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I
ZILKER PARK

Notley/Monitor Poll:
Austinites can’t agree on
greatest park challenges or
solutions

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 15, 2023 BY
NINA HERNANDEZ

Austin residents regularly use city
parks but are divided over how they
should be maintained, according

to a January/February poll of 429
voters commissioned by Notley and
conducted by national pollster Change
Research for the Austin Monitor.

The poll comes as Austin leaders
continue to focus on parks and open
space and projects like the Texas
Capitol Complex and the Waterloo
Greenway, and as the city considers its
role in the Interstate 35 Capital Express
project. The city Is working with the
Texas Department of Transportation to
Incorporate open and park space Into
the designs for the section that will run
through Austin.

Zilker Park is undergoing a planning process called the Zilker Metropolitan Park
Vision Plan. What do you think is the most critical improvement that can be
made to Zilker Park?

Leave Zilker as is
17%

Better transit,
pedestrian, and
biking access

20%

Something else
8%

Restoration of
native plants, less
space for social
and athletic
activities
20%

More parking
16%

Design Commission | 2



I
ZILKER PARK: AN AUSTIN TREASURE



I
CALL TO ACTION Chapter 2

PP. 25-37

PARKING ON THE LAWN AREA LANDFILL AREA PARKING ON WEEKENDS

54% Lack of Parking
BARTON SPRINGS SPILLWAY ON WEEKENDS DRAINAGE AND EROSION DEGRADATION AND ACCESSIBILITY

Design Commission | 4



I
WHAT IS A VISION PLAN?

What it is not

What it is

Outlines the long-term Detailed design or construction plans

vision, principles, goals, and :
, Detaliled plans for day to day park
strategies for the enhancement,

. Mmanagement and maintenance
Management, =gl operation of

Zilker Park Detailed budgeting for park
enhancements

Design Commission |



GUIDING PRINCIPLES AND GOALS

Chapter 2

PP. 39-50

Sustainability Accesiibility Nature and

| Ecology
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Capital Metro Transit Development Plan:
Final Report

March 2017

onnections
—— 2025

ATRANSIT PLAN FOR THE FUTURE

D ="d0 6 A

LIRRARY

£ METRO

‘ 512-369-6000

4] feedback@connections2025.0rg

ZILKER PARK

Natural Resource Inventory
& Management Guidelines

2015 ADA IMPLEMENTATION REPORT
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I
ZILKER PARK VISION PLAN AND URBAN DESIGN GUIDELINES

o

Sustainability Accessibility ' Nature and
Ecology
e Sustainability e Safety e Diversity e A Connection to the e A Sense of Time
e Humane Character Outdoors e Unique Character
e Civic Art
e Authenticity
-Shared Values for Urban Areas ------------====--====----m-mmmmmmmmm o oo oo mmmm oo m oo m e -
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I
ZILKER PARK VISION PLAN

Project Schedule

(101 Pop-Ups AW Chapter 4

24 Small Group Discussions
7 TAG Meetings

5 Virtual Meetings

1 In-Person Open House

6 Community Surveys

PP. 99-114

COMMUNITY

MEETING #3 5 PARB Working Group Meetings
\_ )

ALTERNATIVES

127 Zoom Participants

ZOZaESZO;(;ILFi’\;ertICipants FINAL DRAFT VISION PLAN oo ?
107 Questions/Comments
L PROJECT L SMALL GROUP T |r ----------- TAG MEETING 2R02E3VIEW AND ADOPTION
. KICK-OFF : DISCUSSIONS : SERIES #1 \
' FEB1ST | 16 DISCUSSIONS : 19 POP-UPS P POP-UP ! "o POP-UP . POP-UP
: : e 5 . SERIES #2 : . SERIES #3 . SERIES #4
: : ' MEETING | | 34 POP-UPS ! | 27 POP-UPS I 21POP-UPS
" " 1 : TAG MEETING-=-=-=-==-=-=- -: : ! : TAG MEETING - - - -: :
o o o ° o 6, © ol ° * >
FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC
2021 ? AG - ¢ P . TAG MEETING 2022 t----SMALL GROUP
: el DISCUSSIONS
TAG KICK-OFF MEETING COMMUNITY COMMUNITY COMMUNITY 8 DISCUSSIONS COMMUNITY
MEETING #1 MEETING #2 MEETING #4 MEETING #5
INTRO TO THE PROJECT PROGRAMMING PLAN CONCEPTS DRAFT PLAN AND
.. .. o IMPLEMENTATION
140 Z.oom Partlcpa'nts 100 Zoom Parhqunts 177 Zoom Parthpants
14215F|z; IcveebszI Eia:/r:gs ﬁ[ir];[is[;a nts 16 53 Il_;\cl:ee tlaaooclalkpfi:“eclgpaar?it;pants ’IZZSFIif/ibF?ocT :(PLall\r/teicipants DEC 7 2022 - VIRTUAL
63 Questions/Comments 102 Questions/Comments 235 Questions/Comments DEC 10 2022 - IN PERSON
r- COMMUNITY SURVEY #3 r- COMMUNITY SURVEY #5 COMMUNITY SURVEY #6 --~
I AUG 10, 2021 - OCT 4, 2021 I FEB 15, 2022 - APR 10, 2022 NOV 15, 2022 - JAN 8, 2023 I
: 820 PARTICIPANTS : 708 PARTICIPANTS, 6,487 VIEWS, 858 COMMENTS :
I I I
e T — —_—

