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April 21, 2014

Chad Crager, Acting Bicycle and Urban Trails Program Manager
City of Austin, Public Works Department

505 Barton Springs Road

Austin, Texas 78704

Re: Draft - City of Austin Urban Trails Master Plan
Dear Mr. Crager:

Halff Associates Inc. is pleased to submit this draft report for the Austin
Urban Trails Master Plan. This report strives tey,capture the many
observations and findings developed asgoart of the planning process,
and to match those to the desires and’expéectations of the citizens of
Austin. The plan’s recommendattions seek'to improve the condition

of walking and bicycling in Austingoysereating a citywide system of
interconnected off-street urbantrails that complements and contributes
to the active transportation network.

As in any comprehensive analysis, this document contains many
recommendatigns that,are prioritized over time. Many of the plan’s
actions are immediate/in nature and can be developed as funding
becomes availablepwhile others can be developed in conjunction with
ongoing dewelopment. The plan encourages collaboration among
departmentsand agencies across the City to leverage funding and
implementation opportunities. Finally, there are also long-term actions
that may not be funded for some time, but that are included to ensure
thabthey remain present in the City’s planning for the future and are
considered as new funding sources become available.

} Ultimately, this plan stresses that citizens of Austin desire to create a
sustainable city by planning for active transportation and providing
ample recreation opportunities. As an important component of a
community’s infrastructure, Urban Trails can transform Austin and
reinforce the City’s position as one of the best places to live in the
nation. We greatly appreciate the opportunity to have worked with
you, your staff, and the citizens of Austin.

Sincerely,
Halff Associates Inc.

Jim Carrillo, FAICP, ASLA
Vice President, Director of Planning
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

THE PURPOSE OF THIS MASTER PLAN

A comprehensive Urban Trails plan is needed to create a
accessible process for Urban Trail development. Whether a
project is initiated by the City, a non-profit, a private de
neighborhood association, a comprehensive, Urb i aster Plan
will provide an easy-to-understand guidebook, ensure consistent quality
and establish a calculated, cohesive networ

This long range plan envisions a system of Ur xils that connects

all of Austin by allowing residents to e end of the City to the
other in a safe and healthy way. Thé Urban Trails network is intended to
work in conjunction with the on-str edestrian and bicycle networks,
giving residents the opportuni ive transportation to travel
greater distances across all in and creating a true “8 to 80”
network, where an 8 year old child can walk or ride with an 80 year old.
The Urban Trails netwo Iso intended to provide access to scenic

recreation corridors @ lhout the built environment of the City. The
master plan:

¢ Discusses @ policies and plans that led to and impact this

idelines for Urban Trail design standards;

hich of the existing trails in Austin should be designated
s Urban Trails; and

¢ Incerporates recommendations for future expansion of the Urban
Trails network throughout the City.

Urban Trails Master Plan directly supports all eight of the priority
programs as identified in Imagine Austin, the City’s Comprehensive Plan.
The eight priority programs described in Imagine Austin are intended
to provide structure and direction for the actions recommended in
Imagine Austin, and this plan and its related policies directly follow
the vision and guidelines set forth in the comprehensive plan. As an
amendment to the Imagine Austin Plan, this plan also serves as a
regulatory plan within City of Austin jurisdiction.

This plan is infended to be flexible and remain a viable tool as Austin
continues to grow and change. The plan will continue to serve for many
years, but should be periodically updated to reflect changing conditions
within the City, the neighboring communities and the greater Central
Texas area as a whole.

City of Austin e Urban Trails Master Plan



WHAT Is AN URBAN TRAIL?

The definition of an Urban Trail that was developed through this
planning process follows the guidance and recommendations from
Imagine Austin, and was confirmed by the Citizen Advisory Group
(CAG) and the Technical Advisory Group (TAG). For the City of Austin,
the Urban Trail network is defined as:

“A citywide network of non-motorized, multi-use pathways
that are used by bicyclists, walkers and runners for both
transportation and recreation purposes.”

Desired characteristics of an urban trail are shown in the illustrationfon
this page.

