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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%

Something else
8%

More parking
16%

Better 
recreational 
facilities and 

services for park 
guests

19%

Restoration of 
native plants, less 

space for social 
and athletic 

activities
20%

Better transit, 
pedestrian, and 

biking access
20%
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ZILKER PARK: AN AUSTIN TREASURE

Great Lawn and Rock Island

Pedestrian and Bike Bridge over Barton Creek Ann and Roy Butler Hike and Bike Trail

Barton Springs 

Zilker Botanical Garden
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CALL TO ACTION

54% Lack of Parking

PARKING ON THE LAWN AREA

DRAINAGE AND EROSION DEGRADATION AND ACCESSIBILITYBARTON SPRINGS SPILLWAY ON WEEKENDS

LANDFILL AREA PARKING ON WEEKENDS

Chapter Chapter 22
PP. 25-37PP. 25-37
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Outlines the long-term 
vision, principles, goals, and 
strategies for the enhancement, 
management, and operation of 
Zilker Park

Detailed design or construction plans

Detailed plans for day to day park 
management and maintenance

Detailed budgeting for park 
enhancements

What it is What it is not

WHAT IS A VISION PLAN?
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Sustainability Equity Nature and 
Ecology

History and 
Culture 

Accessibility 

GUIDING PRINCIPLES AND GOALS

I 
 

9 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

Capital Metro Transit Development Plan: 

FFiinnaall  RReeppoorrtt  
MMaarrcchh  22001177  

Prepared by: 

 
512-369-6000 

 
feedback@connections2025.org 

 
 

2021

ZILKER PARK
Natural  Resource Inventory 
& Management Guidelines

APRIL 20,  2021

Austin/Travis County 
Health and Human Services Department

20
15
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www.austintexas.gov/ada

Chapter Chapter 22
PP. 39-50PP. 39-50
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Sustainability Equity Nature and 
Ecology

History and 
Culture 

Accessibility 

•	Sustainability 
 
 
 

•	Safety 
 
 
 

•	Diversity
•	Humane Character 

 
 

•	A Connection to the 
Outdoors 
 
 

•	A Sense of Time
•	Unique Character
•	Civic Art
•	Authenticity

ZILKER PARK VISION PLAN AND URBAN DESIGN GUIDELINES

Shared Values for Urban Areas
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ZILKER PARK VISION PLAN
Project Schedule

20222021

PROJECT 
KICK-OFF
FEB 1ST

POP-UP 
SERIES #1
19 POP-UPS POP-UP 

SERIES #2
34 POP-UPS

POP-UP 
SERIES #3
27 POP-UPS

POP-UP 
SERIES #4
21 POP-UPS

COMMUNITY 
MEETING #1
INTRO TO THE PROJECT

140 Zoom Participants 	  
125 Live Poll Participants
14 Facebook Live Participants  
63 Questions/Comments

SMALL GROUP 
DISCUSSIONS
16 DISCUSSIONS

COMMUNITY 
MEETING #3
ALTERNATIVES

127 Zoom Participants              
7 Facebook Live 
103 Live Poll Participants 	  
107 Questions/Comments

101 Pop-Ups 
24 Small Group Discussions
7 TAG Meetings
5 Virtual Meetings  
1 In-Person Open House
6 Community Surveys
5 PARB Working Group Meetings

