Colorado River Corridor Plan

Town Hall Meeting December 7, 2010

Existing Conditions, Opportunities, and Constraints
Corridor Size: 30,500 Acres – 32 river miles

1. Compatible land uses and land use in the corridor

1.1. The larger land uses in the corridor are mining (resource extraction) at 11,296 acres, residential 3,409 acres and agricultural13, 346 acres.

1.2. Historically, agriculture has been the dominant land use.

1.3. The conflict between these land uses (noise, traffic, visual impacts, etc.) is likely to continue in the near future as more residential and mining activity is planned in the corridor

1.4. The opportunity to plan the progression of these land uses is now.

1.5. Mining areas have been identified and the life cycle of these uses can be anticipated to allow for the orderly transition of land uses around and within the mining areas.

1.6. Of the 11,296 acres in the corridor related to mining 3,819 acres are being actively mined, 3,038 acres are proposed and/or controlled by mining interests, and 4,438 acres are legacy mining uses that in some instances present significant challenges for redevelopment.

1.7. The area in around ABIA within the corridor is heavily impacted by the airport noise contour overlay. Land in this area is being actively purchased or mitigated by the City of Austin. There is a potential to work with the City to develop proper land use control in this area that increases open space and” re-brands” the front door to our city for many tourists and residents.

1.8. Fixed Land uses in the corridor are 3,424 acres (existing parks, wastewater treatment plants, ROW and the Colorado River)

2. Water, wastewater and utility infrastructure.

2.1. Within the corridor there are 5 applicable wastewater Certificate of Convenience and Necessity (CCN) issued by the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) and agency of the State of Texas, which authorizes entities to provide retail water and waste water service to specific land. The largest wastewater providers are the City of Austin and Hornsby Bend. The city of Austin has three wastewater plants in the corridor with the South Austin Regional Plant being the most centrally located, and potentially having the largest capacity of the three to handle future growth. Existing wastewater infrastructure is limited east of SH-130.

2.2. Within the corridor there are 7 applicable water CCN’s. The largest water providers are the LCRA, City of Austin, Hornsby Bend, Manville and Garfield. Of these providers the City of Austin and Hornsby Bend are the only ones providing retail surface water. The rest are on well water and LCRA sells wholesale “raw water”. Water infrastructure east of SH-130 is limited to support development without substantial upgrades.

2.3. Private wells in the corridor are numerous and the ability to quantify the quality, exact quantity and location of these wells is limited.

2.4. Electrical Service in the area is provided by the City of Austin and Bluebonnet electric. Significant service upgrades will be needed to accommodate growth.
2.5. LCRA is a wholesale raw water provider in the corridor with at least 6 inflow and 4 out-flow locations along the Colorado River.

2.6. There are currently no MUD’s or other public water and wastewater districts within the corridor as permitted by TCEQ.

2.7. There is an opportunity through the infrastructure needed for future development (I.E. Rio De Vida, Water’s Edge, Austin Colony) projects to provide better water, electric and wastewater service in the area.

3. Plans for near-term or long-term City of Austin (“COA”) annexation in the area

3.1. The City of Austin has no land in the corridor planned for full or limited purpose annexation in their adopted plan.

3.2. Rio De Vida developments has potential for future annexation.
4. Transportation system improvements and traffic safety Opportunities
4.1. Opportunity to provide additional connectivity and access from existing Austin Colony neighborhood to FM 969 and other major arterials to the east.

4.2. Opportunity to provide major regional north/south arterial connectivity from SH 71 East to the north by providing additional Colorado River crossing.

4.3. Opportunity to provide non-motorized alternatives along roadways and greenways helping to reduce vehicle trips and providing air quality benefits.

4.4. Opportunity to provide future relief to congested roadways in the corridor especially during peak hour periods.

5. Transportation system improvements and traffic safety Constraints:

5.1. Mining lands block potential arterial corridors.

5.2. Land values increase as development potential rises causing increased right-of-way costs.

5.3. Limited transit service (No CapMetro service).

5.4. SH 130 acts as barrier to other free alternative connectivity, limited interchanges or potential crossings, costly to provide.

5.5. Limited frontage along SH 130.

5.6. Expanse and flood plain of Colorado River limits number of potential crossings and north/south connectivity. Flood Plain crossings drive transportation costs up.
5.7. CAMPO’s 2035 future land use traffic modeling may have under estimate traffic demands.