City of Austin « Urban Trails Master Plan




Between 2000 and 2010
the number of bicycle
commuters grew 40%
nationwide, according to
the U.S. Census.

URBAN TRAIL GOALS AND OBJECTIVES FOR AUSTIN

Goals and objectives for a plan such as this create the foundation for
future decisions and development. Goals are an important part of
the planning process in that they provide the underlying philosophical
framework for decisions and also guide decision makets,on‘issues. The
goals expressed in this master plan reflect the desires of théacitizens,
elected and appointed officials, and the staff of the @ity ‘©f Austin,
and build upon the vision established by the City’s Comprehensive
Plan. They are expressed as follows:

Texas Roller Girls on the Lance Armstrong Bikeway
near Lamar Boulevard.

¢ Goal #1: Provide easy access to Urban Trails for both
transportation and recreation users from all parts of the City.

¢ Goal #2: Link all Urban Trails to the on-street bicycle and sidewalk
network around them.

¢+ Goal #3: Ensure that all Urban Trails are adequately sized to
accommodate both recreation and transportation uses.

¢ Goal #4: Incorporate trail amenities and features that transform
them from a paved surface into unique greenways that reflect
the City around them.

City of Austin ° Urban Trails Master Plan



¢+ Goal #5: Provide adequate funding and resources to maintain
and operate Urban Trails in Austin.

¢ Goal #6: Ensure that all Urban Trails are context-sensitive and
environmentally sustainable as well as preserve and improve
upon wildlife habitat.

PusLIC ENGAGEMENT

A detailed public input process was utilized to inform and engage the
citizens about the Austin Urban Trails Master Plan and Bicycle Master
Plan update. Since both plans work together to create the overall
Active Transportation Network, the public input process for both was
combined and occurred simultaneously. The wide variety of methods
employed to gain public input included:

¢ A statistically valid citywide telephone survey (600 responses)
¢+ A citywide online survey (2,400 responses),
¢ Trail intercept survey (conducted at 7 locatiéns),

¢ Input from both a Citizens Advisory Growps(CAG) and a Technical
Advisory Group (TAG),

¢ Public meetings (6 meetings), and

¢ Online open house (conducted over two months)

We learned valuable information regarding attitudes towards
riding a bicycle and interest imusing Urban Trails:

¢ 41% of adults and 75%ef kids ride bicycles in Austin.

¢ The majority.of pea@ple in Austin want to ride more than they
currently do.

¢+ The majority,of residents and current bicyclists are not as
comfortable in a traditional bicycle lane but would feel very
comfortable riding on a separated path.

¢ Residents of Austin are much more willing to ride a bicycle if there
is some sort of separation between themselves and on-street
traffic.

¢ The most important actions and improvements for Urban Trails are:
o Improve access to frails from nearby neighborhoods or

businesses, Open House participants give
= Improve smoothness of frail, feedback on bicycle and urban
= Widen frail surface, trail recommendations
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AusTIN URBAN TRAILS

&
&

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental
evaluations and area connections will be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and
adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are
environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal level of service is provided, there is
a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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= Create separate areas for walkers and bicycle riders,

= Add lighting as appropriate,

= Provide more shade,

= Provide more drinking fountains, and

= Trim landscaping and obstructions to improve sight lines.

ExisTING AND RECOMMENDED URBAN TRAILS

The City currently has about 300 miles of trails of all types, and
approximately 30 miles of these existing trails can be defined as Urban
Trails because they serve both a transportation and recreational
purpose. The Austin Urban Trails map on the previous page shows
existing and recommended Urban Trails.

Austin has many opportunities to create a citywide network ofiUrban
Trails, and over the next two to three decades, it is anticipefed that
many of these opportunities can be realized. However, ¢he City's
efforts should be focused on those corridors that provide the most
significant, beneficial impact and that truly contribete to a cwltural and
habitual shift in how Austinites and visitors movedhroughout our city.