COMMUNITY  
MEETING #5
DRAFT PLAN AND
IMPLEMENTATION 

DEC 7 2022 - VIRTUAL
DEC 10 2022 - IN PERSON

COMMUNITY  
MEETING #2
PROGRAMMING

100 Zoom Participants 	  
63 Live Poll Participants
15 Facebook Live Participants 	
102 Questions/Comments

SMALL GROUP 
DISCUSSIONS
8 DISCUSSIONSTAG KICK-OFF MEETING

TAG 
MEETING

TAG  
MEETING

TAG MEETING TAG MEETING

TAG MEETING

TAG MEETING

COMMUNITY  
MEETING #4
PLAN CONCEPTS

177 Zoom Participants              
27 Facebook Live 
148 Live Poll Participants  	
235 Questions/Comments

FINAL DRAFT VISION PLAN
REVIEW AND ADOPTION
2023

FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

COMMUNITY SURVEY #1
DEC 4, 2020 - JUN 4, 2021
4,062 PARTICIPANTS, 10,253 VIEWS, 4,606 COMMENTS COMMUNITY SURVEY #2

JUN 29, 2021 - JUL 31, 2021
833 PARTICIPANTS, 370 COMMENTS

COMMUNITY SURVEY #3
AUG 10, 2021 - OCT 4, 2021
820 PARTICIPANTS

COMMUNITY SURVEY #4
OCT 25, 2021 - JAN 10, 2022
955 PARTICIPANTS, 3,902 VIEWS, 1,304 COMMENTS

COMMUNITY SURVEY #5
FEB 15, 2022 - APR 10, 2022
708 PARTICIPANTS, 6,487 VIEWS, 858 COMMENTS

COMMUNITY SURVEY #6
NOV 15, 2022 - JAN 8, 2023

Chapter Chapter 44
PP. 99-114PP. 99-114
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IAP2 SPECTRUM OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

History and Culture 

Accessibility 

Citywide Stakeholders

Key Stakeholders

Technical Advisory Group

To provide balanced and objective 
information in a timely manner

We will keep you informed

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

We will listen to and acknowledge 
your concerns

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

are considered and understood

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

made

Goal

Promise

Inform Consult Involve

- 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

- 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

Chapter Chapter 44
PP. 101-102PP. 101-102

Small Group Discussion

Pop-up

Board Display Community Survey
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT
Community Meeting #5 and Survey #6

MEETING 
PARTICIPANTS

148
Zoom Participants

77
Live Poll 

Participation

130
Open House 
Attendees

298
Questions/Comments 

from Open House District 5

District 6District 7

District 8

District 9

District 10

Not in Austin

25%25%
2%2%

6%6%

10%10%

17%17%

5%5%
6%6%

3%3%

15%15%

6%6%
5%5%

District 4

District 3

District 2
District 1 COMMUNITY SURVEY # 6

2,898 Participants, 3,430 
Comments, More than 2,300 
Commenters, 26,904 Views

About 30% of commenters 
reside around Zilker Park 
(Zip Code: 78704, 78745)

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

OPEN HOUSE PARTICIPANTS

Chapter Chapter 44
PP. 111-113PP. 111-113
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT
Changes after Community Meeting #5 and Survey #6

Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

Kept Rowing Dock in existing locationKept Rowing Dock in existing location

Relocated and reduced Sports AreaRelocated and reduced Sports Area

Reduced the size of playscapesReduced the size of playscapes

Kept Disc Golf Course layout Kept Disc Golf Course layout 
and added Warm-Up Areaand added Warm-Up Area

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 119-120PP. 119-120
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EXTERNAL SHUTTLE
CONNECTING TRANSPORTATION HUBS AND EXTERNAL PARKING GARAGES

Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 157-158PP. 157-158
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ACCESSIBILITY AND MOBILITY

Traffic Light Parking Garage

Vehicular Stop Sign Street Parking along 
Barton Springs Road

CapMetro Stop Surface Parking

Internal Shuttle Shop

Zilker Eagle Stop

STOP

P
P
P

2,450 Spaces

36 Acres

1,300 Spaces

1,150 Spaces

20.9 Acres

12.52 Acres

2.5 Acres

2,450 Spaces

0 Spaces

19.9 Acres 

3.5 Acres 

3.6 Acres

2,450 Spaces

27 Acres

EXISTING

Formal 
Parking

Parking

Impervious 
Cover

Informal 
Parking

Roads

Parking Lots

Programs

PROPOSED

VEHICULAR CIRCULATION

Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 161-162PP. 161-162
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ACCESSIBILITY AND MOBILITY
PROPOSED BARTON SPRINGS ROAD CONFIGURATION

Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

WHAT ABOUT CAPACITY?
There is often concern about reducing the capacity of a four-
lane undivided roadway in half by converting it to a two-
lane with a turn lane cross section. Practitioners have found 
some cases of the four-lane undivided road operating as a 
de facto two-lane with a turn lane roadway due to turning 
movements and driver behavior. Therefore, the effective 
capacity reduction is much less than the theoretical reduction 
assumed before implementation.
Source: Road Diet Informational Guide, FHWA Safety Program, US Department of Transportation Federal 
Highway Administration. https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/road_diets/guidance/info_guide/rdig.pdf

