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TIMELINE:
Oct 2019: Study Commenced

Mar4—-Jun 30,2020: Community Engagement Event #1

Oct 16—Nov 13,2020: Community Engagement Event #2

Mar9,2021: Memo Sent to City Hall + Press Release

Mar 10-12,2021: Community Meetings (#3) & Announced Report to Community

ACTION REQUESTED:

Presentation, discussion and possible action for a recommendation to the Parks and Recreation
Department Director to approve the Safety and Mobility Plan for the Ann and Roy Butler Hike-and-Bike
Trail.

TTF is currently integrating report recommendations into active projects. It is our request that

other organizations working in this trail area prioritize viewing this report, collaborating and integrating
the recommendations as well.

THE STUDY REPORT CAN BE DOWNLOADED HERE:

thetrailfoundation.org/safety



https://thetrailfoundation.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/BUTLER-TRAIL-Safety-Mobility-Study.pdf

CONSULTANT TEAM:

NELSON STuUblo . &0 B iFE B
NYGAARD — ——

— —

GUIDING PRINCIPLES:

These were developed by the consultant and project team as the framework to steer recommendations as well
as to advise the implementation.

-Maintain Trail character as a place of respite
-Steward the natural habitat and ecology along the Trail
-Use universal design to support accessibility for all

-Accept crowding at locations where more capacity is needed but the park width and slope prohibit widening and
alternative routing options are not possible

-Maintain slow speeds on the Trail

-Integrate the Trail into the larger mobility ecosystem
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‘Expand sense of safety, welcome, and place

-Align with national trail design standards and improvement practices




STUDY OUTLINE

Introduction

Study Area

History

Previous Planning Efforts
Existing Conditions
Equitable Engagement How we identified projects
Potential Project Development

Potential Safety and Mobility Projects <4ssm \Vhat are the projects?
Implementation Priorities 4 \\hat comes first?

Where are we starting from?
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

Community Input Maps & Surveys

Orn, , 000 -

SURVEY & WIKIMAP §2 st A9 @i, Ay (r STORYMAP
; = o s = 663 PARTICIPANTS
. P& : (INC. 2 IN SPANISH VERSION)
8::)22?-}31(:;‘0‘::1'1 g A “ ‘ 86% COMPLETED WHOLE SURVEY
Oo— 89 respondents to the online 3 ‘ : (acaammint 4L Butler Trail Safety and
survey | - " . : (g " A

Mobility Study

95 additions to the yyl!(lmgp . / s - > The Trail Foundation needs your input on how we can improve
I ‘9‘ * : 3 S a the Butler Hike-and-Bike Trail!

October 16 - November 13, 2020 |

Focused Conversations

Conversed with a dozen of the 54 groups reached out to representing demographics of people within biking
distance of the Trail, community -based organizations, elected officials, major employers and business
associations, and organizations invested in trail and open space access in Austin.
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Because of the global pandemic, in-person engagement was not possible. Phone calls were utilized for this effort
and the timeline of outreach was doubled to enable more time for reaching groups.




<ZE TOP COMMUNITY CONCERNS:

—l

a Key Comments from Community

>' 1st Trail Width Conflict between travel speeds and etiquette

|: between user modes

=| 2nd Surface Conditions Desire to keep “natural” yet provide ADA and

m stroller access

O e Connections to the Network Increase opportunities to commute via trail

2 4th Lighting Prefer low-light conditions, certain areas vehicle
headlights cause blinding situation

o

>_ il Accessing the Trail Add access points along the network and provide
clear, directional access to the trail from locations

— further out

LL

LL 6t Directional Signage Limited signage resulting in excess social trails
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Is the trail too narrow at Do the demands on the Are their social paths Does the trail discourage

this location? trail create user conflicts? parralel to the trail? bicycling because of its width?
A i J
N
'ﬁ 1) Is the trail
: - - 14FT N
YES or wider? NO
. .
Tl'all W|dth |s there a parallel AAA bike- Is there sufficient width
way planned or existing? to expand the trail?
Issues . ’ I
™\ 4 ™
NO NO YES
i o

Is there a high
bicycle demand?

o4
Advocate for implementation
and sign alternative accessway

Widen trail
(and split use )
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alternative trails Boardwalk




Trail
Conditions

the path is widening from social paths... there are steep grades and erosion...