This plan identifies approximately 47 miles of Tiery, orkigh priority, Urban
Trails (42 miles within the city limits). These trails are those that provide
a strong potential for both transportation and.rec€reational use, serve
significant surrounding populations, éahafice connections to the on-
street bicycle and sidewalk network, and are sensitive to the existing
environment along the corridois that are used. The ultimate goal of
this plan is to design and caristruet the majority of the Tier | Urban Trails
within approximately ten 10 fifteen years. Additional frail segments
identified in the plan are ‘¢onsidered Tier Il Urban Trails, and may be
undertaken in partnership with other agencies, non-profit entities,
private development; or.with re-development efforts.

Tier Il Urban Tr@lls afe.those that have been identified either during
the planning,pracess for this plan or during previous trail planning
processes. The City of Austin will seek development, planning or land
use changes which may trigger an assessment of the feasibility of Tier
Il Urban Trails¢Tier Il Urban Trails as pictured on the map are strictly
conceptual and neither these trails nor the specific locations of the
trails are approved when the UTMP is approved. These trails are shown
in the map to illustrate a desired connectivity from point A to point

B, not necessarily the particular route shown on the map. To further
differentiate the Tier | and Tier Il Urban Trails, a Tier Il Urban Trail map is
included in Appendix E.
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Goal: Improve the urban
environment by fostering
additional beneficial
uses of waterways and
drainage facilities.

Objective: Maximize the
use of waterways and
drainage facilities for
public recreation; and,
Maximize areas for public
use within floodplains.

- Watershed Protection
Department Master Plan
Goals and Objectives

PoLicy CONSIDERATIONS

From the federal to local level, policies affect the integrity and
mechanisms of the Urban Trails Master Plan. There are many new and
developing planning initiatives in Austin, including CodeNEXT, the
Sidewalk Master Plan, the Complete Streets Policy and the Wayfinding
Project, which merit recognition and coordination of goalstand
operations. The Urban Trails Master Plan implements ahd ihcorporates
recent policy changes that may impact the design, placement and
funding opportunities for Urban Trails in Austin.

Policy and plans for consideration include:
¢ MAP-21

¢ FHWA Memorandum supporting®NAGTO and AASHTO bicycle
design guidelines

¢+ CAMPO 2035

¢+ Imagine Austin

¢+ Capital Imprevement Plan

¢+ Watershed Protegtion Ordinance
¢ Land Deyelopment Code

¢ sHeritageyree Ordinance

¢+ Pretected Tree Ordinance

¢ Austin Urban Forest Plan

¢ Technical Criteria Manuals - Environmental Criteria Manual,
Drainage Criteria Manual, Transportation Criteria Manual

¢ Other adopted plans - Bicycle Plan, Sidewalk Master Plan, Parks
and Recreation Long Range Facilities Plan for Land, Facilities and
Programs, Downtown Austin Wayfinding Plan, Urban Forest Plan

Watershed Protection Ordinance

The new Watershed Protection Ordinance (WPQO) was passed in
October 2013 and provides important guidance for the Urban Trails
Master Plan. The intent of the new ordinance is to protect area
watersheds through clear policy and guidance. One of the Watershed
Protection Department’s goals is to improve the urban environment by
maximizing use of waterways, drainage facilities and floodplain areas
for public recreation. The Urban Trails Master Plan helps the Watershed
Protection Ordinance achieve its goals by creating green infrastructure
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and reducing transportation pollution through the enhancement of
non-motorized fransportation.

PARTNERSHIPS WITH OTHER DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES
Interdepartmental and interagency collaborations are a critical
component of developing a regional network of Urban Trails, and
achieving the goals and objectives of this plan. Moreover, many
federal-aid funding opportunities require cooperation among local
and regional entities in developing and implementing goals. By
partnering with other agencies and organizations, funding resources
can be utilized more efficiently. Various City of Austin departments,
including Parks and Recreation, Watershed Protection, the Austin
Water Utility, Planning Development and Review, Transportation, and
Public Works, may all have an interest in Urban Trails from different
perspectives and different funding opportunities. Private @r nonprefit
groups like The Trails Foundation or the Hill Country Conservaneysalso
promote Urban Trails through different means. Collective efforts can
make the legal, financial and political process of imfigroving and
expanding Austin’s Urban Trail system more efficgient.