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 165-166PP. 165-166
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ACCESSIBILITY AND MOBILITY
PEDESTRIAN AND BIKE CIRCULATION

Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

Great Lawn LoopGreat Lawn Loop
Polo Lawn  Polo Lawn  

LoopLoop

Trailhead of Roy and Ann Butler Trailhead of Roy and Ann Butler 
Hike and Bike TrailHike and Bike Trail

Trailhead of Zilker Trailhead of Zilker 
Nature PreserveNature Preserve Canopy Walk

Canopy Walk

Violet Crown Violet Crown 
TrailheadTrailhead

Vehicular Network

Minor Pedestrian/Bike Trail

Loop Trail

Pedestrian and Bike Network

Pedestrian Crossing

Trailhead

Major Pedestrian/Bike Trail

12.6 Miles 19.5 Miles

EXISTING

Trails

PROPOSED

Canopy Walk in Serralves Park.
Source: https://scalemag.online/architecture/the-canopy-walkway-in-serralves-park/

+55%

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 163-164PP. 163-164
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ECOLOGICAL UPLIFT

Upland Woodland

Riparian Woodland
Meadow/Savanna

Canopy Enhancement 
Green Stormwater 
Parkland with Regular Maintenance

Great Lawn

Monkey Tree Lawn

Polo Field 
Lawn

Enhanced 
Rugby Field

Zilker 
Botanical 
Garden

166 Acres

36 Acres

96 Acres

69.6 Acres

0.4 Acres

-
-

114 Acres +18 Acres

+13 Acres

+10 Acres

+2 Acres

+49 Acres

82.6 Acres

49.3 Acres

10 Acres

2 Acres

256 Acres

27 Acres

+92 Acres

-9 Acres

EXISTING

Upland 
Woodland

Total Natural 
Area

Impervious 
Cover

Riparian 
Woodland

Meadow/ 
Savanna

Canopy 
Enhancement

Green 
Stormwater

PROPOSED

THE UPLIFT IN ZILKER PARK

Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 167-178PP. 167-178
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EXISTING CONDITION

STORED AND SEQUESTERED CARBON STORED AND SEQUESTERED CARBON

LANDCOVER LANDCOVER 

TOTAL CARBON IMPACT BY LANDCOVERTOTAL CARBON IMPACT BY LANDCOVER

EMITTED CARBON EMITTED CARBON

PROPOSED CONDITION

HARDSCAPE
Impervious Cover� + 9,823 tCO²

SOFTSCAPE
Upland Woodland� - 31,351 tCO²

Riparian Woodland� - 27,620 tCO²

Meadow / Savanna� - 3,247 tCO²

Drainage Enhancement� - 452 tCO²

Canopy Enhancement� - 88 tCO²

Park Area with Regular Maintenance� - 6,992 tCO²
�

HARDSCAPE
Impervious Cover� + 12,501 tCO²

SOFTSCAPE
Upland Woodland� - 26,400 tCO²

Riparian Woodland� - 21,035 tCO²

Meadow / Savanna� - 26 tCO²

Park Area with Regular Maintenance� - 9,235 tCO²
�

71,145 tCO² Stored64,066 tCO² Stored 11,104 tCO² Emitted14,833 tCO² Emitted - 56,025 tCO² Net- 43,842 tCO² Net

