




























































































Section 9
Inventory of Potential Solutions

Source Controls

Source controls are those which attempt to limit the pollutant load contribution near the
point of generation. For example, inlet filters capture trash, debris and coarse sediment
within a few hundred feet of their original location in the watershed. There are 11

identified source controls for water quality as shown in Table 9 — 4.

Table 9 -4
Water Quality Source Controls
Inlet Filters Trash and Debris Booms Retrofit of Ponds for Trash
Removal

Impervious Cover Removal | Impervious Cover Disconnection | Bioretention

Infiltration Basins | Infiltration Trenches | Porous Pavement
Rainwater Harvesting Hazardous Materials Traps
Inlet Filters

Storm water inlet filters are fabricated from tubular steel and perforated aluminum, and
are inserted inside storm drain inlets to trap trash and other debris. The filter can easily
be removed through the curb opening for service, and then re-installed for the next storm
event. Monitoring has indicated that some sediment and other pollutants are collected on
the screen portion of the filter. Inlet filters are typically retrofit into existing storm drain
inlets. Inlet filters are generally not as useful in single-family residential areas due to the
lower concentrations of trash and litter, except in areas with high pedestrian activity or
near businesses such as convenience stores. Figure 9 — 14 illustrates the inlet filter

design used by the City of Austin.
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Appendix C

3.4.1.Develop a plan to optimize City departmental relationships by cooperating to protect
the environment (i.e., Public utilities, Water/Wastewater and Tree Protection staff)

3.4.2.Continue to enforce strict compliance with preventive regulatory approaches.

3.4.3. Aggressively pursue the proposed regulatory modifications (Executive Summary,
pages 46 and 47).

4.  Public Information:

4.1. Develop a community education program for all Drainage Utility customers so that
they know they have been heard.

4.2. Provide the Master Plan Executive Summary to all appropriate City boards and
commissions, other City departments, other governmental agencies, neighborhood
associations, and neighborhood master planning groups so that they can incorporate
Master Planning concepts in making decisions that affect the watersheds.

Mary Arnold, Chair L.G. "Skip" Cameron Hong Guo, P.E.

Dr. Sterling Lands Craig Smith Michael Barrett, P.E.

Joyce Conner Tim Jones Tom Shefelman, AIA
Michael Barrett, Ph.D., P.E. phone (512) 471-0935
Center for Research in Water Resources fax (512) 471-0072

PRC Building 119
The University of Texas at Austin
Austin, TX 78712

I am generally supportive of the overall goals and objectives
described in the
Watershed Master Plan; however, I do have a couple of concermns.

1. The overall budget for the effort may be too large. If I had an
additional

$B0OOM to spend to improve the quality of life in Austin, I might
prefer that a

significant portion be dedicated to improved mobility (not just
roads, but sidewalks

and bike paths as well) or to parks for instance.

2. I have a long-term vision of turning the urban creeks into
greenbelts, which

could provide alternative transportation corridors (for pedestrians
and bicyclists)

as well as recreational opportunities. Unfortunately, much of the
property adjacent

to the creeks is in private hands. Many of these property owners
deny access to the

creeks by the public, yet they are more than happy to regquest public
money to protect

their property from erosion. Consequently, I believe the City
should obtain an

easement along the creek from property owners in exchange for using
taxpayers

dollars to stabilize their backyards.
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Appendix C

Michael Wilson

Mr. Wilson suggested several changes to the recommendations. Of the
ones he suggested, the following recommendations were not made
because the original language had already been approved by the
majority of the Advisory Group and because the language changed

the meaning of what already been approved.

"We have also heard the comments and concerns of citizens at the public bearing and have included
them in [our considerations - delete) (insert - the following recommendations).

With the inclusion of these additional recommendations the Advisory Group strongly urge that the
City Council adopt the Watershed Protection Master Plan land that the City Manager be instructed
that pursuit of its implementation is a high Council priority - delete].

1.2 [Present preliminary 5-year implementation timetable to the Environmental Board. Report
biannually on the status of implementation per the 5-year plan to the Environmental Board -
delete].