Some recommendations in this plan will require partierships and
collaboration with other City departments, municipalities, agencies,
and organizations across the region. #he Publie®Works Department
should coordinate with other City of Austin departments, agencies,
and organizations where necess@ry to implement the Urban Trails
Master Plan by identifying and‘pursuing funding partnerships and
support from other departmaents, dgencies, and organizations.

UrBAN TRAIL MAINTENANGE

Effective trail maintenaunce is critical to the overall success and safety
of Urban Trailsdn Austin.\Maintenance activities typically include
pavement stabilizatioR, landscape maintenance, facility upkeep, sign
replacement;ymowing and litter removal. A successful maintenance
programyequires continuity. Routine maintenance on a year-round
basis will net oAly improve trail safety, but will also prolong the life of
the trail. This plan includes operation recommendations for providing
effective and appropriate trail maintenance.

The Parks and Recreation Department (PARD) retains the approval
authority on all trails within parkland. PARD and the Public Works
Department (PWD) have created written agreements regarding
operation and maintenance responsibilities for trails to clarify duties
and ensure adequate trail maintenance.
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Upon adoption of the Urban Trails Master Plan staff will found

an Interdepartmental Agreement (IDA) between the Parks and
Recreation Department, Watershed Protection Department,

Health and Human Services Department and other internal City
departments as needed to create an over arching agreement
regarding maintenance of Urban Trails. This IDA will address [evels of
responsibility and will define expectations, contactsand jurisdictions
for maintenance.

ConsTRUCTING FuTURE URBAN TRAILS

This master plan identifies key Urban Trdilssandi.connections, as well

as prioritizes these corridors based oft the critéria developed through
the planning process. Once an UfanfTrail,corridor is selected for
implementation, it then goes thréughia séparate process of identifying
the exact trail alignment. Pr ow&ier [l Urban Trails as pictured on
the mayp are strictly conceptualand neither these trails nor the specific
locations of the trails a proved when the UTMP is approved. These
trails are shown in themap to illustrate a desired connectivity from
point A to point B, no cessarily the particular route shown on the
map. Implemerﬁﬁ)n of,an Urban Trail is based on:

¢ Funding
+ Environmental Constraints

¢/ Stakeholder/resident input

PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING REPORT (PER)

Ompce a funding source for Urban Trail development is identified,

& Preliminary Engineering Report (PER) process is started. This PER
process evaluates all the environmental constraints of the corridor
including: topography, drainage, various soil types, tree canopy,
wildlife habitat, floodplain, surrounding land uses, location of utilities,
cultural assessments, critical environmental features, endangered
species, property ownership, as well as several other elements. The
entire length of the corridor will be reviewed by the Watershed
Protection Department, the Parks and Recreation Department
(including the Forestry Division), and the Planning and Development
Review (PDR) Department to ensure that all current plans, policies,
and standards are considered before the design process begins. A
certified, independent wildlife biologist or ecologist will be part of the
PER team for the purposes of ensuring that each alternative route
accommodates the needs of local wildlife. Upon initiation of the PER
process, the public, residents and area stakeholders will be engaged
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at a public open house to get feedback about the corridor, voice any
concerns, identify specific goals/ outcomes of the project, and help
identify potential access points. Once the PER process is complete,

a secondary open house will be held to present the PER. Additional
public meetings may be held as necessary. It is at this phase that a
no- build option may also be appropriate and will be decided upon
through a discussion with stakeholders, staff, and local representatives.
The preferred alignment for the trail will then developed based on the
identified constraints, opportunities, and public input.