+28%

Upland Woodland Upland Woodland 
96 acres96 acres

	 -26,400 tCO²	 -26,400 tCO² 	 -31,351 tCO²	 -31,351 tCO²

	 -27,620 tCO²	 -27,620 tCO²

	 -8,262 tCO²	 -8,262 tCO²

	 -3,247 tCO²	 -3,247 tCO²

	 -462 tCO²	 -462 tCO²

	 -89 tCO²	 -89 tCO²

	 -114 tCO²	 -114 tCO²

	 -23,273 tCO²	 -23,273 tCO²

Upland Woodland Upland Woodland 
114 acres114 acres

Park Area with Park Area with 
Regular Maintenance Regular Maintenance 

200 acres200 acres

	 -14,221 tCO²	 -14,221 tCO²

	 -26 tCO²	 -26 tCO²

	 -146 tCO²	 -146 tCO²

  +2,186 tCO²  +2,186 tCO²   +1,270 tCO²  +1,270 tCO²

  +9,823 tCO²  +9,823 tCO²

  +12,647 tCO²  +12,647 tCO²

Park Area with Park Area with 
Regular Maintenance Regular Maintenance 

116 acres116 acres

Riparian Woodland Riparian Woodland 
69.6 acres69.6 acres

Riparian Woodland Riparian Woodland 
82.6 acres82.6 acres

Meadow/ Meadow/ 
Savanna Savanna 

49.3 acres49.3 acres

Canopy Enhancement 
10 acres

Meadow / Savanna  
0.4 acres Drainage Enhancement 

2 acres

Impervious Impervious 
Cover Cover 

35.92 acres35.92 acres

Impervious Impervious 
Cover Cover 

27 acres27 acres

Upland Woodland Upland Woodland

Riparian Woodland Riparian Woodland

Park Area with Regular Maintenance Park Area with Regular Maintenance

Meadow / Savanna Meadow / Savanna

Drainage Enhancement

Canopy Enhancement

Impervious Cover

Impervious Cover

Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 177-178PP. 177-178
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Nature  
preserve

Austin Nature and 
Science Center

zilker  
botanical garden

Zilker  
Club house

Trailhead of roy and ann 
butler hike and bike trail

Maintenance area or depot  
for Zilker Eagle

pedestrian  
underpass

Pa
rkin

g  
Gar

ag
e o

ptio
n

lady bird lake

stratf
ord dr

stratf
ord dr

MoPac
MoPac

restored 
woodland

restored 
woodland

Natural Area

Rowing Dock
stratford dr

stratford dr
Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

P

P

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 123-124PP. 123-124
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Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

ECOLOGICAL UPLIFT ON LANDFILL AREA
Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 125-126PP. 125-126
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Great lawnpolo field 
LAwn land 

bridge

terrace

moon tower

entrance to 
parking garage

enhanced 
playground

playground

volleyball 
courts

baseball  
field

Disc golf 
warm-up area

children’s 
play

enhanced 
rugby field

Rock Island

Nature Play

disc golf 
area

disc golf 
area

trailhead

sports 
area

new  new  
maintenance maintenance 

facilityfacility

welcome plazawelcome plaza

zilker 
hillside 
theater

restored 
woodland

Natural Area

zilk
boat

zilker  
botanical garden

sunshine  
Camp

stratford dr

stratford dr

barton springs rdbarton springs rd

barton springs rd

barton springs rd

new entry road to new entry road to 
sunshine campsunshine camp

Underground 

Underground 

Parking Garage

Parking Garage

P

P

P

P

P

P

lady bird l

info center

rock garden

ConcessionSustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

Trailhead of Zilker Nature 
preserve trail

picnic area

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 129-130PP. 129-130
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Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

ZILKER LAND BRIDGE 
Chapter Chapter 55

PP. 131-132PP. 131-132
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Barton Springs Spillway

terrace

enhanced 
playground

enhanced 
rugby field

Rock Island

welcome plazawelcome plaza

zilker park 
boat rentals

barton springs rdbarton springs rd
moon tower

Great lawn

lady bird lake

pecan grove 
picnic area

RELOCATED ped/
bike bridge

ne
w pe

d/b
ike

 
br

idg
e

Concession

Lou Neff point

restored 
woodland

zilker 
hillside 
theater

picnic  
area

P

CANOPY WALK

Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

Maintenance area or depot  
for Zilker Eagle

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 137-138PP. 137-138
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Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

ZILKER HILLSIDE THEATER
Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 133-134PP. 133-134
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Barton Springs Spillway

Barton Springs pool

terrace

enhanced 
playground

playground

toddler 
playground

enhanced 
rugby field

welcome plazawelcome plaza

zilker park 
boat rentals

pa
rk

ing
 

ga
ra

ge

moon tower

pecan grove 
picnic area

P

P

columbus drcolumbus dr

andrew zilker rdandrew zilker rd

polo field

violet crown  
trailhead

entrance to 
parking garage

playground

Great lawn
concession

picnic  
areabarton springs rdbarton springs rd

sunken 
garden

rock garden

monkey 
tree lawnsouth 

picnic area

new ped/bike 

bridge

new ped/bike 
bridge

new entry road to new entry road to 
sunshine campsunshine camp

P

disc golf 
area

Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

Maintenance area or depot  
for Zilker Eagle

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 143-144PP. 143-144
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Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

