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SAN ANTONIO PARK

REPORT FROM 08/2021 MEETING

Friend of San Antonio Park’s August 28 Community Visioning
In partnership with District 2 CP Nikki Bas’s Office

WHAT WE LEARNED

The goal of this community gathering
and outreach efforts was to bring
neighbors together to create a shared
vision for San Antonio Park.

LISTENING AND
SURVEYS

Participants talked about why they did or did
not use San Antonio Park, and what changes

they’d like to see. Responses were recorded

On Saturday, August 28, over 100 on large posters. Each participant had an
park neighbors participated in 10 small opportunity to fill out a survey (available in 4
group sessions, facilitated by
community members.

languages) with their personal responses to

questions on these topics.

We used the three steps shown here
to elicit feedback. See our results on
the right.

FACTS & FINDINGS
® 100+ attendees

— 130 completed surveys

More information can be found on our
website at friendsofsapark.org

— 90 used dot voting

DESIGN ® What we like about
CHARRETTES | San Antonio Park?

Participants viewed 4 different design ideas to inspire them to think

— open space, nature,
spaciousness, beauty, views,
trees, fresh air

of new possibilities for the park. The designs were presented on large

posterboards in each small group, with talking points in 4 languages.

After seeing each design, participants were encouraged to note their

thoughts and ask questions. Local architect, neighbor Diego Gonzalez, — close and convenient

created options |, 2 and 4. Consultants for the City of Oakland

provided Design 3. — our kids play here

© What we dislike about
San Antonio Park?

— doesn’t feel safe

DESIGN #3: City of Oakland
Rel d Fire Station and

locate n and Grounds Improvements

DESIGN CONCEPT #2: New Rec Center, Library, Multi-Sports Deck % Ol\
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— lack of maintenance,
trash, broken, outdated
facilities
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@ Most Popular Possible
Addition to the Park

STICKER DOT VOTING — alibrary
Participants could vote both for and against proposed park improvements. @
Each group had a poster board that compiled all the possible park additions ‘! ® LeaSt Popu Iar POSS' ble

presented in the 4 designs. They were also urged to add to this list of park

Addition to the Park
additions that were not included in the 4 design boards. Each participant

received 5 “yes” stickers and 5 “no” stickers which they could place next — a fire station

to whatever park additions they most wanted to see and that they most opposed.



