
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A P P E N D I X    



 
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
t¦.[L/ a99¢LbD /haa9b¢{ ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 1 

ONLINE SURVEY RESULTS ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ.. 17  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



APPENDIX |  1  
 

Public Meeting Comments 
The following public input was gathered from the Big Ideas Workshop #1. 
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The March 4th First Friday booth, a joint operation by FNI and the City of Bryan yielded substantial public 

input and generated significant attention for Blueprint 2040. First Friday is a widely attended downtown 

community event for residents throughout Bryan-College Station. This booth was important because it 

reached a wider range of the public than those that usually attend public meetings.  

!ǘ ǘƘŜ ōƻƻǘƘ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ōƻŀǊŘǎΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŀǎƪŜŘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ά²Ƙŀǘ !ƳŜƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ bŜŜŘŜŘ ƛƴ 

.ǊȅŀƴΩǎ tŀǊƪǎΚέΤ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ŀǎƪŜŘ ά²Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǎǘ LǎǎǳŜ CŀŎƛƴƎ .ǊȅŀƴΚέΤ ǘƘŜ ǘƘƛǊŘ ŀǎƪŜŘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ 

to describe their vision for Bryan. Also at the booth was a six question survey designed to be capable of 

filling out in under a minute. FNI also provided literature about the Blueprint 2040 process and links to 

ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΩǎ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƳŜŘƛŀ ŀƴŘ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘǎΦ  

Participants were given three votes and asked to select the top amenities needed in local parks from a 

list of 18 choices. The top 5 selections, which collected over half of the 600 responses were: 

1. Non-motorized trails (91) 

2. Open space/nature (78) 

3. Dog parks (64) 

4. Splash pads (36) 

5. Additional parks (35) 

Other noteworthy results included community center/natatorium (34) and inclusive playgrounds (33). 

²ƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ άƻǘƘŜǊέ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊȅΣ written comments that attracted support included arboretums and 

botanical gardens, community gardens, restrooms within parks, educational and meditative space, and 

indoor recreation.   

Participants were then given three more votes and asked to identify the three greatest issues facing the 

City from a broad list of 9. The top three selections, taking over half of the 155 votes were: 

¶ School system perception (36*) 

¶ Congestion or connectivity (25) 

¶ Neighborhoods (22)  

*concern over perceived inability to attract and retain teachers was a recurring comment from participants  

Appearance or perception and growth, zoning, and land use were the next two largest categories at 20 

and 19 votes each.  

We also asked for an open-ended vision for Bryan, residents expectedly provided a range of responses 

though the overall themes were consistent with previous feedback: 

1. Improved connectivity and transportation (sidewalks, thoroughfares, bike lanes/trails, and 

public transit) (10)  

2. Amenities (retail, restaurants, nightlife, and family venues) (9) 

3. Aesthetics, beatification, and sense of place (8) 

It should be noted that though curbside recycling did not fit into any specific category, it was mentioned 

over a dozen times between the three boards.  
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ά²Ƙŀǘ !ƳŜƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ bŜŜŘŜŘ ƛƴ .ǊȅŀƴΩǎ tŀǊƪǎΚέ 
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ά²Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǎǘ LǎǎǳŜ CŀŎƛƴƎ .ǊȅŀƴΚέ 
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άaȅ ±ƛǎƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ .Ǌȅŀƴ LǎΧέ 
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60-Second Survey 

A 60-second survey was also available during the meetings to quickly gain snapshot information about 

people who were participating in Blueprint 2040.  This survey was a precursor to the version provided 

online. These surveys were completed over the course of several meetings.  

During the first First Friday meeting (of the hundreds of citizens that FNI interacted with), a handful (13) 

elected to take the brief survey.   

¶ 69% of respondents both live and work in Bryan 

¶ 54% of respondents have lives in Bryan for 10 or more years; 46% have lived in Bryan for less 

than five years 

¶ 85% of respondents stated that the City has a responsibility to actively participate, including 

financially, in corridor revitalization efforts 

¶ 38% of respondents indicated that they find Bryan to be an attractive City in terms of 

appearance; 31% were neutral; 15% found Bryan to be unattractive or very unattractive  

¶ 92% of respondents stated that the look and appearance of Bryan is either important or very 

important  

¶ 77% of respondents stated that the City should raise its development standards even if it makes 

development more costly; the remaining respondents were unsure 

¶ In the comments section, respondents listed concern regarding pedestrian and bicyclist safety, 

desire for public transit, frustration with train noise, and displeasure with the appearance of 

corridors  

During the second First Friday meeting and the second Big Ideas and Parks Master Plan Workshop, 40 

people participated in the survey.  

1. Do you live or work in Bryan? 

a. Live: 12 (30%) 

b. Work: 2 (5%) 

c. Both: 21 (52.5%) 

d. Other: 5  

2. How long have you lived in Bryan-College Station? 

a. Less than two years: 5 (12.5%) 

b. Two to five years: 5 (12.5%) 

c. Five to ten years: 4 (10%) 

d. Ten years or more: 25 (62.5%) 

e. Other: 1  

3. Does the City of Bryan have a responsibility to actively participate, including financially, in 

corridor revitalization efforts? 

a. Yes: 28 (70%) 

b. No: 3 (7.5%) 

c. Unsure: 7 (17.5) 

d. Other: 2 

4. How would you rate the appearance of Bryan? 
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a. Very attractive: 0 

b. Attractive: 13 (32.5%) 

c. Neutral: 16 (40%) 

d. Unattractive: 8 (20%) 

e. Very unattractive: 0 

f. Other: 3 

5. To you personally, how important is the appearance of Bryan? 

a. Very important: 22 (55%) 

b. Important: 15 (37.5%) 

c. Neutral: 2 (5%) 

d. Unimportant: 0 

e. Very unimportant: 0 

f. Other: 1 

6. Should Bryan raise its development standards even if that makes development costlier? 

a. Yes: 27 (67.5%) 

b. No: 3 (7.5) 

c. Unsure: 9 (22.5%) 

d. Other: 1 
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Online Survey Results 
An online survey was posted, and remained available throughout the majority of the Comprehensive Plan 
process. English and Spanish versions were provided. In total there were 339 English surveys and 7 Spanish 
surveys submitted. 
 
English 
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