BARTON SPRINGS SPILLWAYBARTON SPRINGS SPILLWAY
Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 139-140PP. 139-140
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girl scout 
cabin

violet 

crown trail

sunshine  
Camp

co
lu

mb
us

 dr
co

lu
mb

us
 dr polo field

violet crown 
trailhead

mcbeth  
recreation 

 center

barton creek

moon tower

entrance to 
parking garage

playgrounddisc golf 
area

disc golf 
area

nature 
trails

new  new  
maintenance maintenance 

facilityfacility

barton springs rd

barton springs rd

P

P

land 

bridge

new entry road to new entry road to 
sunshine campsunshine camp

new entry road to 

new entry road to 

girl scout cabin

girl scout cabin

Barton Springs pool

south 
picnic area

new ped/bike 

bridge

volleyball 
courts

baseball  
field

Disc golf 
warm-up area

children’s 
play

sports 
area

Concession

Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

Chapter Chapter 55
PP. 149-150PP. 149-150
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Sustainability 

Equity, Diversity, and 
Inclusion 

Nature and Ecology

Accessibility 

History and Culture 

CHILDREN’S PLAY AT SPORTS AREA
Chapter Chapter 55

PP. 151-152PP. 151-152

Design Commission |  27



IMPLEMENTATION
PROJECTS

ZILKER PARK UMBRELL A 
ORGANIZATION

DRAINAGE 
IMPROVEMENTS

RESTORATION OF OLD 
ZILKER HILLSIDE AREA

INVASIVE PL ANT CONTROL

RESTORATION OF BARTON 
CREEK BANKS

STRATFORD DR 
REALIGNMENT

CLOSING ANDREW ZILKER 
ROAD FOR VEHICLES

WAYFINDING DESIGN

CANOPY WALK

REMOVAL OF SURFACE 
PARKING

ENHANCEMENT OF 
EXISTING PL AYGROUND

ADDITIONAL RESTROOMS

PL AYGROUND NEAR THE 
L AND BRIDGE

NATURE PL AY

ANNUAL BUDGET/
MAINTENANCE REVIEW

RESTORATION OF 
L ANDFILL AREA

MITIGATION OF EROSION 
ISSUES

ADDITIONAL AND 
RELOCATION OF BRIDGES 
ALONG BARTON CREEK

CLOSING LOU NEFF ROAD 
TO VEHICLES

ZILKER TRAILHEAD

INTERNAL SHUTTLE

EXTERNAL SHUTTLE

ADDITIONAL TRAILS

L AND BRIDGE

BARTON CREEK WATER 
ACCESS

NEW PICNIC AREA WITH 
CONCESSION

SPORTS AREA

RESTORATION OF POLO 
FIELD

DIVERSE VENDORS AND 
OFFERINGS

ESTABLISHING 
PARTNERSHIPS

DEPARTMENTAL 
PARTNERSHIPS

TREE CANOPY 
ENHANCEMENT

BARTON SPRINGS ROAD 
IMPROVEMENTS

NEW TRAILHEAD TO 
NATURE PRESERVE

PED/BIKE BRIDGE ON LBL

UNDERGROUND PARKING 
GARAGE

EXTENDED ZILKER EAGLE 
ROUTE

PARKING GARAGE(S)