2.4 [List funding options - delete].

3.1 [Encourage the Environmental Board to act as an advocate to get projects funded and implemented
-delete].

3.2 [Develop a plan to - delete] (insert - The city Council of Austin should actively) seek community
leaders who have been educated about the plan and funding issues who will act as advocates and
educate citizenry.

3.3 [Continue support for the Citizens' Advisory Group to monitor the implementation of Phase I
and the development of Phase II - delete].

3.4 [Since the Environmental Officer is, by ordinance, strongly dedicated to the goals of
protecting the environment, the Environmental Officer should have additional duties related
to the better implementation of the Master Plan: - delete]

3.4.1 [Develop a plan to optimize City departmental relationships by cooperating to protect
the environment (i.e., Public utilities, Water/Wastewater and Tree Protection staff) -
delete]

3.4.2 [Continue to enforce strict compliance with preventive regulatory approaches -

delete].
3.4.3 [Aggressively pursue the proposed regulatory modifications (Executive Summary,

paces 46 and 47)- delete].

4.2 Provide (insert - Make available,) the Master Plan to all City boards and commissions, other
City departments, other governmental agencies, neighborhood associations, and
neighborhood master planning groups so that they [can - delete] (insert - have the
opportunity to) incorporate Master Planning concepts in making decisions that (insert - may)
affect the watersheds.
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ENVIRONMENTAL BOARD MOTION 022101-Bl
Date: February 21, 2001

Subject: Watershed Protection Department Master Plan Recommendations
Motioned By: Joyce Conner Seconded By: Phil Moncada

The Environmental Board strongly recommends adoption of the Watershed Protection
Master Plan with the inclusion of additional recommendations developed jointly by the
Watershed Protection Department Citizens Advisory Group and the Environmental
Board Master Plan subcommittee. Further, the Environmental Board urges Council to
instruct the City Manager that pursuit of the Master Plan implementation is a high
Council priority.

The Board also wishes to recognize the years of effort on the part of the WPD Master
Plan Citizens Advisory Group and to highly commend the City staff and consultants for
their ongoing hard work compiling data, evaluating project solutions and procedures, and
making recommendations. The Board and the Citizens Advisory Group held a public
hearing on the plan on February 7, 2001. The concemns voiced by citizens at this hearing
were also given consideration in developing the recommendation of the Citizens
Advisory Group to the Board.

The Watershed Protection Master Plan clearly shows that the City is in great need of this
plan to help prioritize our various needs, and that the City should aggressively pursue
funding to correct the highest priority watershed problems on a timely basis. The longer
problem areas remain uncorrected, the higher the eventual cost and the greater the
adverse impact on the natural character of the creeks.

The recommendations of the Citizens Advisory Group and the Environmental Board
subcommittee that have been endorsed by the Environmental Board follow. Because we
want the Master Plan to be a living document, we would like to emphasize the
importance of pursuing an integrated and aggressive implementation plan.

1. Implementation:
1.1. Identify an initial 5-year (of the total projected) implementation program in the
areas of capital solutions, program enhancements, and regulatory
modification.
1.2. Present a preliminary 5-year implementation timetable to the Environmental
Board. Report biannually on the status of implementation per the 5-year plan
to the Environmental Board.
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1.3.

1.4.
1.5.
L.6.

Continue to incorporate new data and modify the program of implementation
appropriately.

Continue to refine our land use projections.

Aggressively pursue retrofits for water quality.

Expand master planning efforts beyond the Phase I watersheds as soon as
possible. Begin developing and identifying priority areas considering what is
already known from existing problems and expected development.

Funding: :

2.1.  Develop short and long-range funding proposals to support solution
implementation.

2.2. Continue to evaluate the Drainage Utility fee to see if it is adequate for full
program funding.

2.3.  Actively pursue funding with multiple governmental agencies.

2.4. Characterize past and potential future watershed protection funding sources.
List funding options.

2.5.  Aggressively pursue funding to upgrade infrastructure storm sewer systems.

Advocacy:

3.1. Encourage the Environmental Board to act as an advocate to get projects

3.2

3.3

34.

funded and implemented.