COMMUNITY SURVEY #1

l
l
DEC 4, 2020 - JUN 4, 2021 l
[

I
I
I
4,062 PARTICIPANTS, 10,253 VIEWS, 4,606 COMMENTS L

- COMMUNITY SURVEY #2 - COMMUNITY SURVEY #4

JUN 29, 2021 - JUL 31, 2021 OCT 25, 2021 - JAN 10, 2022
833 PARTICIPANTS, 370 COMMENTS 955 PARTICIPANTS, 3,902 VIEWS, 1,304 COMMENTS
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Sustainability

Equity, Diversity, and
Inclusion

Nature and Ecology

IAP2 SPECTRUM OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

OO0
017,0

To provide balanced and objective
information in a timely manner

To obtain feedback on analysis,
issues, alternatives, and decisions

To work with the public to make
sure that concerns and aspirations
are considered and understood

We will keep you informed We will listen to and acknowledge

your concerns

Pop-up

Community Survey
Citywide Stakeholders

Board Display

Small Group Discussion

We will work with you to ensure
your concerns and aspirations are
directly reflected in the decisions

made

Key Stakeholders

Technical Advisory Group

1
v

Chapter 4
PP. 101-102

_________________________________________________________

- Internal City of Austin Stakeholders
- PARD Parkners at Zilker

- Concessionaires

- Nonprofit Organizations

- Citywide Organizations

- Local Businesses

- Event/Festival Organizers

- Organized Sports

- Neighborhood Associations

- Cities Connecting Children to Nature Partners
- Academic Institutions

- City-level Governmental Agencies

_________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________

- Parks & Recreation Department

- Austin Transportation Department

- CapMetro

- Texas Department of Transportation
- Public Works Department

- Watershed Protection Department
- Office of Real Estate Services

- Communications and Public Information
- Austin Water

- Austin Energy

- Housing and Planning

- Office of Sustainability

- Austin Resource Recovery

- Austin Fire Department

_________________________________________________________
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT Chapter 4

Community Meeting #5 and Survey #6 PP. 111-113

r Not in Austin
i - - District 1 COMMUNITY SURVEY #6
District 10 o District 2
2,898 Participants, 3,430
Comments, More than 2,300
Zoom Participants Commenters, 26,904 Views
District 3
District 9
Li\_le_ Pol_l
Participation About 30% of commenters
District 4

reside around Zilker Park
(Zip Code: 78704, 78745)

Open House
Attendees

District 8

&%
Questions/Comments
from Open House

There are more than 6,000
views on the draft walk
District 7 - - - District 6 through video.

OPEN HOUSE PARTICIPANTS

District 5

Design Commission | 10



I
COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

Changes after Community Meeting #5 and Survey #6

Sustainability

Equity, Diversity, and
Inclusion

Oy

WYY

Nature and Ecology

Kept Disc Golf Course layout
and added Warm-Up Area

Relocated and reduced Sports Area

Kept Rowing Dock in existing location Chapter 5

PP. 119-120

Reduced the size of playscapes
Design Commission | 11



I
EXTERNAL SHUTTLE Chapter 5

CONNECTING TRANSPORTATION HUBS AND EXTERNAL PARKING GARAGES PP. 157-158

Sustainability

Accessibility

Equity, Diversity, and
Inclusion

Oy

WYY

Nature and Ecology

Design Commission | 12



I
ACCESSIBILITY AND MOBILITY Chapter 5

VEHICULAR CIRCULATION PP. 161-162

EXISTING PROPOSED

Parki
NI — 2,450 Spaces 2,450 Spaces
Sustainability ﬁ::::::lg 1’300 Spaces 2,450 Spaces

Informal 1 1 50 0
Parking Y 4 Spaces Spaces

Equity, Diversity, and
Inclusion

Impervious 3 6 2 ’
Cover Acres Acres

e 20.9.. 19.9...
et 12.52 .. 3.5 ..
@@@@@ e 2.5 3.6 ...

Nature and Ecology

@ Traffic Light Q Parking Garage

- : Street Parking along
@ Vehicular Stop Sign Q Barton Springs Road
@ CapMetro Stop Surface Parking

O Internal Shuttle Shop

© zilker Eagle Stop

Design Commission | 13



I
ACCESSIBILITY AND MOBILITY Chapter 5

PROPOSED BARTON SPRINGS ROAD CONFIGURATION PP. 165-166

Sustainability

Oy

WYY

Nature and Ecology

Design Comm ission | 14



I
ACCESSIBILITY AND MOBILITY

PEDESTRIAN AND BIKE CIRCULATION

Trailhead of Roy and Ann Butler
Hike and Bike Trail

Sustainability

Trailhead of Zilker
Nature Preserve

Canopy Walk in Serralves Park.