5.8. Resource extraction methods and material movement will mix industrial and residential traffic.
5.9. FM 973 upgrade and bridge crossing, adding pedestrian bridge, new park/ boat launch.
5.10. Mass transit should be an opportunity as well as a constraint

6. Demographics

6.1. Population growth:

	YEAR
	POPULATION

	2000 
	9,847

	2010 
	12,350 (CAMPO forecast)

	2035 
	19,799 (CAMPO forecast)


6.2. CAMPO appears to have underestimated the forecasted population for the corridor in their 2035 roadway plan.

7. Relevant Planning initiatives

7.1. Travis County Parks and Natural Areas Master Plan by Travis County (available at http://www.co.travis.tx.us/tnr/default.asp)
7.2. City of Austin Comprehensive Plan 

7.3. CAMPO 2035 Plan http://www.campotexas.org/programs_plan.php 
7.4. TXDOT http://www.dot.state.tx.us/local_information/austin_district/default.htm 
7.5. Discovering the Colorado: A Vision for the Austin-Bastrop River Corridor by the Austin Bastrop-River Corridor Partnership (ABRCP). (available at http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/water/downloads/coloradofinal2.pdf )

7.6. The Travis County Greenprint for Growth by The Trust for Public Land (TPL)

7.7. Imagine Austin http://www.imagineaustin.net/inventory.htm 
7.8. Current planning initiatives have all contemplated more compact development with the corridor, leaving large amounts of land set aside for open space, conservation, agriculture, etc.

7.9. Transportation and utility infrastructure requirements/availability will ultimately limit the amount of development potential in the corridor. Increased pressure for MUD creation and more traffic congestion are potential results.

8. Environmental Opportunities
8.1. Agricultural Land can be restored to bottomland woods and grasslands providing a) wildlife habitat, b) park natural areas, and c) better water resource protection.
8.2. Water Quality Protection Zones provide linear spaces that can be incorporated into a comprehensive trail, greenway system.
8.3. Resource extraction process can result in topographic relief that presents opportunities for various micro climates that foster various plant and wildlife development.
8.4. Impervious cover added to the corridor over the past 30 years has been low in comparison to the rest of Austin, although the trend for more increased impervious cover in the short range is expected to rise.

8.5. Clearing for agricultural uses in the late 1800 and early 1900’s are the primary causes of decreased tree cover with mining adding to the problem in the past 30 years. Mining activities in some instances will/ can increase floodplain, water fowl habitat, wetland areas, parkland etc. and these areas will be identified.

8.6. Critical water quality zones in total approx. 5,000 acres. 
8.7. Most significant is the opportunity to link the Lady Bird Lake trail all the way to the planned Onion Creek greenway and an unnamed tributary east of Gilleland Creek.
9. Environmental Constraints

9.1. Of the 30,500 Acres in the corridor approx. 13,000 Acres currently lie within the 2008 FEMA 100 year floodplain.

9.2. Floodplain reclamation and modification standards that “retain the integrity of in stream channel stability and ecology, protect riparian areas and minimize damage to the physical and biological characteristics of such areas” need to be considered for land in the corridor.

9.3. The vast majority of critical environmental features and resources are located in the 100 year floodplain in the corridor. The direct correlation between alluvial soils, wetlands, springs, waterfowl habitat, creek erosion hazard areas, etc. and the 100 year floodplain would seem to indicate a need to preserve and protect the land located in these areas for conservation of other upland areas.

9.4. Tree Cover of the corridor over the past 70 years has been sparse except along the riparian corridor bluffs within the corridor.

9.5. A majority of the land approx. 20,000 acres drains directly in to the Colorado River basin with approx. 10,500 acres of land in the corridor draining to the remaining tributaries of Elm, Decker, Gilleland, Onion, Carson, Walnut, and Boggy creek watersheds.

9.6. Agricultural land uses can result in consumption of limited groundwater and the potential for ground water pollution.

9.7. Cleared bottomland woods and grasslands transformed a diverse ecosystem to one with less ecological functions and values.

9.8. Riparian forest buffers as effective water quality protection and river conservation but require proper management. Additionally, there must be an integrated approach including sediment and erosion plans pollution abatement and proper land management techniques.

9.9. In order to increase bio-diversity certain areas may be restricted to public access or specific uses regulated.
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