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THE PARK AT 29TH AND FAIRFAX  

OPEN HOUSE MEETING #2 

DATE: February 20, 2019 

LOCATION: Boys and Girls Club, 3333 Holly Street, Denver, CO, 80207 

TIME: 5:30 pm – 7:30 pm 

PARTICIPANTS:  

Community Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet. 

Denver Parks and Recreation (DPR) Staff: Jeru Parikh, Jennifer Olson, and Laura Morales  

Stakeholder Design Committee (SDC) Members: Moyra Stiles, Shanta Harrison, Nina Khosravi, Sandy 
Robnett, and Metise Moore. 

Logan Simpson Team: Jana McKenzie, Michael Chalona, and Lisa Zoeller 

Spanish Interpreter:  AVP Translations - Celia Aguayo 

 

MEETING SUMMARY OVERVIEW: 

The meeting was a drop-in, open house with no formal presentation. Attendees were free to visit 
whichever stations interested them most. Leaders from the Boys and Girls Club brought in their 
students to participate. They discussed what was happening with the proposed park and provided 
an opportunity for the kids to fully participate in the activities. 
 

1. There were nine stations with supporting graphics and boards. 
a. At the entry to the building, the welcome board was displayed in the hallway outside the 

meeting room. 
b. A sign in station was set up at the entry into the meeting room. Play money, called ‘Park 

Bucks’ were distributed to attendees for the money voting game.  
i. DPR staffed this station. 

c. The third station was an aerial image of the neighborhood. Attendees stuck a colored pin 
into the board showing where they live. This activity allowed the team to gain an 
understanding of who attended and their proximity to the park site.  

i. DPR staffed this station. 
d. The fourth station contained three boards that contained a park location map, a project 

and process history, and project timeline.  
i. DPR staffed this station. 
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i. The first board provided a definition of a pocket park, a location map, and a 
neighborhood boundary map. 
ii. The second board provided a graphic word cloud summary of the communities 
input and comments from the January 26th open house meeting. 
iii. The final board depicted a timeline of the past processes and future steps for the 
project. 

e. A park naming station was set up inside the meeting room. A list of previously suggested 
names was taped to the white board. Attendees were asked to suggest additional names 
or support already suggested names.  

i. SDC members staffed this station. 
f. The next station consisted of two boards with three site layout alternatives. The 

alternatives incorporated design elements based on the January 26th comments, inputs, 
and concept designs.  

i. The alternatives explored different circulation designs, park element locations, and 
general design elements. The biggest highlights of the alternatives revolved around 
the community’s desire to have an open, welcoming space from the street, while 
incorporating grass and playground areas, shelter(s) and tables for gatherings, 
water elements, and incorporation of art and history elements throughout the 
park. Attendees were asked to vote for 1 of the 3 alternative layouts and write 
down what they liked or disliked about any alternative. Attendees were encouraged 
to mix and match parts they liked from any of the three alternatives. 

ii. Logan Simpson, SDC members, and DPR staffed this station. 
g. The seventh station included park design themes and playground styles. At this station, 

four boards showed images organized around a particular style of play and park 
elements.  

i. Logan Simpson, SDC members, and DPR staffed this area. 
ii. A playground style board showed three styles of playgrounds. Attendees were 

asked what style they liked best and why. The three styles of playgrounds were 
urban, rope climber, and nature play with water play components. 

iii. Three styles of swings were shown with the request to select a favorite. The styles 
included a larger group style swing, a nest style, multi-person swing, and a 
traditional style, individual swing element. 

iv. There were three park design style boards shown. Attendees were asked to select a 
style that will define site furnishings, shelters, and pavements. 
1. The three styles included a modern style (wood with metal accents), a Colorado 

style (log/timbers and stone), and a traditional style (brick walks, walls and 
shelter accents) for selection of elements. 

h. The eighth station included the 3D physical, scale model and color prints of the three site 
layout alternatives.  Attendees could lay the site alternatives into the park space in the 
model to gain an understanding of the spatial relationships between the three 
alternatives and surrounding building context. 

i. Logan Simpson, SDC members, and DPR staffed this area. 
i. The final station was a board that listed the park elements shown in the site alternatives 

and assigned a money value to each.   
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i. Attendees received $800 of ‘Park Bucks’ as they entered the open house. The park 
bucks were placed into envelopes on the board to ‘vote’ for the park elements one 
would spend their park budget on.  Park element costs ranged from $400 for larger 
items (like a large playground or splash pad) down to $50 for park site furnishings, 
trees, etc.  
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Picture 1 

 
 

Picture 2 
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Picture 3 

 
 
 

Picture 4 
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Picture 5 

 
 

Picture 6 
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Picture 7 

 

Picture 8 
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Picture 9 

 

Picture 10 



 

9 | P a g e  
 

 

Picture 11 

 

Picture 12 
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