Great Lawn Loop

Equity, Diversity, and
Inclusion

Polo Lawn
Loop

EXISTING

Violet Crown Trailhead

Trailhead

Vehicular Network
Nature and Ecology .
Loop Tralil
= == Pedestrian and Bike Network
@ Pedestrian Crossing
Major Pedestrian/Bike Trail

Minor Pedestrian/Bike Trail

Chapter 5

PP. 163-164

Source: https://scalemag.online/architecture/the-canopy-walkway-in-serralves-park/

PROPOSED

Design Commission | 15



I
ECOLOGICAL UPLIFT

Sustainability

THE UPLIFT IN ZILKER PARK

Zilker
Botanical
Garden

Polo Field
Lawn

Great Lawn

Enhanced
Rugby Field

Monkey Tree Lawn

Chapter 5

PP. 167-178

EXISTING PROPOSED

Total Natural
Area 1 66 Acres 256 Acres +92 Acres

e 96 14 18
Woodland Acres Acres + Acres
woodiand  09.06 382.6 13
Woodland 0 Acres N Acres + Acres
Meadow/

Savanna 0 N 4 Acres 49 N 3 Acres +49 Acres
Canopy 1 0

Enhancement ™ Acres + 1 O Acres

||
Cover Acres 2 7 Acres Acres

. Upland Woodland Canopy Enhancement
. Riparian Woodland Green Stormwater
. Meadow/Savanna Parkland with Regular Maintenance

Design Commission | 16



Sustainability

Nature and Ecology

EXISTING CONDITION

LANDCOVER

Upland'Wooedland
96lacres

[Pk Aree Widn
Riparian Woodland
69.6 acres

Meadow / Savanna --=
0.4 acres

STORED AND SEQUESTERED CARBON

64,066 tCO? Stored

Upland Woodland
-26,400/tCO?

Riparian Woodland
-23,273 tCO?

- 43,842 tCO? Net

Park Area with Regular Maintenance

A221%C0?

Meadow / Savanna

-26/tCO?

TOTAL CARBON IMPACT BY LANDCOVER

HARDSCAPE

Impervious Cover + 12,501 tCO2

SOFTSCAPE

Upland Woodland - 26,400 tCO?
Riparian Woodland - 21,035 tCO?2
Meadow / Savanna - 26 tCO?
Park Area with Regular Maintenance - 9,235 tCO?

EMITTED CARBON

14,833 tCO? Emitted

121186

Impervious Cover

PROPOSED CONDITION

LANDCOVER

[Park A Wikl
18 axces

Upland'Wooedland
114racres

Riparian Woodland
82.6 acres

Meadoew/
SENEINNE
4983F3¢cres

*-- Canopy Enhancement
10 acres

- --Drainage Enhancement
2 acres

STORED AND SEQUESTERED CARBON

71145 tCO? Stored

Upland Woodland
-31,351tCO?
Riparian Woodland
-27,620tCO?
Park Area with Regular Maintenance
Meadow / Savanna
-3,247/tCO?

Drainage Enhancement

- 56,025 tCO? Net

Chapter 5
PP. 177-178

TOTAL CARBON IMPACT BY LANDCOVER

HARDSCAPE

Impervious Cover + 9,823 tCO2
SOFTSCAPE

Upland Woodland - 31,351 tCO2
Riparian Woodland - 27,620 tCO2
Meadow / Savanna - 3,247 tCO?
Drainage Enhancement - 452 1CO2
Canopy Enhancement - 88 1CO2
Park Area with Regular Maintenance - 6,992 tCO?2

+28%

EMITTED CARBON

11104 tCO? Emitted

115270

-462tCO? I

Canopy Enhancement
-89tCO? I

Impervious Cover




Sustainability

Accessibility

Equity, Diversity, and
Inclusion

Nature and Ecology

Chapter 5

PP. 123-124

Design Commission | 18



Chapter 5

ECOLOGICAL UPLIFT ON LANDFILL AREA PP. 125-126

Design Commission | 19
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@ Chapter 5
PP. 129-130
P
P
Sustainability ﬁﬁf@y @
o @pﬁwgg
Ll
- 2
o S0
®0 =
Accessibility
&5
(=
o
Equity, Diversity, and @
Inclusion
N
MAINTENANGE BARTON SPRIVGS Rl
: FVE] ®
NEW ENTRY ROAD TO
Nature and Ecology %@N%Hgg GAMIP
P
¢ Q0@
WELGOME PLAZ
o
n : D
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Chapter 5

PP. 131-132

Sustainability

Nature and Ecology

Design Commission | 21



Chapter 5

PP. 137-138

Sustainability

&

Equityl,nl()::::eszlirzir:cy, and (=)
=)
BARTON SPRINGS RD
O
(=
Nature and Ecology
WELGOME PLAZA

Design Commission | 22



Sustainability

Accessibility

Equity, Diversity, and
Inclusion

Nature and Ecology

ZILKER HILLSIDE THEATER

Chapter 5

PP. 133-134

Design Commission | 23



© Chapter 5
PP. 143-144
o
ANDREW ZILKER RD ©
BARTON SPRINGS RD
©
MEW ENTRY ROAD TO e
SUNSHINE GAMP
P
Sustainability 0@
WELCOME PLAZA
COLUMBUS DR O
D
P
0
Accessibility
0
Equity, Diversity, and
Inclusion
Nature and Ecology @ @