Develop a plan to seek community leaders who have been educated about the

plan and funding issues who will act as advocates and educate citizenry.

Continue support for the Citizens' Advisory Group to monitor the

implementation of Phase I and the development of Phase II.

Since the Environmental Officer is, by ordinance, strongly dedicated to the

goals of protecting the environment, the Environmental Officer should have

additional duties related to the better implementation of the Master Plan:

3.4.1. Develop a plan to optimize City' departmental relationships by
cooperating to protect the environment (i.e., Public utilities,
Water/Wastewater and Tree Protection staff).

3.4.2. Continue to enforce strict compliance with preventive regulatory
Approaches.

3.4.3. Aggressively pursue the proposed regulatory modifications (Executive
Summary, pg 46 & 47).

4. Public Information:

4.1.

4.2.

Develop a community education program for all Drainage Utility customers
so' that they know they have been heard.

Provide the Master Plan Executive Summary to all appropriate City boards
and commissions, other City departments, other governmental agencies,
neighborhood associations, and neighborhood master planning groups so that
they can incorporate Master Planning concepts in making decisions that affect
the watersheds.
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Citizens Advisory Group Supporting Recommendations:

Mary Amold, Chair L.G. "Skip" Cameron Hong Guo, P.E.
Tim Jones Craig Smith Tom Shefelman, AIA
Michael Barrett, P.E. Dr. Sterling Lands Joyce Conner

Vote: 7-0-0-1

For: Alvarez, Conner, Jones, Leffingwell, Moncada, Williams
Against: None

Abstain: None

Absent: Avery

Approved By:

Lee Leffingwell, Chair
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Parks and Recreation Department Board
Minutes

March 13,2001
Regular Meeting

A regularly scheduled meeting of the Parks and Recreation Department Board was held
on Tuesday, March 13, 2001 in the Board Room of the Parks and Recreation Department
Main Office located at 200 South Lamar Blvd., Austin, Texas.

Board Members Present: Rosemary Castleberry, Mary Ruth Holder, Rocky Medrano,
Clint Small, Jeff Francell, and Carol Kim.

Board Members Absent: Rhonda Taylor and Amy Babich

Staff Members Present: Stuart Strong, Juan Valera-Lema, Don Koehler, Cappy Manly,
Kimberley Mitchell, Randy Scott and Dina Haines.

A.

MEETING CALLED TO ORDER The meeting was called to order at 6:32
p.m. by Rosemary Castleberry, Chair.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES, February 27, 200! meetings. Board
Member Francell made the motion to approve the minutes as written. Board
Member Small second the motion. The Board was in favor 6-0-0.

PRESENTATIONS

Dolores Duran, City of Austin Public Works Department spoke in regards to the
Land Use Agreement and Permanent Slope Easement Related to Phase II and
Phase III of the Loyola Lane Right of Way.

Jean Drew, City of Austin Watershed Protection Department gave a presentation
to the board regarding the Watershed Protection Master Plan. (see attachment)

CITIZEN COMMUNICATION

John Nyfeler, Architect, Aquirre/Nyfeler spoke on his request to have the Lamar
hike and bike pedestrian bridge named afier James D. Pfluger, FAIA. Mr. James
D. Pfluger, was the principal designer who worked with Lady Bird Johnson in the
original creation of Town Lake Park. Mr. Pfluger was one of the architects who
did the layout of the Town Lake hike and bike trail. Mr. Nyfeler said he has
support from various associations and provided copies of letters of support.

Tom Evans spoke to the board regarding his concern of a developer's improper
clearing of the Balcones Canyonland Preserves. The developer allegedly cut the
locks on a city-installed gate on Kollimeyer Road and entered the property with a
number of trucks, a bulldozer, a shredder and several chainsaws and cut a 700
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foot long, 25 foot wide swath of land on BCP property. Mr. Evans stated his
support for preserving the tract of land for the Golden-cheeked Warbler habitats.

