportunities 
for future funding.



 

Establish an agreed-to long range 
plan for the house and grounds 
prior to initiating restoration work







History
 

Schedule

1922 Norwood House constructed at 1012 Edgecliff

 

Rd. 

1984
Norwood House moved to 1009 Edgecliff

 

and 
zoned historic. 

1985

City Council authorizes $2.5M to enable PARD to 
purchase land at 1009 Edgecliff

 

for use as a 
city park. 

1993

Texas Historical Commission letter stating the 
Norwood House is not eligible for listing on 
National Register due to its move 

1994

Fenced off-leash area established as temporary 
facility pending finalization of long-range 
plan development. 

1998

City Council approves removal of historic zoning 
on 1009 Edgecliff. The house was then 
moved back to original location on 1012. 

2008

Letter from Texas Historical Commission stating 
the house is not eligible for listing on the 
National Register due to integrity loss. 

2010
Casa Bella Architects retained by PARD to assess 

the condition of the house and grounds.  

22-Dec-10

Casa Bella Architects retained by the City of 
Austin Parks and Recreation 
Department 

20-Apr-11
Community Meeting #1 (Project introduction 

and public input) 

17-May-

 

11
Community Meeting #2 (Prioritize issues and 

needs and discuss general concepts) 

27-Jun-

 

11
Briefing to the Historic Landmark 

Commission

20-Jul-11

Community Meeting #3 (Presented 6 
schematic design options with projected 
costs and revenue potential) 

26-Jul-11
Provide Briefing to Parks and Recreation 

Board  

12-Oct-11
Presentations to Animal Advisory 

Commission

14-Nov-11
Present Preferred Concepts to Land Facilities 

and Programs Committee 

6-Dec-11
Present Preferred Alternative to Parks and 

Recreation Board 

Jan-12 Brief to Historic Landmark Commission

Feb-12 Brief to City Council  



Preferred Alternative -
 

Summary



 

Combination of concepts:


 

1B Total Restoration / Reconstruction with Additional Facilities


 

2A New Facility Reflecting Historical Past


 

Maximize efficiency, sustainability, durability and flexibility


 

Code compliant and accessible in all regards


 

Building architecture to be respectful of site history


 

Restore Tea House, Greenhouse, Bathhouse, pergolas and 
other historical accessory structures



 

Project program may include:


 

Reserveable

 

facilities for public use


 

Office space for PARD, other COA staff and/or tenants


 

Add +/-

 

2,000 sf of building space for public use


 

Adaptive reuse of historic pool area as non-swim facility


 

Public restroom facilities


 

Commercial kitchen and concession/vending opportunities


 

Educational/interpretive and public art elements


 

Adequate on-site parking and removal of remnants of driveway


 

Fenced off-leash area of appropriate scale and design


 

Enhanced connectivity to public transportation and trailhead


 

Preserve/protect trees


 

Screening/Buffering to minimize impact to neighborhood 


 

Maximize view potential



Preferred Alternative -
 

Plan



Preferred Alternative



Preferred Alternative



Preferred Alternative



Preferred Alternative -
 

Cost/Revenue



Next Steps



 

Presentation of Preferred Alternative


 

Parks Board


 

Historic Landmark Commission


 

City Council


 

Park Development Agreement between PARD and Norwood Posse:


 

PARD staff recommends that the following be addressed in the Park 
Development Agreement:


 

Project program (components and intended facility uses) be clearly defined


 

Project scope to include the entirety of Norwood Tract 


 

Business, Operations and Maintenance Plan be completed prior to construction


 

Full amount of project funding be secured prior to construction


 

Partnering group will actively participate in all levels of project delivery


 

A time limit be established for the partnering group to raise necessary funding


 

Establish project schedule


 

Formulate a project advisory group


 

Initiate design phase


 

Identify funding to complete construction and provide for ongoing 
maintenance and operations
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