DEesiGN

The trail then goes into the process of design. This design process is
iterative and interactive. It engages multiple city departments‘and
may include adjacent jurisdictions if necessary, such as thé Texas

Depor’rmen’r of Tronspor’rohon (TxDOT) B-u#m-g—t-heel-eslgﬁ-pﬁeeese-

mefemiﬁeﬂﬁa{-reﬁ- De5|gn of Urban Trculs (UTs) W|II pe rewewed cmd
approved by the Planning and Development Review, Watershed
Protection, Public Works, Parks and Recpeation and other departments
as necessary. The UTMP recognizes thé negd%eorovide superior
protection of our water resources. Tothat end, if an Urban Trail must
enter the inner half of a Critical Water Quality Zone, all appropriate
City of Austin Boards and Conamissions will be briefed prior to finalizing
the design of such a trail. Trgils within the Erosion Hazard Zone require
inclusion of protective warks. Removal of Heritage Trees and protected
trees require approval by thé Planning and Development Review and
Land Use Commission. n-eompletion of 30% design, Urban Trail
projects will brieme onmental Board and any other appropriate
boards and com siow. Subsequent briefings will be provided

as requested.&%n Trail design that cannot meet minimum
standard ies as provided by the City of Austin Code and
those Urban Trail Projects seeking an administrative variance will brief
the Envir ental Board and any other appropriate board and/or
commission prior to finalizing design.

CONSTRUCTION

After design is complete, construction documents are developed.
The documents are then used in a bidding process to select a viable
contractor for the construction of the trail. During construction, care
will be taken to protect adjacent heritage and protected trees.

The Urban Trails Program recognizes the importance trees play in

City of Austin e Urban Trails Master Plan



providing shade and comfort to Urban Trail users. Existing heritage
and protected trees within 10’ of the frail edge will be watered during
construction.

The timeframe for this plan is formulated to address 2014 threugh the
year 2030. Periodic review is recommended to provide i
for citizen feedback and to adjust for any major ev
that may significantly alter the recommendatio n. The
current state of practice recommends an upd the plan five
years after approval by city council.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION TO URBAN TRAILS

The purpose of the Urban Trails Master Plan is to provide a vision and
guidance for Urban Trail development in Austin. While there are over

trail. Urban Trails are defined as:

A citywide network of non-motori
pathways that are used by bicyclis
runners, skateboarders and ot

for both transportation and recrea purposes.

maintained in different ways
a trail by trail basis involving a v
governmental entities.

ariety of governmental and non-

Austin is known for n things, from live music to tech start-ups to
breakfast tacosfAba people move to Austin every day to take
advantage of ¢ ng employment opportunities and unique

including ent 2014 survey ranking Austin as the second best city
in thegnatio r Millennials (Niche Ink). However, another list Austin has

013. With this past year’s 6.6% increase in population our roadways
only getting more congested. Studies since the 1970s have shown
at widening roads does not mitigate congestion but rather induces
more fraffic. Austin needs to enhance alternative ways of moving
around the city to make travel more efficient for current residents and
those to come.

Another reason to enhance bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure

in Austin is environmental integrity. Transportation accounts for 28%

of total U.S. greenhouse gas emissions, according to the United
States Environmental Protection Agency’s 2012 findings. Passenger
cars represent 43% of these transportation emissions'. The Sierra Club
released an analysis in 2014 which shows that if American drivers were

1. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 2013. Fast Facts: US Transportation
Sector Greenhouse Gas Emissions. http://www.epa.gov/otag/climate/
documents/420f13033a.pdf
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to make just one four-mile round trip each week by foot or bicycle
instead of car, they would save about 2 billion gallons of gas or 18
million metric tons of carbon. Traveling by foot or by bicycle can
have a significant impact on the environment, reducing greenhouse
gas emissions like carbon dioxide and the myriad of other pollutants
produced during the production and life of motor vehicles.

Reducing transportation pollution is good for the health of the
environment and people. Today, motor vehicles are responsible for
about 50% of smog-forming volatile organic compounds (VOCs),

whether for transportation or recreation, will improve air quali
decrease the main air pollutants that can affect asthma.

According to the 2014
national survey by The
Rockefeller Foundation

and Transportation for
America, the Millennial
generation wants to

drive less. Comprising of
Americans 18-34 years old
and representing the largest
generation in history, 54% of
Millennials would consider
moving to a city where they
would not have to rely on a
car for transportation.

recommended amounts of exercise. Exercise can
reduce the risk of heart disease and some canc

d even provides
rtation is
one of the most efficient and secure ways r heart rate up
every day.

