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Our next meeting will be Monday July 7th, 2014, 7:00PM, 
Location Austin Public Library, Howson Branch, 2500 Exposition Blvd.

We look forward to seeing you! Please join us. And speaking of joining us….

 Miss Ruth turned 92 last 
month. She leads the seniors 
program at my church, and she 
directs the seniors’ choir.  She also 
leads a Sunday School class as 
well as a couple of other discussion 
groups, and she’s active in the 
women’s mission group.  She may be 
the most active and alert woman of 
her age that I’ve ever met. Recently, 
I learned that her son is a resident at 
the Austin State Supported Living 
Center (ASSLC), and she’s kept 
track of developments at the facility, 
including rising criticism of the 
ASSLC.  She listens, and responds 
that her family’s experience there 
has been only positive.  

Miss Ruth’s defense of the 
ASSLC is echoed by many family 
members who have reached out to 
WANG in the wake of the Sunset 
Advisory Commission Staff Report 
recommending that the ASSLC, as 
well as five other SSLC’s across the 
State, be closed.  Family members 
contend that the ASSLC provides 
a warm, nurturing community for 
their loved ones, and they argue 
passionately in support of the 
ASSLC.

In February 2013, the 
General Land Office (GLO) issued 
a report providing an analysis of 
the highest and best use of under-
utilized properties across the State.  
Among the properties identified 
was the ASSLC.  The GLO’s report 
recommended that the 93-acre tract 
should be converted to residential or 
mixed-use development.  It noted, 
“Given the prime location of this 
property in the West Austin area, 
currently operating at less than full 
capacity, and with the potential for a 
more dense use, it is highly likely that 
the tract would bring top dollar from 
development interests.”   

This is not the first time that 
the State has examined the ASSLC 
tract as a lucrative revenue source.  
In 2005, the Texas Department of 
Health and Human Services (DHHS) 
conducted a feasibility study for 
closure of the supported living 
centers, which at the time were called 
“State Schools.” http://www.hhsc.
state.tx.us/contract/529140066/docs/
attachment-C.pdf In conjunction 
with that feasibility study, WANG 
conducted a survey asking for 
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neighbors’ opinion of the value of the ASSLC to the 
neighborhood.  At that time, the vast majority of the 
respondents favored keeping the ASSLC open.  WANG 
submitted two letters providing input to the marketability 
assessment, which first emphasized the inherent conflict 
between considering marketability without considering 
the needs of the residents.  

We also considered the fate of the ASSLC 
when we created the West Austin Neighborhood Plan 
and the Future Land Use Map.  In particular, we noted 
the role of the ASSLC in our community.  It provides 
space for our children to play soccer, meeting space for 
neighborhood organizations, and green space for our 
neighborhood.  Again, our neighborhood weighed in in 
favor of keeping the ASSLC open, continuing its role in 
our community and providing much-needed services to 
its residents.

In the 2005 report, the DHHS noted the steady 
increase of individuals with developmental disabilities 
in the overall population as well as the increased life span 
of this group, suggesting an increased pressure on the 
existing service system, community and institutional, to 
meet these needs.  The report implicitly acknowledged 
an enormous unmet need, although the ASSLC was 
operating at near funded capacity – meaning that the 
Legislature has chosen to limit funding for beds in an 
institutional setting, despite the unmet need and the 
facility’s capacity.  More recently, AARP reported that 
Texas ranks third worst nationally in providing services 
to the aging and disabled. http://www.texastribune.
org/2014/06/19/report-shows-texas-lagging-long-term-
care-quality

It should come as no surprise, then, that 
the Sunset Review Advisory Commission report 
recommends closure of the ASSLC by January 2017.  
After all, the facility sits on an expensive piece of real 
estate located in the heart of central Austin, within a 
stone’s throw of the proposed transit center at Mopac 
and 35th Street, as envisioned by Project Connect.  
http://www.austinhomemapsearch.com/wp-content/
uploads/2013/11/High-Capacity-Transit-Vision.pdf   
And the State has a demonstrated pattern of failing 
to adequately fund services for individuals with 
developmental disabilities.