Design Commission | 24



Sustainability

Equity, Diversity, and
Inclusion

Nature and Ecology

ON SPRINGS SRILLWAY

Chapter 5

PP. 139-140

Design Commission | 25



&3
© WD Chapter 5
PP. 149-150
00 ©
© =
= (=)
= 00
Sustainability [N]IEW
MAINTENANGE
FAG
NEW ENTRY ROAD TO
SUNSHINE GAMP
b 0
Accessibility % 9
R
22
o2
X
w2
Equity, Diversity, and P
Inclusion
0

Nature and Ecology
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Chapter 5

CHILDREN’S PLAY AT SPORTS AREA PP, 151-152

Design Comm ission | 27



IMPLEMENTATION

PROJECTS
ADMINISTRATION

ANNUAL BUDGET/
MAINTENANCE REVIEW

DIVERSE VENDORS AND
OFFERINGS

ESTABLISHING
PARTNERSHIPS

ECOLOGICAL UPLIFT

DRAINAGE
IMPROVEMENTS

RESTORATION OF OLD
ZILKER HILLSIDE AREA

INVASIVE PLANT CONTROL

RESTORATION OF BARTON
CREEK BANKS

ZILKER PARK UMBRELLA
ORGANIZATION

DEPARTMENTAL
PARTNERSHIPS

RESTORATION OF
LANDFILL AREA

MITIGATION OF EROSION
ISSUES

RESTORATION OF POLO
FIELD

TREE CANOPY
ENHANCEMENT

ACCESSIBILITY

STRATFORD DR
REALIGNMENT

ZILKER TRAILHEAD
WAYFINDING DESIGN
CANOPY WALK

REMOVAL OF SURFACE
PARKING

UNDERGROUND PARKING
GARAGE

FACILITY/PROGRAM

ENHANCEMENT OF
EXISTING PLAYGROUND

PLAYGROUND NEAR THE
LAND BRIDGE

NATURE PLAY

ADDITIONAL RESTROOMS

ADDITIONAL AND
RELOCATION OF BRIDGES
ALONG BARTON CREEK

CLOSING LOU NEFF ROAD
TO VEHICLES

INTERNAL SHUTTLE

ADDITIONAL TRAILS

BARTON SPRINGS ROAD
IMPROVEMENTS

BARTON CREEK WATER
ACCESS

NEW PICNIC AREA WITH
CONCESSION

SPORTS AREA

LAND BRIDGE

Chapter 6

PP. 201-202

CLOSING ANDREW ZILKER
ROAD FOR VEHICLES

PED/BIKE BRIDGE ON LBL

EXTENDED ZILKER EAGLE
ROUTE

PARKING GARAGE(S)

NEW TRAILHEAD TO
NATURE PRESERVE

EXTERNAL SHUTTLE

SOUTH SIDE NEW PLAY
AREAS

WELCOME PLAZA

ZILKER HILLSIDE THEATER

INTERPRETIVE STORYLINE

Design Commission | 28



I
IMPLEMENTATION Chapter 6

COST AND BENEFIT RELATION PP. 205-206

HIGHER BENEFIT / LOWER COST HIGHER BENEFIT / HIGHER COST

HIGHER BENEFIT

A
1
7 Mitigation of Erosion Issues :
1
Interpretive Storyline
. i i Tree Canopy Enhancement i Restoration of Barton Creek Bank Underground Parking Garage
Zilker Trailhead to Butler Hike and Bike Trail | :
i : !
New Trailhead to Zilker Nature Preserve . Barton Creek Water Access : Restoration of Polo Field Land Bridge Parking Garage
' i 1 i
Additional Trails \
H agn 1
: | Additional | : I Ped/Bike Bridge on Lady Bird Lake Restoration of Landfill Area
Barton Springs Road Improvements Restrooms 5 Drainage Improvements 1
' 1
Additional and relocation of Bridges along Wayfinding Design Internal Shuttle i Extended Zilker Eagle Route Zilker Hillside Theater
Barton Creek : |
1
| External Shuttle :
' South Side New Play Areas |
| : Welcome Plaza
1
Nature Play :
Enhancement of Existing Playground : Sports Area
Closing Lou Neff Road for Vehicles ! .
: : Stratford Dr
Closing Andrew Zilker Road for Vehicles : Realignment
i : '
1
; Invasive Plant Control !
LOWER COST : ?
g | | | HIGHER COST
: : 1 : :
e e e e o USSP N
| = I | |
(=] (=) : :
8 8
) (=)
g 2
® hid 1
: : 1
1
1
1
: 1
New Trailhead to Nature Preserve Restoration of Old Zilker Hillside Theater :
’ area 1
1
1
1
: Canopy walk
1
1
LOWER BENEFIT
LOWER BENEFIT / LOWER COST LOWER BENEFIT / HIGHER COST

Design Commission | 29



I
IMPLEMENTATION

PROJECT TIMELINE

YEAR 1-3

Establishing Partnerships

Restoration of Barton
Creek Banks

External Shuttle

Additional Restrooms

Drainage Improvements

Wayfinding Design

Mitigation of erosion
issues

Zilker Park Umbrella
Organization

Tree Canopy Enhancement

Invasive Plant Control

Departmental Partnerships

Barton Springs Road
Improvements

Barton Creek Water Access

Internal Shuttle

Closing Lou Neff Road for
Vehicles

South side new
playgrounds

Nature Play

Interpretive Storyline

NEAR TERM

Land Bridge

Closing Andrew Zilker
Road for Vehicles

Restoration of Old Zilker
Hillside Theater Area

Enhancement of existing
playground

Removal of Surface Parking

Zilker Hillside Theater

Underground Parking
Garage

Restoration of Polo Field

Additional Trails

MID TERM

Parking Garage(s)