Don Koehler, BCP Manager was present to answer questions. Mr. Koehler
stated that although the developer has permission to enter upon proper
circumstances, such as surveying, but not to clear property without proper pen-
nits required by Watershed Protection Department.

Pam Murfin also spoke to the board with her concerns of the clearing through
the BCP property. Ms. Murfin lives between Medway Ranch and Reicher Ranch.
She informed the board of her intent to try to locate outside conservation buyers
to purchase more land to secure for the Golden-cheek Warbler. She also
encouraged the Parks Board to seek City Council support for more funding to
purchase land.

Board Member Small left the meeting 6:58 p.m.

E. ITEMS FOR ACTION

1. Make a Recommendation to City Council regarding a Parkland Use Agreement
and Permanent Slope Easement Related to Phase 11 and Phase III of the Loyola
Lane Right of Way.

Dolores Duran, Project Manager with the Public Works Department gave a presentation
to the board. The project consist of a land use agreement to construct a 20 to 30 foot
wide slope easement along the full length of the Northeast Park southern boundary
adjacent to Loyola Lane near Hwy 183. The Loyola Lane project from Hwy 183 to
Decker Lane will improve the roadway from two lanes to four lanes, including bike
lanes, sidewalks and drainage improvements. In the Colony Park and Northeast Park, the
Public Works Department is also asking for temporary staging area permission to store
materials for the project while under construction. Board Member Holder informed the
board this item had been brought to the Land and Facilities committee meeting and
would recommend to City Council the Parkland Use Agreement, Permanent Slope
Easement and temporary staging area related to Phase II and Phase III of the Loyola Lane
Right of Way improvements. Board Member Medrano seconded the motion. The
motion passed in favor 5-0-0.

2. Make Recommendation to City Council Regarding the Watershed Protection
Department Master Plan. Phase I Report.

Jean Drew, Master Plan Program Coordinator from the Watershed Protection
Department gave a slide show presentation of the Watershed Protection Master Plan.
The

Master Plan findings can be summarized generally as watershed problems are wide
spread and are expectant to worsen if solutions are not implemented. To address these
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problems over 800 millions of capitol improvements have been identified and are needed
to construct integrated watershed protection facilities including detention ponds, channel
stabilization projects, flood, erosion and water quality controls. (Presentation Attached)

Board Member Holder stated this item was also brought to Land and Facilities
committee meeting. Ms. Holder stated that in the Board Member's packet was the
Environmental Board's Recommendation, which incorporated the citizen advisory
group's recommendations. Ms. Holder felt the Parks Board should support these
recommendations with the following addition: On page 2, in the Environmental Board
Recommendation, Item 3, 3.4.1. entitled "develop a plan to optimize City departmental
relationship by cooperation to protect the environment" (i.e. Public Ultilities,
Water/Wastewater and Tree Protection staff) the Parks and Recreation Department
should be added to the list of departments. Ms. Holder also stated she believes Board
members should be cautious about allowing the use of parklands and preserves as
locations for city flood control and water quality projects because private development
created the need for such projects and public lands should not have to bear all the burden
of the effects of private development.

Board Member Francell made the motion to recommend to City Council the
recommendations in the Environmental Board's recommendation with the addition of
Parks and Recreation Department in item 3, 3.4. 1. Board Member Medrano seconded
the motion. The motion passed in favor 5-0-0.

3 Make Recommendation to City Council Regarding a Parkland Use for an ICG
Communication Line to cross parkland near Drake Bridge.

Stuart Strong stated the ICG Communications Company requested a license agreement
to place an underground telecommunication line on parkland near the intersection of
Cesar Chavez and the South First Street bridge. Telecommunications are permitted to
place lines in rights of way without local approval.

The hike and bike trail would remain open and that the work will be completed within
two evenings.