The report runs through a litany of problems 
with the ASSLC, including the fact that it has achieved 
only 20% compliance with a settlement agreement with 
the US Department of Justice (DOJ).  Also, ASSLC has 
been operating under a moratorium for several years, 
meaning that it has not accepted any new residents.  Its 
population has been slowly declining.  According to 
the Sunset Review Committee’s report, in Fiscal Year 
2013, the ASSLC had 308 residents and a staff of 1,236.  
The Sunset Advisory Committee strafed the ASSLC, 
characterizing it as an outmoded method of providing 
services to those with developmental disabilities, calling 
it inefficient, expensive, out of regulatory compliance, 
and bordering on criminal.  http://www.sunset.texas.gov/
reviews-and-reports/agencies/department-aging-and-
disability-services-dads.  

And what was the Department of Aging 
and Disability Service’s response to the closure 
recommendation?  The administrative equivalent of 
agreeing to go quietly:  “DADS [Dept. of Aging and 
Disability Services] supports the goal of serving people 
with intellectual disabilities in the most integrated setting, 
consistent with the choices of those individuals and their 
guardians. Recognizing that permanently closing a center 
would be a difficult decision, DADS is committed to 
providing timely, accurate information to the Legislature 
as it considers this issue.”  Not even a whimper -- and 
certainly no information provided to advocate for the 
needs of the residents, no effort to identify its capacity for 
serving even more individuals, and no articulation of the 
value of the services provided.  http://www.sunset.texas.
gov/public/uploads/~DADS%20Agency%20Response.
pdf.

At last week’s hearing before the legislative 
subcommittee, healthcare professionals, families and 
residents lined up to tell their stories.  Commission Chair 
Sen. Jane Nelson queried the staff as to why they had 
recommended closure of six of the thirteen supported 
living centers operated across Texas.  When they could 
articulate no reason for choosing that particular number, 
Nelson speculated that the Commission might not accept 
the recommendation to close all six facilities, but she was 
pretty confident that the Austin facility would not remain 
open.
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So, how does Miss Ruth’s son fit in this picture 
of neglect and even abuse?  The advisory report claims 
that the standard of care has shifted to community-based 
programming, offering that recent research indicates 
that individuals with intellectual and developmental 
disabilities’ needs are better met in group homes.  It does 
not, however, take into account the effect of abruptly 
moving these individuals from a familiar setting and 
dropping them into a completely different environment, 
nor does it consider the effect on families, who have 
worked to insure that their family members in need of 
care receive services in an atmosphere of which they 
approve and in a location that allows families to remain 
in contact.

The State has long underfunded services for 
this group of its citizens.  The staff report provides no 
evidence that the specific individuals presently residing 
in the ASSLC will be better served in group homes  
There is no promise that the State will provide funding 
to increase the number of individuals served in order 
to make a real attempt at meeting the unmet needs of 
this growing group.  Instead, the report focuses on the 
substantial savings to be realized by closing the ASSLC 
and selling the property.

Also, the State has been unable to satisfy 
the DOJ’s mandates, failing to adequately fund and 
provide the necessary resources to fix the ASSLC.  If 
the residents are shuttled off into the diaspora of group 
homes, will they have greater regulatory oversight?  
Will they receive the same level of service delivered 
at the ASSLC, or even better, the level of service that 
they need and deserve?  Neither the Sunset Commission 
nor DADS offer any assurance that these vulnerable 
individuals will be better served in group homes than 

they have been at the ASSLC or that the State will 
step up to meet its obligations to them.  And that is 
disturbing.

The staff report also fails to take into 
consideration the vacuum left in our neighborhood 
by the closure of the ASSLC.  The soccer fields, the 
green space, the volunteer opportunities, the meeting 
space – all will be gone.  And in its place?  Mixed use 
development, which is not a terribly enticing vision for 
our neighborhood’s future.  

Overall, the staff report is shortsighted and 
biased.  The imminent opening of the medical school at 
UT Austin provides an opportunity for the ASSLC that 
should not be ignored.  In partnership with UT, DADS 
could develop a state of the art facility at the ASSLC 
to better provide services to its residents.  Further, 
the numerous historically significant buildings on the 
campus could be re-purposed, either for the ASLC itself, 
for the medical school, or for other state needs.  Selling 
the property off to the highest bidder and shuttling the 
residents to other facilities or group homes, away from 
friends, family and familiar surroundings, is a myopic 
and ultimately harmful response.

West Austin neighborhood group 
MINUTES FOR June 2, 2014

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING
By Gunnar Seaquist

These are the minutes of the meeting of the West 
Austin Neighborhood Group Board of Directors (the 
“Board”) held Monday, June 2, 2014 at the Howson 
Branch Library.