ZILKER HILLSIDE THEATER

INTERPRETIVE STORYLINE

SOUTH SIDE NEW PL AY 
AREAS

WELCOME PL AZA

ADMINISTRATION

ECOLOGICAL UPLIFT

ACCESSIBILITY

FACILITY/PROGRAM

Chapter Chapter 66
PP. 201-202PP. 201-202

Design Commission |  28



IMPLEMENTATION
COST AND BENEFIT RELATION

Drainage Improvements

Restoration of Old Zilker Hillside Theater 
area

Invasive Plant Control

Mitigation of Erosion Issues

Stratford Dr 
RealignmentClosing Andrew Zilker Road for Vehicles

Wayfinding Design

Canopy walk

Enhancement of Existing Playground

Additional 
Restrooms

Nature Play

Interpretive Storyline

Zilker Trailhead to Butler Hike and Bike Trail

New Trailhead to Zilker Nature Preserve

Restoration of Landfill Area

Restoration of Barton Creek Bank

Additional and relocation of Bridges along 
Barton Creek

Closing Lou Neff Road for Vehicles

Internal Shuttle

External Shuttle

Additional Trails

Barton Creek Water Access Land Bridge

New Trailhead to Nature Preserve

Sports Area

Restoration of Polo Field

Tree Canopy Enhancement

Barton Springs Road Improvements Ped/Bike Bridge on Lady Bird Lake

Underground Parking Garage

Extended Zilker Eagle Route

Parking Garage

Zilker Hillside Theater

South Side New Play Areas
Welcome Plaza

HIGHER BENEFIT / LOWER COST

LOWER BENEFIT / LOWER COST

HIGHER BENEFIT / HIGHER COST

LOWER BENEFIT / HIGHER COST

HIGHER COST
LOWER COST

HIGHER BENEFIT

LOWER BENEFIT

$
2
0

 
M

il
li

o
n

$
1
0

 
M

il
li

o
n

$
1

 
M

il
li

o
n

$
5

0
0
,0

0
0

$
1
0

0
,0

0
0

Chapter Chapter 66
PP. 205-206PP. 205-206
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IMPLEMENTATION
PROJECT TIMELINE

YEAR 1-3 NEAR TERM MID TERM LONG TERM

Zilker Park Umbrella 
Organization

Drainage Improvements

Restoration of Old Zilker 
Hillside Theater Area

Invasive Plant Control

Stratford Dr Realignment
Closing Andrew Zilker 
Road for Vehicles

Wayfinding Design

Canopy Walk

Removal of Surface Parking

Enhancement of existing 
playground

Additional Restrooms

Nature Play

Interpretive Storyline

Establishing Partnerships Departmental Partnerships

Restoration of Landfill Area
Restoration of Barton 
Creek Banks

Additional and relocation 
of Bridges along Barton 
Creek

Zilker trailhead to Butler 
Hike and Bike Trail

Closing Lou Neff Road for 
Vehicles

Internal Shuttle

External Shuttle

Additional Trails

Barton Creek Water Access

Land Bridge New Trailhead to Nature 
Preserve

Sports Area

Restoration of Polo Field

Tree Canopy Enhancement

Barton Springs Road 
Improvements

Ped/Bike Bridge on Lady 
Bird Lake

Underground Parking 
Garage

Extended Zilker Eagle 
Route

Parking Garage(s)Zilker Hillside Theater

South side new 
playgrounds

Welcome Plaza

Mitigation of erosion 
issues

Chapter Chapter 66
PP. 207-208PP. 207-208

Design Commission |  30



OCT NOV DEC JAN FEB MARCH APRIL MAY JUNE

REVIEW AND ADOPTION
•	 DESIGN COMMISSION
•	 URBAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
•	 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION

•	 PARKS AND RECREATION BOARD
•	 PUBLIC HEALTH COMMITTEE
•	 CITY COUNCIL1 Balancing Competing 

Interests 

2 Urbanizing Recreation 
Within a Historic Context 

3 Ensuring Equity, Diversity 
and Inclusivity 

4 Linking Programming, 
Funding and Maintenance 

5 Improving Mobility to and 
Inside the Park 

6 Protecting the Ecological 
Heritage of Zilker

CONCLUSION AND NEXT STEPS
IMPACT OF THE VISION PLAN

THANK YOU

•	Contact Information
   Gregory Montes:  

   ZilkerVision@austintexas.gov

•	Zilker Metropolitan Park Vision Plan Website
   https://www.austintexas.gov/ZilkerVision
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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.

C i t y  o f  A u s t i n
Design Commission
Project Review Application

Photo cour tesy  of  Jorge E.  Roussel in

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
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EXHIBITS TO PRESENT

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

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

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

4.	Site plan and landscape plan

5.	Ground level, basement plan, and typical floor plan

6.	Elevations and/or 3d views

7.	Any letters of support or findings by other commissions

8.	Staff reports, if any

9.	Records of public participation

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.

