Future of Brunswick Dino Trail – Four Possible Paths
Glen Kuban, July, 2019

Option 1 .  Leave the Trail at Brunswick Lake 

By far the best course
- Properly recognizes the Trail as a unique, fun, and valuable asset, and arguably the most educational attraction in the whole park system. .  

- Respects that by all evidence a large majority of visitors (including virtually all kids) like the Trail and want it to stay.
- Respects that the City considered it beneficial enough to approve in the first place, causing many people to spend lots of time and effort to create it.   

- Avoids all the time, work, and expense of removing the Trail (Option 2), and even more expense, work, and risk of breakage in trying to move it elsewhere.   

- Avoids the undermining of the Trail’s appearance and integrity even if it could be safely moved (with lots of ugly cut lines, with seams subject to shifting and lifting).   
- Can resolve minor trip/slip concerns by following low-cost, low-tech methods:

       - Adding a prominent “Walk carefully” sign or 

       - Adding a gravel or concrete side path that visitors can walk on

       - Adding some grit when the Trail is sealed again 

Will be even more widely enjoyed, with economic benefit to community, if better marked and publicized: 
· Include on park web site, with description and photo
· Nature Center: marked on entrance map and promoted with information 
· Include on road sign 

· Add parking and picnic tables near Trail 
· Plant “living fossil” trees (ginkos & Dawn Redwoods) near it.  
Option 2.  Remove and Discard the Trail

Worst Option
- Neglects all points outlined in Option 1, especially the Trail’s unique nature and the major  educational and economical benefits. 
- Removal plan from low-attendance planning meetings was evidently based on faulty conclusion that most people did not want the Trail in the park, and weak or exaggerated concerns about it, without full info about the Trail, or sufficient exploration of ways to resolve the concerns: 

         - “Maintenance issues”. Trail is in good shape and requires virtually no maintenance

         -  “Possible trip Hazard”  Is not a major trip hazard, and safety can be further enhanced by any of several inexpensive means.  The Trail is arguably less hazardous than other things in the park, or proposed additions, especially the proposed “climbing structures.” 

         -  “In area where may want to place a new restroom”  Can go many other places.  

         -  Plan map shows new clump of trees in area.  Can go many other places.   

         - “Not consistent with naturalization”  It’s part of natural history, and at least as natural as almost anything else in park; more so than most new things planned for it 
         -  “People don’t think it belongs in the park” What people?  Even if there are a few detractors, by all evidence the vast majority of residents and visitors like the Trail and regard it as a valuable asset to the park, not a detriment or nuisance.

         - “Little walkway to no where” (N Eppink comment).  Shows failure to appreciate the unique nature and major benefits of Trail.  Fails to appreciate that the point of the Trail is not where it leads but what’s on it. Disrespects all those that created the Trail, everyone who likes it, and especially the school children and teachers who created the artwork in the benches at the end of the Trail.

Option 3 .  Move the Trail to another park
Second worse alternative
· Disregards all the benefits outlined in Option 1 for keeping the Trail at Brunswick Lake 

· If any trip or slip concerns were significant or valid, moving the Trail would just move the same hazards, which makes no sense.
· Would entail a lot of unnecessary labor and cost (many thousands of dollars), even if it’s save removal, transportation, and reinstallation could be assured, which it can’t (see last point below below).  
· Would probably be more expensive, labor intensive than simply rebuilding it (Option 4), while entailing all the following risks and downsides:   

               - Would have to cut into many sections, each weighing well over a ton *
               - Each section would have to be lifted, padded, moved onto large trucks, transported,  unloaded, and reinstalled, with significant risk of damage and breakage at each step. 

         - The land at the new location would have to be contoured precisely to match the original land contours (extremely difficult and costly)

         - Even if breakage could be avoided, sealing sections tightly and permanently would be difficult, and result in many ugly cut lines, which would be prone to separation, shifting and lifting.    

* Assuming it were cut into 10 sections, each 10 ft long, by 4 ft wide, by .5 ft thick, each section would comprise about 20 cubic feet of concrete, weighing approx. 3000 lbs, or 1.5 tons!   This is a good approximation since even thought the trail is not quite 100 ft long, the beginning of the Trail is about 8 ft wide, more than making up for the difference.  
Option 4 .   Recreate the Trail at another location
Second best alternative

No reason to do this, since it neglects all the benefits of leaving the Trail in place, and it would involve a lot of unnecessary work and expense.  However, if MCPD insists on removing the Trail, recreating it has several major benefits over Options 2 (discarding it) and Option 3 (moving it).    
- Avoids the major work and costs of having to lift, pad, secure, transport, unload, and wed each section.
- Avoids the serious risks of damage in several of the above steps.  
- Can use existing land contours rather than having to precisely contour the new site to match the original site.  
      - The new Trail could be designed to any desired specs (length, number of tracks, depth of tracks, etc)
      - Any concerns about tripping can be resolved during the construction by including a side path of gravel or concrete in the first case. Any slip concerns can be resolved by adding some grit to the sealer.  
- I will donate my time, work and materials (proving I have no economic interest or conflict of interest in rebuilding the Trail)  

- A cement contractor could probably be found (as the first time) to do the concrete work at a major discount, especially if his business were featured on the result.    

Additional benefits: 

Removed track sections or pieces could be auctioned off to help raise money for the re-building.  

If properly marked and promoted, the economic benefits to businesses in the community from people coming to see the new Trail would probably more than pay for the rebuilding cost in a short amount of time.  

The new Trail could be a focus for school field trips, family visits, an annual “Dino Fest”, etc.  