I. Call to Order  The meeting was called to 
order by Board President Cathy Kyle with 
the following Board members in attendance:  
Mike Cannatti, August Harris, George 
Edward, Joe Bennett, Joyce Basciano, 
Haidar Khazen, Gunnar Seaquist and Blake 
Tollett.  Boardmember Mary Arnold was 
not present.

II. Approval of Minutes  The minutes from 
the May 5, 2014 meeting were unanimously 
approved.
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III. Neighborhood Communications

A. Sunset Review of TxDADS and Closing 
of the Austin State Supported Living Ctr.: Forrest 
Novy addressed the Board and expressed his 
concern over the closing of the Austin SSLC.  
Mr. Novy opposes the closing because of the 
large number of vulnerable individuals that live 
at the center who will have to be relocated.  Mr. 
Novy stated that citizen comments to the Sunset 
Commission were due June 6, 2014 and asked if the 
Board would be interested in voicing support for 
maintaining the Austin SSLC.  Noting the historic 
buildings and facilities on the SSLC campus, Mr. 
Nory suggested that, beyond simply remaining 
open, the SSLC could be further integrated into 
the West Austin Community.  It was stated that 
the Board has been very much aware of the plight 
of the Austin SSLC and has supported petitions to 
save the facility in the face of previous attempts to 
close it.  The neighborhood included the SSLC in 
its long-term neighborhood plan, and would like 
the SSLC to remain as it is.  A motion to submit 
a comment in support of the SSLC with DADS 
or the Texas Sunset Commission was made by 
Mike Cannatti and seconded by George Edwards.  
August Harris abstained from the vote, and the 
motion was approved by unanimous vote of the 
remaining members present.  

B. Spokefly Bicycle Share Program:  Spokefly 
founder Nate McGuire spoke to the Board about a 
pilot program that Spokefly is running in Austin.  
Spokefly is a bicycle share program that allows 
bicycle owners who are not using their bicycles 
to list them on the Spokefly website.  Individuals 
who are looking for short-term bicycle use can 
the Spokefly website or App to locate a listed 
bicycle nearby and can rent the bicycle for up to 
six hours.  Once that period is over, the user can 
either re-rent the bicycle or lock the bicycle up at 
which point the Spokefly website will show that 
the bicycle is available for rental by another user.  
McGuire states that by listing their bicycles in this 
way, owners are able to earn up to $160.00 per 
month.  McGuire further explained that Spokefly 
inspects bicycles before they are listed and 
insures the bicycles for damage sustained during 
a rental.  Owners remain responsible for the costs 
of maintaining their bicycles.  

C. Announcement by Bill Worsham: 
Neighborhood member Bill Worsham announced 
his candidacy for Austin City Council, District 10.   

IV Land Matters

A. 2617 Bridle Path—Variance Application

Owner/Applicant, Dr. Mark Jumper, 
appeared before the Board asking for support for his 
application for a variance to allow for an eight-foot 
tall fence around his backyard pool.  Dr. Jumper 
explained at the prior month’s Board meeting that 
he built the eight-foot fence to block neighborhood 
teenagers from using an adjoined gas line as a step 
to jump into his backyard.  Dr. Jumper represented 
to the Board that he had obtained approval of the 
variance from his neighbor across the street but had 
been unable to make contact with his remaining 
neighbors.  Further, Dr. Jumper stated that as his 
eight-foot fence runs along Exposition Blvd., the 
City of Austin, as the owner of the right-of-way, 
was considered to be his neighbor, but that the 
City would not consent to the variance without a 
formal hearing.  A motion to support Dr. Jumper’s 
application for variance was made by George 
Edwards and seconded, and was unanimously 
approved by the Board.  

V Committee Reports

A. Transportation: August “Happy” Harris 
discussed an upcoming Roadwork Coordination 
committee meeting scheduled for June 5 at 
6:30 p.m., to be held at Lamar Middle school.   
On the agenda is a proposed partial land use 
plan to update the existing plan for Burnet 
Rd. and Anderson Ln.  The City is seeking to 
create “character zones,” however that term is 
not defined.  The neighbors in that area have 
given some pushback to the changes, but have 
indicated their willingness to listen to the City’s 
ideas.  A question was raised as to whether this 
type of planning could affect Future Land Use 
Map (FLUM) for the SSLC site.

Blake Tollett also discussed the current status of the 
zoning change application for 2208 Lake Austin 
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Blvd.  The Neighborhood’s petition is holding at 
25% and the applicant will need 6 out of 7 votes 
in order to get the requested zoning change.   