Restoration of Landfill Area

Additional and relocation
of Bridges along Barton
Creek

Zilker trailhead to Butler
Hike and Bike Trail

New Trailhead to Nature
Preserve

Ped/Bike Bridge on Lady
Bird Lake

Welcome Plaza

Extended Zilker Eagle
Route

Sports Area

Chapter 6

PP. 207-208

LONG TERM

Canopy Walk

Stratford Dr Realignment

Design Commission | 30



CONCLUSION AND NEXT STEPS

IMPACT OF THE VISION PLAN

REVIEW AND ADOPTION

: : - DESIGN COMMISSION - PARKS AND RECREATION BOARD
Balancing Competing - URBAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION = PUBLIC HEALTH COMMITTEE
Interests - ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION + CITY COUNCIL

Urbanizing Recreation JAN FEB MARCH APRIL MAY JUNE

Within a Historic Context

Ensuring Equity, Diversity
and Inclusivity

Linking Programming, . . - .
Funding and Maintenance « Zilker Metropolitan Park Vision Plan Website

https://www.austintexas.gov/ZilkerVision

Improving Mobllity to and

Inside the Park « Contact Information
Gregory Montes: IQ\
Protectlng .the ECOlOg|Ca| ZilkerViSion@aUStintean.gOV ﬁsgg\

RECREATION

Heritage of Zilker DESIGNWORKSHOP
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Project Review Application




City of Austin
Design Commission

Project Review Application

The Design Commission provides advisory recommendations to the City
Council to assist in developing public policy and to promote excellence
in the design and development of the urban environment. The Design
Commission reviews three types of projects:

1. City projects (see page 3 for process)
The Commission reviews all municipal buildings and associated site
plans to ensure they demonstrate compliance with city design and
sustainability standards (Council Resolution No. 20071129-046),
including those seeking Subchapter E Design Standards Alternative
Equivalent Compliance (AEC) (Council Resolution No. 20100923-086).

2. Density Bonus projects (see page 4 for process)
The Commission reviews density bonus projects for substantial
compliance with the Urban Design Guidelines for Austin in accordance
with the Gatekeeper requirements of LDC 25-2-586 for the Downtown
Density Bonus Program.

3. Advisory Recommendations for Private projects (see page 3 for process)
The Commission will consider Project Review Applications from private
projects during its regularly scheduled monthly public meetings and may
issue an advisory recommendation in the form of a Project Review Letter
to the Applicant.

Design Commission - Project Review Application Page 2

Photo courtesy of Jorge E. Rousselin


https://www.austintexas.gov/content/design-commission
https://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=110796
https://library.municode.com/tx/austin/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT25LADE_CH25-2ZO_SUBCHAPTER_EDESTMIUS_ART1GEPR_S1.5ALEQCO
https://library.municode.com/tx/austin/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT25LADE_CH25-2ZO_SUBCHAPTER_EDESTMIUS_ART1GEPR_S1.5ALEQCO
https://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=144855
https://library.municode.com/tx/austin/codes/land_development_code?nodeId=TIT25LADE_CH25-2ZO_SUBCHAPTER_CUSDERE_ART3ADRECEDI_SPAGERE_S25-2-586DODEBOPR

This Project Review Application must be submitted before your project can be presented to the Design
Commission for their review. Design Commission requests project be presented in their Conceptual/
Schematic Design phase. This application primarily addresses inhabited buildings and structures and their
effect on the public realm; please refer to Appendix A for infrastructure type projects.

The Commission’s review of projects is based on the planning/design principles in the Urban Design
Guidelines for Austin. Ensure that all applicable principles are addressed in the application questions and
in your presentation.

The Design Commission supports the vision and principles of Imagine Austin Comprehensive Plan,
especially those that affect the urban environment and fabric. All projects should consider this vision and
principles, many of which are similar to the Urban Design Guidelines. Refer to Appendix C for the most
pertinent sections of Imagine Austin.

The Design Commission expects the applicant’s design team to present their project with those most
knowledgeable and encourages the inclusion of sub-consultants at the presentation, when deemed
necessary.

EXHIBITS TO

1. Completed Project Review Application (p.1-6)

2. Existing zoning classification, adjacent zoning & uses, future land use map classification,
topography

. Vicinity plan, including public transportation and connectivity on-site and within quarter mile
. Site plan and landscape plan

. Ground level, basement plan, and typical floor plan

. Elevations and/or 3d views

. Any letters of support or findings by other commissions

. Staff reports, if any

O© O N o o1 &~ W

. Records of public participation

Design Commission - Project Review Application Page 3


https://www.austintexas.gov/sites/default/files/files/Boards_and_Commissions/Design_Commission_urban_design_guidelines_for_austin.pdf
https://www.austintexas.gov/sites/default/files/files/Boards_and_Commissions/Design_Commission_urban_design_guidelines_for_austin.pdf
https://www.austintexas.gov/sites/default/files/files/Imagine_Austin/IACP_2018.pdf

PROJECT REVIEW PROCESS:

The Design Commission reviews all municipal buildings and associated site development projects to
ensure they demonstrate compliance with city design and sustainability standards (Council Resolution No.