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
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PROJECT REVIEW PROCESS: CITY PROJECTS

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 cour tesy  of  Jorge E.  Roussel in

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
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PROJECT REVIEW PROCESS: DENSITY BONUS PROJECTS

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.

https://library.municode.com/tx/austin/codes/land_development_code?nodeId=TIT25LADE_CH25-2ZO_SUBCHAPTER_CUSDERE_ART3ADRECEDI_SPAGERE_S25-2-586DODEBOPR
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PROJECT REVIEW PROCESS: DENSITY BONUS PROJECTS

1. Six  weeks pr ior :  Contact  Dens i ty  Bonus Staf f

3.  End of  four th  week pr ior :  Appl icant  submits           	
    app l icat ion

4.  End of  th i rd  week pr ior :  Work ing  Group meets  to  	
    rev iew appl icat ion

5.  End of  the second week pr ior :  Work ing  Group   	
    p rov ides  recommendat ion

6.  One week pr ior :  Pro ject  p laced on Des ign 	
    Commiss ion agenda

7.  Design Commission  meets  to  rev iew pro ject

8.  One week after :  Cha i r  issues formal  			 
    recommendat ion

2.  F ive  weeks pr ior :  Dens i ty  Bonus Staf f  schedules  	
    meet ing
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GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

STAFF CONTACTS

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.

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

http://jorge.rousselin@austintexas.gov
http://nicole.corona@austintexas.gov
http://jorge.rousselin@austintexas.gov
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A. PROJECT INFORMATION
PROJECT NAME

PROJECT TYPE

PROJECT LOCATION/ADDRESS

PROJECT LOCATION/ADDRESS

APPLICANT PROPERTY OWNER

APPLICANT MAILING ADDRESS PROPERTY OWNER MAILING ADDRESS

APPLICANT TELEPHONE NUMBER PROPERTY OWNER TELEPHONE NUMBER

PROJECT START DATE PROJECT COMPLETION DATE

APPLICANT’S ARCHITECT APPLICANT’S ENGINEER

Infrastructure
Private project

City building & site
Density Bonus

Other
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1.  Indicate  i f  proposed Pro ject  is  requi red by  Ci ty  Ord inance to  be  rev iewed by  the  Design Commission.

2.  Descr ibe  the  recommendat ion that  you are  request ing f rom the Design Commission.

3.  Current  Design Phase of  Pro ject  (Design Commission prefers  to  see pro jects  r ight  af ter  approved
conceptual ,  schemat ic ,  design development) .

4 .  Is  th is  Pro ject  subject  to  S i te  P lan and/or  Zoning appl icat ion approvals?  Wi l l  i t  be  presented to  P lanning 
Commission and/or  C i ty  Counci l?  I f  so ,  when?

5.  Does th is  Pro ject  comply  wi th  Land Development  Code Subchapter  E?  L ist  speci f ica l ly  any  Al ternat ive 
Equiva lent  Compl iance request  i f  any.  P lease refer  to  websi te  for  A l ternate  Equiva lent  Compl iance (AEC) 
requi rements.

https://www.municode.com/library/tx/austin/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT25LADE_CH25-2ZO_SUBCHAPTER_EDESTMIUS
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B. PROJECT BACKGROUND
6.  Prov ide pro ject  background inc luding goals ,  scope,  bu i ld ing/planning type ,  and schedule.  Broadly  address 
each of  the  “Shared Values for  Urban Areas”  that  are  l is ted on Page 6  of  the  Urban Design Guidel ines.

7.  Has th is  pro ject  conducted community/stakeholder  outreach? I f  so ,  p lease prov ide documentat ion to 
demonstrate  community/stakeholder  suppor t  of  th is  pro ject .

8 .  Is  th is  pro ject  submit t ing  for  the  Downtown Densi ty  Bonus Program? I f  so ,  p lease prov ide a  completed 
Downtown Densi ty  Bonus Appl icat ion.

9.  Has the  pro ject  been rev iewed by  COA Depar tment  ( i .e .  DAC)  Staff?  I f  so ,  p lease descr ibe  and c i te  any 
re levant  comments  or  feedback that  the  Commission should  be aware  of .

