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Previous Studies: Existing Condition Report
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FAVORITE AND LEAST FAVORITE SPOTS - FDLLUS GROUP

: ¢ Toodark/shady
- Too much trash

Gamling people smoke
The layout of space makes the sltuation

Source: San Francisco
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= The design support and enable diverse events
» Provide diverse options for seating and shade

» Address homeless popu

hidden corners

¢ Provide 2 betier community roocm
» Have increased maintenance / enforcement
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Station 1: Memory/Hopes Station 2: Mapping

Please share 3 hope or wish Jor the future of Portsmouth Square.
A FEHEEBRFRN—AEFRR2

» ba improved

e Lower Terrace
* Under bridge/com-
munity roem
Ty s > Lower Terrace play-
; ground
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Participants drew on provided worksheets to provide
feedback on the prompts above. These graphics show
the cumulative feedback of the over 60 worksheets
per item. The darker the color shows the increased ®
number of participants drawing on the same spot -
providing a collective heat map of feedback.
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Statien 3: Uses Station 4: Character
This station was a dot exer- T
cise for preferred park uses. A0 TEAT s

I mmderans Draf
Lanascane rrerarences

+ Trees . ® i
. FRAse Green dots were associated g
- Benches with positive feedback, red i
« Tables and Chairs pegative. !

» Fitness Equipment

* Playground

+ Flexible Event Space

- Stage

= Additional event seating
+ Shade structures

» Ping Pong

* Martial Arts Space

« Chinese Chess

e T g A S
®

This station was a dot exercise for preferred park charac-
ter. Participants were asked to vote on spectrum from love

Arch to hate how they felt about the aesthetic represented in the
+ Lease-able space for community organi- visual preference precedent image provided. The team

zations (PreschoolfSelf Help) found a fairly even distribution of results, leaning toward a
* Rentable space for occasional events combination of contemporary and traditional features.

» Indoor ‘Shared Living-room’ (4 season)
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Variations of this framework were
written-in or sketched on surveys
on over 30 responses.

Each facilitation team repeatedly
heard suggestions of a ‘large plate
scheme’ that also removed the
bridge.

For the next workshop, revisions of
Frameworks 1&3 were advanced,

and this new framework was added.

Is.this a improvement?
e

Conclusions

s 7 %
nrovemeni?

Design for Workshop 3 should include:

Framework 1 & 3 were preferred

Framework 2 was split feedback, bridge was pivotal

Framework 4 was not preferred

Bridge generally negative save for a small group who were advocates for keeping it (CCC
representatives)

Large open spaces for community events is critical

Preference for access from all corners

Keeping a simple circulation throughout the park is preferred

Large clubhouse, the bigger the better

Multi-generational friendly, especially for 10-18 years old age group and elderly
Playgrounds and exercise areas are preferred more than sports courts

In split terrace schemes, upper terrace generally preferred for events, lower terrace for
program areas (play, exercise, etc.)
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Recommendation:
Remove Bridge

Designr for Workshon 4 should inciude:
Scheme A as a basis of design
Revise playground to combination of Scheme B &C
Revise exercise equipment to include a full outdoor gym, but ar-
ranged around the periphery of the playground like Scheme A
Revise the trellis structures of Scheme A to have the architectural
style of Scheme B
Provide alternatives for fencing - panel system with historic inter-
pretation, panel system with graphic patterning, maximum trans-
parency option, post and gate system.
Provide alternatives for material preferences
Provide alternatives for furnishings
Provide alternatives for planting palettes
Provide alternatives for sustainability featu:.
Worksheop 3: Feedback

02.BRITGGE: Piease select which statement best raflacts vour
opinion heiow;

a. The Kearny Bridge should be remaoved.

b. The Kearny Bridge should be kept and integrated with the
new pt Improve

23%

Remove
77%

2 Remove = Improve
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The design team checked in with the
community at Workshop 4 with a uni-
fying concept based on Scheme A, to
make sure the design team was on the
right track and to share and receive
feedback for any new developments.
We presented first a summary of the
public process, the resulting design
that derived from that feedback. Com-
ments were be solicited via Q&A, com-
ment cards, and comment stations.

The feedback was targeted to deter-

« lLarge, flexible outdoor event space
Provide new large clubhouse

Provide generous shade structures
« New, consolidated playground
- Eliminate bridge
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Community Prioriiies {in descendi

Improved Lighting (enable evening hour use, safety

Mzrgin of Error tased

on this sample size: 5%

188% Confidence rval}

Age Distribution®

m -

mine community priorities within the P'erlmeter f_encmg - L
design to inform the design develop- Fitness Equipment 012 1030 3150
ment through improvement planning . Stage | Voo PaGeEOl  © CHinataae Patuliion

review and value engineering with city
agencies. The feedback also answered
key program questions regarding play
and fitness equipment, the sustainabil-

« Enhanced connection to Walter U. Lum
« Enhanced accessibility

Note: Sustainability program poster was reviewed and pos-
itively commented on, but was not part of the preferential
survey questions. In the open comment, no negative opin-
ions were forwarded for the sustainability poster.

ity program, and fencing.

B

Waorkshep 4 Feedback

Pertemouth Scuare Workshop 4 Survey
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