20071129-046), including those seeking Subchapter E Design Standards Alternative Equivalent Compliance
(AEC) (Council Resolution No. 20100923-086).

1. Applicants are encouraged to meet with the Office of the City Architect prior to submitting a Project
Review Application, especially if seeking Alternative Equivalent Compliance (AEC) under Subchapter E
Design Standards. (See Staff Contacts on page 5.)

2. Applicant submits completed Project Review Application, including Exhibits, to Commission Liaisons a
minimum of (10) Business days prior to the Design Commission meeting. (See Meeting Schedule and
“Exhibits to Present” on page 1)

3. Commission Liaisons review Project Review Application for completeness. Once the Application is
deemed complete, the project will be added to the agenda. (Agendas are posted online 72 hours prior to
the meeting.)

4. Commission Liaisons post backup, including complete Project Review Application and letters/decisions
from other Boards and Commissions, the Thursday before the meeting. (See Meeting Documents
website.)

5. Design Commission meets and hears a 15 minute presentation by the Owner/Applicant/Architect. The
Commission asks questions and makes recommendations. At the end of the project review, the Design
Commission may rely on the recommendations recorded in their meeting minutes or submit a Project
Review Letter to City Staff.

6. Commission Liaisons will forward approved meeting minutes or Project Review Letters to applicable
Staff.

Photo courtesy of Jorge E. Rousselin

Design Commission - Project Review Application Page 4


https://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=110796
https://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=110796
https://library.municode.com/tx/austin/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT25LADE_CH25-2ZO_SUBCHAPTER_EDESTMIUS_ART1GEPR_S1.5ALEQCO
https://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=144855
https://www.austintexas.gov/content/design-commission
https://www.austintexas.gov/cityclerk/boards_commissions/meetings/22_1.htm

PROJECT REVIEW PROCESS:

The Design Commission reviews density bonus projects for substantial compliance with the Urban Design
Guidelines for Austin in accordance with the Gatekeeper requirements of LDC 25-2-586 for the Downtown
Density Bonus Program.

1. Six weeks prior to the target Design Commission meeting: Applicant will contact Density Bonus Staff
with intent to schedule project on the next Design Commission agenda.
a. Density Bonus Staff will provide application and submittal documentation to Applicant and notify
Commission Liaisons.

2. Five weeks prior to the target Design Commission meeting: Density Bonus Staff will contact Chair of
Working Group to schedule a meeting, copying Commission Liaisons.

3. By the end of the fourth week (24 calendar days) prior to the target Design Commission meeting: The
Applicant will submit all completed application requirements to Density Bonus Staff.

4. By the end of the third week (17 calendar days) prior to the target Design Commission meeting: Design
Commission Working Group will meet to review Project Review Application and evaluate Applicant’s
presentation detailing compliance with the Urban Design Guidelines for Austin.

a.  Working Group will provide Applicant comments and suggestions on improving presentation and
issue a recommendation to the Design Commission on achieving compliance with the Urban
Design Guidelines for Austin.

5. By the end of the second week (10 calendar days) prior to the target Design Commission meeting:
Chair of the Working Group will send the Density Bonus and Commission Liaisons the Working Group'’s
written recommendation to the Design Commission containing specific feedback given to the Applicant
and, if lacking, detailing items to address to achieve compliance with the Urban Design Guidelines for
Austin.

6. One week (7 calendar days) prior to the target Design Commission meeting: Once the Density Bonus
Liaison receives the revised project submittal from the Applicant and the Commission Liaison receive
the written recommendation from the Working Group Chair, the Commission Liaison will place project on
Design Commission agenda for discussion and action.

7. Design Commission meeting: At the meeting, Design Commission will review the project for compliance
with the Urban Design Guidelines for Austin based on Working Group recommendations and issue
a recommendation detailing to Staff items needed to be addressed in order to achieve substantial
compliance.

8. Within one week after Design Commission meeting: The Chair will issue a formal written
recommendation based on the action taken by the by the Commission detailing to Staff items needed to
be addressed in order to achieve compliance.
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PROJECT REVIEW PROCESS:

. Six weeks prior: Contact Density Bonus Staff

. Five weeks prior: Density Bonus Staff schedules
meeting

. End of fourth week prior: Applicant submits
application

. End of third week prior: Working Group meets to
review application

. End of the second week prior: Working Group
provides recommendation

. One week prior: Project placed on Design
Commission agenda

. Design Commission meets to review project

. One week after: Chair issues formal
recommendation
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GENERAL

Incomplete Applications

Should Commission Liaisons determine that the Project Review Application is incomplete, the Application
shall be returned to the Applicant and the project will not be posted on the agenda for consideration by the
Commission.

Submissions without the required Adobe PDF electronic file shall be deemed incomplete.

Public Notice

Posting of public notices on the proposed project site or giving notice to adjacent property owners is
not required by the enabling ordinance of the Design Commission. The posted agenda for the Design
Commission meetings serves to inform the public of subjects considered by the Commission. The
Applicant shall note that the concomitant regulatory procedures by other boards and commissions have
legal public notice requirements. Actions taken by the Austin Design Commission shall be in respect of
and in compliance with such local ordinances and project review procedures.