10.  Are  there  any  l imi tat ions to  compl iance or  p lanning pr inc ip les  due to  the  speci f ic  requi rements  of  th is  pro j -
ect  that  the  Commission should  be aware  of?
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C. EXISTING CONDITIONS AND CONTEXT
11.  Ident i fy  connect iv i ty  to  publ ic  t ranspor tat ion inc luding ,  b icyc le  and pedestr ian  routes and/or  mul t i -
modal  t ranspor tat ion.  Does the  pro ject  comply  wi th  ADA requi rements?  Prov ide a  s i te  context  map and at tach 
addi t ional  pages as  needed.

14.  L ist  any  pro ject  program and/or  s i te  constra ints  that  should  be considered.

12.  Ident i fy  and descr ibe  any  ex ist ing features that  are  requi red to  be  preserved and/or  protected such as 
her i tage t rees ,  creeks or  st reams,  endangered species  ( f lora  and/or  fauna)?  At tach addi t ional  s i te  d iagrams as 
needed.

13.  Is  th is  pro ject  wi th in  any  Ci ty  of  Aust in  p lanning d ist r ic t ,  master  p lan ,  ne ighborhood p lan ,  regulatory  d is -
t r ic t ,  over lay ,  e tc .?  I f  so ,  p lease i l lust rate  how th is  pro ject  conforms to  the  respect ive  p lan.  At tach addi t ional 
pages as  needed.  (See below for  requi rements. )
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D. RELATIONSHIP TO PUBLIC REALM

Publ ic  rea lm is  def ined as  any  publ ica l ly  owned st reets ,  pathways ,  r ight  of  ways ,  parks ,  publ ic ly  accessib le 
open spaces and any  publ ic  and c iv ic  bui ld ing and fac i l i t ies.  The qual i ty  of  our  publ ic  rea lm is  v i ta l  i f  we are  to 
be  successfu l  in  creat ing env i ronments  that  people  want  to  l ive  and work  in .

16.  The shared va lues out l ined in  the  Urban Design Guidel ines inc lude Human Character,  Densi ty ,  Susta inabi l i ty , 
D ivers i ty ,  Economic Vi ta l i ty ,  C iv ic  Ar t ,  A  Sense of  T ime,  Unique Character,  Authent ic i ty ,  Safety  and Connect ion 
to  the  Outdoors.  How is  the  pro ject  addressing these unique community  character ist ics?  Is  the  pro ject  develop-
ing any  publ ic  ameni t ies  for  urban cont inui ty  and v i ta l  p lace making?

16.  Does th is  pro ject  encourage st reet  leve l  act iv i ty  to  engage and respond to  funct ional  needs such as  shade, 
rest  areas ,  mul t i -modal  t ranspor tat ion storage and paths?

17.  How wi l l  the  pro ject  be  a  good neighbor  to  adjacent  proper t ies?  For  example ,  descr ibe  the  t reatment  of  the 
t ransi t ion  area between proper t ies ,  i .e .  fence ,  landscape improvements ,  e tc .
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E. ENVIRONMENTAL / SUSTAINABLE ISSUES

The Aust in  Urban Design Guidel ines set  a  goal  that ,  “A l l  development  should  take into  considerat ion the  need to
conserve  energy  and resources.  I t  should  a lso st r ive  for  a  smal l  carbon footpr int .”

18.  P lease l is t  any  s igni f icant  components  of  the  pro ject  that  contr ibute  to  meet ing th is  goal .  I f  the  pro ject  has 
been designed to  accommodate  future  inc lus ion of  such components  ( for  example ,  by  be ing bui l t  “solar  ready”) 
p lease l is t  them.

19.  I f  the  pro ject  is  be ing designed to  meet  any  susta inabi l i ty/envi ronmental  standards or  cer t i f icat ions 
( for  example ,  LEED Si lver) ,  p lease l is t  them here  and at tach re levant  checkl ists  or  s imi lar  documents  that 
demonstrate  how the standard or  cer t i f icat ion wi l l  be  achieved.

20.  I f  the  pro ject  conta ins  other  s igni f icant  susta inabi l i ty  components  not  inc luded above that  the  Commission 
should  note ,  p lease l is t  them here.
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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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