THEN
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widen trail and split use stabilize with vegetation
and material




SAFETY & MOBILITY PLAN

1
= : 2
[ 5 i w ow &9
> K I o o
& £ ;5 WETH g1 ; § 8 8
o e 7 g g 3 ¢z
g 3 a = = .
§ £ £ = 5 2 & &
e 5TH ST Q H
A0 s £
y - i 3 B
—_ 2 watHer
- e eseavE RO F|
Y e it A v
; S AR EEAC e ; E
= S o T !
3@4, ~ \.-.._ NORTHWEST T o e :
Mo S e QUADRANT
% S e T
~ T S
= T
AL T, ) = ~
r = w"“‘ﬂsmﬂ» -
Bagr, : 2%
= -~
‘“’M\fcs;;o &~ . TOo"‘;Y-;D._ ~! ! SOUTHWEST
1 QUADRANT
I S :
\
S B
b et M M -
s O &
cov é?
©
A £
by &
92 JULiET g H
ﬁ‘a\\\-\k g ERpg & = 5
o S 5 s ;
- ¥ :§ :
& “ ¥
R i
v &
$
£ Z
~ % g V‘vaaﬂ,ﬁ g
qg' a
& E ‘
oF % “"5"499 a
e
KEY MAP | - : e ® ooy,
o 02 05 Milas MoNRog o

cethst 9
5 £
2 ermst 2
2 z
b
) E6THST 3
s i
W STH ST
w
1) z
5 «
3 B S
-
H i 8
z <
3 g &
H
St
i,
-
~

S CONGRESS AVE

ACADEMY DR

=
n
£ EELIZABETH ST
@

TRINITY ST

£ 9TH ST
EBTHST
L
n u’_' g
9 : E7THST w 3
5 = =
i 3 &
1) I~ : :
g8 E6THST ¥ £
: c
- = METRE 3
___/._H—“_'h"__“_"“—‘- Plaza Saltiia SRt lim“n E
e Eee ERES b
Dawniown = :
2 4 E 1 EaTHET ES SANTA ROsA 5T L
= el ¥ 7
@ s g ; 5 5 b SANTA MamiasT | EdThsr .
: by £ £ z Esmpsr 2 SANTA RITA 5T W -
g £ 5 : g g 8 g Emos 5
H [+ x ] H
W CESAR CHAVEZ &7 3 ST E : g g é
g
E CESAR CHAVEZ 51 H i 5 z 3
T g = i % 3
T v “ = g i 3
o “ WiLLOW 5T & 9 =
X 4 5 9 .
g = 5 A > F AY
< g o CANTERBURY 5T ] H i
- i g g E oz = :
g 5 : ] e
» \\ b 3 5 GARDIN 5T 7 i o etk \
¥ Gy g { 1
0 by g HOLLY 57 ! =
\ ¥ {
\ RN 1 -
- HASKE |
N AL & 221 L ‘ l
d \ ! s f :
2 * RIVERVIEW T s L !
N =
. { B 2 I
8 ] Y i JESSE E sEGovi 57 £ 2
s A\ < (il < 5
\ - A =T < >
-—— == R )
% <3 . %5 By NORTHEAST ’ 3
- < g
Elrige ™ o =\ QUADRANT P gl
Y
oo R s .7 SOUTHEAST El
, \ e N %
g X ~==----7  QUADRANT &
- - 2
-
> !/
2 e e 4
A H ~t CL oo
& T o S WM = T o
§ s : @ - S0
= u g
= * & S
&g 3 d o
= ® 5§
iE s {§
E = 8 £ F
T X E =

LINDEN 5T




Tejano Healthy Walking Trail

POTENTIAL PROJ ECTS Bof. Trail Eraeion Koy trall conneetien peint te

Solutions in Toolkit Tejano Healthy Walking Trail
N E QUAD EROSION PREVENTION
Z Vegetation and a reinforced
edge help to prevent sheat
Holly Shores — Near ow sril onorete el
. failure
< Fiesta Gardens :
A DOUBLE TRAIL
D_ 0 Trail wraps behind boat parking lot
and utilizes existing maintenance
L W path to relleve conflicts at boat ramp
> 10t '
I i =
91
1
i
A
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)
— ]
m hﬁING.ﬂRDENS
< Collect storm-water runoff
AP oo o s and decrease trail erosion
w — ALTERMATIVE TRAL (PROPOSED)
— ALTERHATIVE ROUTE {FROPDEED]
—— DOUBLE TRAR (PROPOSED)
NS £ STING TEMNO TRAIL