Limits on Resubmissions

Applicants are limited to two (2) resubmissions per design phase (as described herein) and shall notify
Commission Staff of the intent and desire to resubmit project(s) for review within seven (7) days of the
action vote by the Commission. The Commission shall consider such resubmissions prior to issuing the
Project Review Letter.

Rebuttal of Project Review Letter

Since the Commission issues advisory recommendations only, there is no instance for appeals to

the Commission. Rebuttals of such advisory recommendations may be made by the Applicant to the
applicable city department, planning commission, or City Council in accordance with applicable standard
processes and procedures.

STAFF

By appointment, City Staff is available for consultation on submittal requirements. To schedule a pre-
submission conference or for information on any of the above submittal requirements, please contact:

City Of Austin, Street Jones Building, 1000 E 11th St, Austin, TX 78702

Executive Liason: Jorge E. Rousselin jorge.rousselin@austintexas.gov (512) 974-2975

Staff Liason: Nicole Corona nicole.corona@austintexas.gov (512) 974-3146

Density Bonus Program Staff: Jorge E. Rousselin jorge.rousselin@austintexas.gov (512) 974-2975
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A. PROJECT INFORMATION

PROJECT NAME

Zilker Park Vision Plan

PROJECT TYPE

[ ] Infrastructure City building & site [ ] Other
[ ] Private project [ ] Density Bonus

PROJECT LOCATION/ADDRESS

2100 Barton Springs Rd.

PROJECT LOCATION/ADDRESS

APPLICANT PROPERTY OWNER
City of Austin Parks & Recreation Department City of Austin

APPLICANT MAILING ADDRESS PROPERTY OWNER MAILING ADDRESS
919 W. 28 1/2 St 919 W. 28 1/2 St

APPLICANT TELEPHONE NUMBER PROPERTY OWNER TELEPHONE NUMBER
512-974-9458 512-974-9458

PROJECT START DATE PROJECT COMPLETION DATE
TBD TBD

APPLICANT'S ARCHITECT APPLICANT'S ENGINEER
N/A N/A

Design Commission - Project Review Application Page 8



1. Indicate if proposed Project is required by City Ordinance to be reviewed by the Design Commission.

No, the project is not required to go before the Design Commission by any ordinances. The presentation will be given by PARD staff/consultant
team. We are requesting action from the commission though.

2. Describe the recommendation that you are requesting from the Design Commission.

PARD will be seeking Design Commission approval on certain elements of the Zilker Park Vision Plan since the park is classified as a Metropolitan
Park and is a major city asset for the City of Austin.

3. Current Design Phase of Project (Design Commission prefers to see projects right after approved

conceptual, schematic, design development).

Design Phase will commence after we receive City Council approval for the planning phase.

4. Is this Project subject to Site Plan and/or Zoning application approvals? Will it be presented to Planning

Commission and/or City Council? If so, when?

No, we are subject to zoning or site plan approvals as part of this planning process. The park is zoned P and P-H.

5. Does this Project comply with Land Development Code Subchapter E? List specifically any Alternative
Equivalent Compliance request if any. Please refer to website for i

requirements.

N/A. Subchapter E is applicable during the design phase, not the planning phase.
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B. PROJECT BACKGROUND

6. Provide project background including goals, scope, building/planning type, and schedule. Broadly address
each of the “Shared Values for Urban Areas” that are listed on Page 6 of the Urban Design Guidelines.

The objective of this vision plan is to establish a guiding framework for the restoration and future development of Zilker Metropolitan Park. The
vision plan touches on several values to some degree such as future Sustainability of the existing and proposed amenities, Diversity of park/cultural
amenities, Sense of Time with the parks extensive history, Authenticity in the history of the park, and the Connection to the Outdoors value since
this is a Metropolitan Park.

7. Has this project conducted community/stakeholder outreach? If so, please provide documentation to

demonstrate community/stakeholder support of this project.

The extent of community engagement can be found at the City of Austin project website, https:.//www.austintexas.gov/ZilkerVision. A breakdown
is provided below:

101 Pop-Ups

24 Small Group Discussions

7 TAG Meetings

5 Virtual Meetings

8. Is this project submitting for the Downtown Density Bonus Program? If so, please provide a completed

Downtown Density Bonus Application.

N/A

9. Has the project been reviewed by COA Department (i.e. DAC) Staff? If so, please describe and cite any

relevant comments or feedback that the Commission should be aware of.

N/A

10. Are there any limitations to compliance or planning principles due to the specific requirements of this proj-

ect that the Commission should be aware of?

No.
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C. EXISTING CONDITIONS AND CONTEXT

11. Identify connectivity to public transportation including, bicycle and pedestrian routes and/or multi-
modal transportation. Does the project comply with ADA requirements? Provide a site context map and attach
additional pages as needed.

The presentation will cover this. The vision plan has many recommendations that enhance multi-modal options.

12. Identify and describe any existing features that are required to be preserved and/or protected such as

heritage trees, creeks or streams, endangered species (flora and/or fauna)? Attach additional site diagrams as
needed.

The Vision Plan is at a very high level plan and is not proposing any tree removal or threatening any natural features at this time.

13. Is this project within any City of Austin planning district, master plan, neighborhood plan, regulatory dis-

trict, overlay, etc.? If so, please illustrate how this project conforms to the respective plan. Attach additional
pages as needed. (See below for requirements.)