Finally, Harris discussed Neighborhood 
concerns about the interchange at Windsor Rd.  
New traffic signs indicate that the right lanes are 
right turn only for vehicles traveling East and 
West through the intersection of Windsor and 
Exposition.  This change is causing bottlenecks 
by forcing through vehicles to wait on traffic 
turning left from the left hand rather than using 
the right lane to go around.  Harris checked 
to see if these changes were reflected in the 
Neighborhood Plan, but they were not.   

B. Membership:  Membership in the West 
Austin Neighborhood Group is currently up 
to 239 households, 22% of which are at the 
Friend, Patron, & Benefactor levels.  

C. Newsletter:  Articles and materials should be 
submitted by June 12, 2014.

D. Austin Neighborhood Council Liaison: 
Austin Neighborhood Council Liaison:  
Joyce announced that the CodeNEXT 
“Community Character Manual”, that 
“focuses on cataloging and naming 
physical elements” of Austin and the Land 
Development Code Diagnosis Report and 
Addendum are online at http://austintexas.
gov/department/documents-1 . Both 
documents were unveiled May 19th at a 
public meeting visit http://www.austintexas.
gov/department/cracking-code for details 
and FAQs.  Public meetings, CodeTALKS, 
will be held on key issues identified in the 
Code Diagnosis Report.  The first meetings, 
“Exploring Compatibility” will be held June 
12 and 14, 2014.  Discussions will explore 
how Austin may strike a balance between new 
development and the protection of existing 
neighborhood character.  Registration is 
required so check the CodeNEXT website 
http://www.austintexas.gov/codenext for 
details.

E. Treasurer’s Report:  The West Austin 
Neighborhood Group currently has 

$11,198.00 in its checking account, and 
$1,206.07 in the oak wilt account.  We also 
now have an account with Square, which 
allows us to accept credit card payments.    

VI. Old Business

A. Accessory Dwelling Units Resolution:  
Michael Cannatti discussed a proposed 
resolution to authorize additional accessory 
dwelling units with on-street parking in 
single-family neighborhoods.  The proposal 
would allow garage apartments of up to 
1000 sq. ft., and relax current setback, 
parking, and lot size requirements.  It would 
also allow pre-fabricated units smaller than 
500 sq. ft. to be placed in the back yards of 
single-family residences.  This resolution is 
part of an ongoing effort on behalf of the 
City to balance affordability and density.  
While these concerns are valid, the Board 
believes that the City should not be made 
through ad hoc resolutions, but should be 
incorporated as part of the larger CodeNext/
Imagine Austin plans.  A motion for the 
neighborhood to draft a letter in opposition 
to the proposal was made by Cannatti 
and seconded by Kyle.  The motion was 
approved by a unanimous vote of the Board.    

B. Walsh Landing RPP:  The Austin Parks 
Department has placed crushed concrete 
in the Walsh Landing parking lot.  Parks 
is going to put parking meters in the lots 
and along Enfield.  The meters will be in 
operation from 10 a.m. to 10 p.m., 7 days 
a week.  

C. Westenfield Pool Opening:  The grand 
opening will take place on June 13, 2014 
at 10 a.m. 

VII. New Business  

A. Fourth of July Parade:  The committee 
for the annual Tarrytown Fourth of July Parade 
needs a Chair, and is still in the process of 
obtaining permits for the parade.  

VIII Adjourn

WANG Minutes, continued from page 3
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 Recent WANG newsletters have 
mentioned concerns about the CodeNEXT 
process initiated by the City of Austin in order 
to fulfill one of the priorities adopted in the 
Imagine Austin Comprehensive Plan (approved 
June 2012).  That priority is to “Revise Austin’s 
development regulations and processes to 
promote a compact and connected city.” 
(emphasis mine).

 Having participated in the Austin Goals 
Assembly in 1975, whose recommendations 
formed the basis for a new Comprehensive Plan 
written and adopted in about 1979-80 as the 
Austin Tomorrow Plan, I have grave concerns 
about the approach being taken and the effort to 
write a “new” land development code - just to 
“promote a compact and connected city.”  