Ref Trail Erogion
Solutions in
Toolkn

N ETING BUTLER TRIL
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POTENTIAL PROJECTS
SE QUAD

The corner of

Lakeshore Blvd &
Pleasant Valley

FLAZA TRAIL HEAD {FROPORED)
BN DER G PATH [ RROPOSED
ATERMATVE TRAL IPROPOEED)
ALTERMATIVE ROUTE (FROPOEED]

DOUBETRAL

BOORDMALC

EXET i Tl |::}

IMPROVED CONNECTIONS
Formalized connection to bike path on
south bound Pleasant Valley Rd and
future ‘wishbong’ bridge

MEANDERING PATHS

Sinuous narrow low-impact foot paths for

people to get off the trail and explore

nature; replaces existing concrete path e

dainrars

IMPROVED CONMECTIONS
Crosswalk and connecting
ke ancl irels

TRAIL HEAD & PARKING PLAZA

Trail head and parallel parking with

planted median, adjacent plaza for
vendore and emall gathering space

TRAIL HEAD & GATEWAY
Trail head and ovarlook space wWhara
emall clearings in the forest allow for

views of Downtown Austin



POTENTIAL PROJECTS LoW MPACT BOARDWALK

Mew Bicycle Priority trail via

SW QUAD raised pre-cast concrete
. boardwalk protecting existing
Zilker Park / Barton b, B e WORK WITH CITY TO CREATE
I ¥ A i “TWO-CAN" STYLE INTERSECTION
Creek / Butler Shores ’ Wt : BICYCLE PRIORITY Cross-bike adjacent to cross-walk allows
\: e : Doubla Trail alignment utilizing baoth bicyclists and pedestrians to cross
: old Zilker Zephyr track the street simultanecusly, making
: connaction betwean trail and strest

comfortable and safe

LOU NEFF POINT PRESERVED
Lou Neff Point to remail as-is :

DOUBLE DECK BRIDGE

Upper Deck Bridge spans ;
above existing trail alignment :
for Bicycle Priofity and Lower |
Deck Bridge serves as ¢
Pedestrian Priority

DOUELE TRAIL
Accommodates zone of high
demand and reduces slope
erosion on existing trall

CONNECTIVITY
Improve connections 5
to trall experience in EXISTING BRIDGE
Zilker Park Master Plan To remain for Barton
Springs foot traffic i
BOARDWALK
Relieves pinch-point
and dangerousiy low
over-head clearance
under Lamar St Bridge
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— C0LBLE TRAL [PROPOSED)

B PEL BRERGE [FROPOSED]
— O OARDWAL K [PROPOGED)

EXSTING BUTLER TRAIL
----- EXSTING CONNECT NG TRAL I
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POTENTIAL PROJECTS
NW QUAD

Lamar Beach — near
Austin High

ROUTE CONNECTION
Enhance wayfinding and

connection to existing
alternative route - Lance
Armstrong Bikeway

MAEAMDERING FAT =l
— T ERNETTWE ROUTE [PROPOEED]

BRIDGE PAOFNSET)

EXKITING BEIDE

EOETING BUTLER TRAL

5
~ == ST COMNECTING TR
O

® W

MEANDERING PATH

Relieves pressure on -

primery path
: LOW-IMPACT BRIDGE
Minimal footprint protects
existing creeks

BRIDGE WIDENING

Widen existing bridges to
accommodate heavy foot and bike
traffic and minimize pinch points
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NEXT STEPS:

Continued collaboration among The Trail Foundation, PARD, Public Works and
Watershed Protection with key partners to deepen engagement and refine the scope of
recommended projects in a thoughtful, balanced and ecologically supportive manner.

The Trail Foundation and PARD identify priorities for an implementation plan.

Collaborate with Watershed Protection to identify the appropriate tools and mechanisms to ensure
the identified capital and maintenance projects recommended in the report are able to be
implemented within the 50 foot setback of Lady Bird Lake, while restoring the shoreline and
protecting and enhancing the ecology along the Trail.
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