Zilker Park does not fall within any other planning area or district.

14. List any project program and/or site constraints that should be considered.

N/A

Design Commission - Project Review Application ~ Page 11



D. RELATIONSHIP TO PUBLIC REALM

Public realm is defined as any publically owned streets, pathways, right of ways, parks, publicly accessible
open spaces and any public and civic building and facilities. The quality of our public realm is vital if we are to
be successful in creating environments that people want to live and work in.

16. The shared values outlined in the Urban Design Guidelines include Human Character, Density, Sustainability,
Diversity, Economic Vitality, Civic Art, A Sense of Time, Unique Character, Authenticity, Safety and Connection
to the Outdoors. How is the project addressing these unique community characteristics? Is the project develop-
ing any public amenities for urban continuity and vital place making?

Yes. These public amenities will be highlighted in the presentation.

16. Does this project encourage street level activity to engage and respond to functional needs such as shade,

rest areas, multi-modal transportation storage and paths?

Yes.

17. How will the project be a good neighbor to adjacent properties? For example, describe the treatment of the

transition area between properties, i.e. fence, landscape improvements, etc.

N/A
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E. ENVIRONMENTAL / SUSTAINABLE ISSUES

The Austin Urban Design Guidelines set a goal that, “All development should take into consideration the need to
conserve energy and resources. It should also strive for a small carbon footprint.”

18. Please list any significant components of the project that contribute to meeting this goal. If the project has
been designed to accommodate future inclusion of such components (for example, by being built “solar ready”)
please list them.

This will be covered in the presentation. The plan will demonstrate an overall reduction in carbon footprint.

19. If the project is being designed to meet any sustainability/environmental standards or certifications

(for example, LEED Silver), please list them here and attach relevant checklists or similar documents that
demonstrate how the standard or certification will be achieved.

Future design phases will touch on this for compliance. The plan speaks to Green Building Certification (SITES).

20. If the project contains other significant sustainability components not included above that the Commission

should note, please list them here.

Ecological Uplift is a major component of the plan which is our recommendation for environmental restoration of the park. Our presentation will
go this in detail.
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APPENDIX A

IMAGINE AUSTIN RELATED POLICIES

Land Use and Transportation Building Block

LUT P30: Protect and enhance the unique qualities of Austin’s treasured public spaces and places such as
parks, plazas, and streetscapes; and, where needed, enrich those areas lacking distinctive visual character
or where the character has faded.

LUT 31: Define the community’s goals for new public and private development using principles and design
guidelines that capture the distinctive local character of Austin.

LUT P35: Infuse public art into Austin’s urban fabric in streetscapes along roadways and in such places as
parks, plazas, and other public gathering places.

LUT P41: Protect historic buildings, structures, sites, places, and districts in neighborhoods throughout the
City.

LUT P43: Continue to protect and enhance important view corridors such as those of the Texas State
Capitol District, Lady Bird Lake, and other public waterways

LUT P44: Preserve and protect historic parks and recreation areas.
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Economy Building Block

E P6: Support up-to-date infrastructure, flexible policies, and programs, and adaptive reuse of buildings, so
that local, small, and creative businesses thrive and innovate.

Conservation and Environment Policies Building Block

CE P3: Expand the City’s green infrastructure network to include such elements as preserves and parks,
trails, stream corridors, green streets, greenways, and agricultural lands.

CE P11: Integrate development with the natural environment through green building and site planning
practices such as tree preservation and reduced impervious cover and regulations. Ensure new
development provides necessary and adequate infrastructure improvements.

City Facilities and Services Building Block

CFS P14: Integrate erosion, flood, and water quality control measures into all City of Austin capital
improvement projects.

CFS P24: Increase the share of renewable energy sources, such as wind, solar, and biomass, used by
Austin Energy to generate electricity, including infrastructure for on-site sources throughout the City.

CFS P29: Increase the use of joint or shared facilities between public safety and other service providers,
when possible, to provide residents with efficient services, reduce costs, and maintain public safety
infrastructure.

CFS P35: Distribute public buildings where neighborhood services are located and other accessible
locations throughout the City.

CFS P36: Improve multimodal public transportation access to the City’s public buildings and facilities,
including the Austin-Bergstrom International Airport.

CFS P37: Integrate public buildings and facilities into active, walkable, mixed use neighborhoods and
complete, healthycommunities.
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CFS P38: Reduce energy consumption and waste generation in all public buildings to meet the City's
greenhouse gasreduction and zero waste goals.

CFS P39: Develop public buildings and facilities that create healthy work environments and educate the
public about energy-efficient, sustainable building, and greening best practices.

CFS P44: Feature superior design in parks and recreational facilities and include opportunities for public
art and sustainable design solutions.

Society Building Block

S P14: Locate emergency services within close proximity to all neighborhoods and continue to improve
community outreach and relationships between police and neighbors

S P25: Increase sidewalks and bicycle lanes in neighborhoods to create safer routes to schools, parks, and
transit stops.

Creativity Building Block

C P16: Increase the availability of significant public art to designate districts and/or their entrances and to
assist visitors in navigating the area.

C P17: Define Austin’s sense of place through high standards for architecture and urban design, public art,
public spaces and parks, and arts education.
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