Board Member Holder made motion to recommend to City Council a Parkland Use
Agreement for ICG Communication Line to cross parkland near Drake Bridge. Board
Member Kim seconded the motion. The motion passed in favor 5-0-0,

4. Make Recommendation to the Director Regarding the Dino Pit Exhibit at the
Austin Nature and Science Center.
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CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
May 1, 2001 [ANNOTATED]
One Texas Center
505 Barton Springs Road
3rd Floor Conference Room

CALL TO ORDER - 6:00 P.M.
START. 6.00 P.M. ADJOURN. 11:25 PM

A Jim Robertson Ben Heimsath
Dr. Sterling Lands A _Lydia Ortiz Vice-Chair
Robin Cravey Assist. Secretary Betty Baker Parliamentarian
Silver Garza Chair Ray Vrudhula

Jean Mather Secretary

ORDER OF PROCEDURE
1. Chair announces request.
2. Staff presents a summary of the case.
3. Chair calls on those FAVORING the request.
a. Applicant's presentation (5 minutes).
b. Others favoring the request (3 minutes).

4. Chair calls on those OPPOSING the request.
a. Primary presentation (5 minutes).
b. Others opposing the request (3 minutes).

5. Applicant is given opportunity to answer objections stated. (3 minutes)

6. Staff summation and questions from the Commission.

7. The public hearing on a zoning case may be closed and no further testimony is taken
from the public.

8. If the public hearing is closed, the Commission shall make a recommendation to the City

Council within 14 days or the case will be forwarded to the City Council without a
recommendation. (Section 25-2-282)

All of the following items may be acted upon by one motion. The Commission does not
consider items earlier than the time stated on the agenda; "Other Business" items can be taken
at any time. After the posted time, the Commission Chairperson may announce the item and,
if there is no opposition, the item may be taken "by consent" for approval without discussion.

CITIZENS WISHING TO SPEAK BEFORE THE COMMISSION MUST REGISTER
BY SIGNING A LISTA T THE ENTRANCE.

Any interested party aggrieved by a decision of the Planning Commission on a Hill Country
Site Plan Conditional Use Permit, Replacement Site Plan, or a Preliminary Subdivision Plan
with an environmental variance may only appeal the Commission’s decision to the City
Council. The notice of appeal must be submitted in writing on a form provided by the
Director of Watershed Protection and Development Review Department within fourteen (14)
days following the decision of the Planning Commission.

POSTED: April 27, 2001 @: 4:00 P.M. FACILITATOR: David Wahlgren
PLANNING COMMISSION May 1, 2001 6:00P.M.
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A. REGULAR AGENDA

EXECUTIVE SESSION (No public discussion)

The Planning Commission will announce it will go into Executive Session, if necessary,
pursuant to Chapter 551 of the Texas Government Code, to receive advice from Legal
Counsel on matters specifically listed on this agenda. The Planning Commission may
also announce it will go into Executive Session, if necessary, to receive advice from
Legal Counsel regarding any other item on this agenda.

Private Consultation with Attorney - Section 551.071

CITIZEN COMMUNICATION:

1. The first four (4) speakers signed up to speak will each be allowed a three-minute
allotment to address their concerns.

SUSANA ALMANZA - OZONE DAYS
RAMON MALDONADO - SPANISH TRANSLATION FOR P. C MEETINGS

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
2. Approve Planning Commission minutes from April 17, 2001.

APPROVED BY CONSENT
[R.V,R.C 2] (7-0) L.O, J.R - ABSENT

DISCUSSION AND ACTION

3. Discussion and action regarding the Watershed Protection Master Plan. City
Staff. Jean Drew, Watershed Protection and Development Review
Department, 499-2272.

MOTION MADE TO ENDORSE THE WATERSHED MASTER PLAN TO
THE COUNCIL, THAT IT BE ADOPTED AND CONSIDERED A
STARTING POINT FOR MORE AGGRESSIVE EFFORT IN PROTECTING
AND MANAGING THE CITY’'S WATERSHEDS. ALSO TO ENDORSE
AND INCLUDE ENVIRONMENTAL BOARD’S RECOMMENDATION
DATED FEBRUARY 21, 2001.

[R.,J.M 2] (7-0) L.0, J.R - ABSENT
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