 In May 2014 a report was released called 
“Code Diagnosis” which purports to tell why 
the current Land Development Code needs to be 
changed.  NO mention is made of the fact that the 
1982-84 re-write of the city’s Land Development 
Code was in response to the Austin Tomorrow 
Comprehensive Plan.  The “diagnosis” says that 
the current code “does not allow Austinites to 
create the city they want.”....  That seems a little 
harsh, to me...  The “diagnosis” does not describe 
the growth pressures that Austin was facing in 
the 1970’s, and 1980’s, and the significant work 
done in order to ameliorate damage being done 
to Austin’s natural environment.  No mention 
is made of Austin’s “Bicentennial Gift to the 
Nation” of a promise and effort to “preserve and 
enhance Austin’s creeks and waterways”.
http://www.austintexas.gov/sites/default/
f i les/f i les/Planning/CodeNEXT/Aust in_
CodeDiagnosis_PublicDraft_web_050514.pdf

 Our own Central West Austin 
Neighborhood Plan was adopted in September 
2010 and spoke of the need to “maintain the 
neighborhood’s quality of life, avoid increasing 
traffic, preserve the mature tree canopy, protect 
creeks and the lakes, and prevent flooding”, as 
well as having “safe parks and attractive open 
spaces”....  Our adopted Environmental goal 
is to “encourage a health urban ecosystem that 
uses trees and appropriate vegetation to make 
the neighborhood pleasant and unique, improve 
environmental conditions and connect its social 
and natural heritages.”  
ftp://ftp.ci.austin.tx.us/npzd/Austingo/cwa-
combined-np.pdf

 The American Society of Landscape 
Architects of Austin (ASLA) has submitted to 
CodeNEXT a critique and proposal urging that the 
CodeNEXT process include not just emphasis on 
“compact and connected” but rather combine that 
with the Imagine Austin priority of using “green 
infrastructure to protect environmentally 
sensitive areas and integrate nature into the 
city.”  ASLA stresses that Austin’s unique culture 
is defined by “our close connection with nature 
in the city.”  This is a most important element of 
our “quality of life”, and it seems to be missing 
in the current CodeNEXT approach.  The ASLA 
position paper is also available on the city’s 
website:  http://www.austintexas.gov/sites/default/
files/files/Planning/CodeNEXT/ASLA_Austin_
CodeNEXT_PositionPaper.pdf

 I hope others will submit comments to 
CodeNEXT,  pointing to the need to better define 
what we want in Austin’s quality of life, in ways 
that recognize the good things we have enjoyed in 
the past and want to preserve in the future.

An Oldtimer’s View of CodeNEXT
by Mary Arnold
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 People may have noticed their Ashe juniper 
trees, commonly called cedar, turning brown.  This 
most likely is being caused by juniper budworms. 
There was an outbreak of these insects in 2002 and 
there was no longer term damage caused to the Ashe 
juniper trees.  It is unknown what will happen to the 
trees from the current outbreak.

Juniper budworm larvae. Photo by Steve Darnell.

 Juniper budworms are a yellowish-green to 
green caterpillar with a brown head capsule.  The 
caterpillars feed on Ashe juniper foliage and build 
silken tubes on the branches of the trees.  The silken 
tubes are typically on the tips of branches and are 
where the insect pupates.  Adult moths are a mottled 
brown color and blend well with the dead Ashe 
juniper foliage.  Adults rest on the host plant during 
the day and do not move unless disturbed.

Juniper budworm infested branch tip.
Photo by Steve Darnell.

 In rural areas, it may not be feasible to manage 
the juniper budworms, especially on large parcel of 
land. Individual landowners may choose to treat 
prized trees on their property.  Infested branch tips 
can be removed by hand.  Do not drop the branch 
tips on the ground, but instead, place them into a 
bag and dispose of them.

 If a pesticide treatment is desired, look for 
active ingredients such as Bacillus thuringiensis var. 
kurstaki, azadirachtin (neem) or spinosad.  Products 
will work best on smaller caterpillars.  When using 
pesticides, read and follow all label instructions.

For more information or help with identification, 
contact Wizzie Brown, Texas A&M AgriLife Extension 
Service Program Specialist at 512.854.9600.  Also 
check out http://www.urban-ipm.blogspot.com

The information given herein is for educational purposes only.  Reference 
to commercial products or trade names is made with the understanding
that no discrimination is intended and no endorsement by Texas A&M 

AgriLife Extension Service or the Texas A&M AgriLife Research is implied.

Extension programs serve people of all ages regardless of race, color, 
religion, sex, national origin, age, disability, genetic information or veteran 

status.

Juniper budworm
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