Many different City entities have enwvisio an Trails as an essential
part of Austin’s transportation and recréation infrastructure. In 2008,
the Austin City Council passed Resolution®No. 20080424-064 calling

for the creation of a trails m lan to provide clear guidance to
enhance bicycle and pedéstrian infrastructure and connectivity. The
ordinance called for intefdepartmental coordination including the
Public Works Department Parks and Recreation Department. The
following year, the P s Department released the 2009 Bicycle
Master Plan whichyre mended 300 miles of “multi-use paths.” In
2010, the Park d Recreation Department’s “Long Range Plan for
Land, Facilitie ograms” was adopted, identifying a variety of
trails an panying standards, including a 12 foot wide Urban

Ofa
Multi-us ;@ﬁ ilar to the 2009 Bicycle Plan, the Long Range Plan
provided aymap illustrating a vision of an Urban Trails network.
In 2012, the City adopted the Imagine Austin comprehensive plan.
This plan also identified existing trails and key corridors as Urban

Trails. Imagine Austin describes Urban Trails as serving recreational
and transportation functions, as well as expanding the city’s green

2. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 2012. The Plain English Guide to the
Clean Air Act. http://www.epa.gov/airquality/peg_caa/index.html
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#1 Investin a
compact and
connected Austin

#2 Sustainably
manage our water
resources

#3 Continue to grow
Austin’s economy by
investing in our workforce,
education systemes,
entrepreneurs, and local
businesses

#4 Use green
infrastructure to protect
environmentally sensitive
areas and integrate nature
into the City

Eight priority programs
from Imagine Austin

Program

Compact and

Connected

Sustainably manag

water resourcesn,,

Grow Austin’s w

GreenWe
Wreative
eco y

Household affordability

Healthy program

Development regulations
and processes

#5 Grow and invest
in Austin’s creative
economy

#6 Develop and
maintain household
affordability throughout
Austin

#7 Create a healthy
Austin program

infrastructure network. There are eight priority
programs described in Imagine Austin which are
intended to provide structure and direction for
implementation of Austin’s comprehensive plan.
The Urban Trails Master Plan supports all.of the
priority programs in Imagine Austin (see Table
1.1). Trail design criteria, prioritization‘ef trails, and
the implementation process follow the)vision and
guidelines set forth in the c@mprehensive plan.
The 2013 Urban Forest Plan,and new Watershed

Protection Ordinance also identify Urban Trails as
important elements,of green infrastructure. The
g " . Watershed Protection Ordinance encourages
ana process to promote a :
e g e development pf Urban_ Trails where other
city development is‘prohibited, along waterways and
drainageffacilities.

#8 Revise Austin’s
development regulations

These six préwious Austin initiatives serve as the
impetus for the UrbangTrails Master Plan. This plan seeks to develop a
cohesive document te bettilized by the Public Works Department for
the design, constfu€tionymaintenance and policy actions needed to

Table 1.1 Relati@i Mn Trails Master Plan to Imagine Austin
Imagine Austin Priority

AﬂOWMTMP Supports the Program
1N

¥ The primary intention of the Urban Trails Master Plan is to provide off-
/ . street routes and link to other transportation networks and destinations.

Some Urban Trails utilize greenbelts and all will adhere to the Watershed
Protection Ordinance.

Urban Trails will help grow Austin’s economy by providing access to
businesses via affordable, active transportation options.

Urban Trails embody green infrastructure by providing opportunities for
low impact development, stormwater management infrastructure, and
the reuse of reclaimed materials in construction.

Austin’s creative economy needs affordable, progressive and engaging
forms of moving around the city. Trails provide a unique opportunity to
commune with nature and seek respite from urban life.

Transportation costs are a household’s second largest expense after
housing costs. Reducing reliance on automobiles saves money on
vehicular ownership and maintenance.

Urban Trails provide the opportunity for people to exercise for fun or
transportation.

This plan recommends policy and operational actions for
implementation
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create a successful Urban Trail network for the City of Austin. The Urban Trails
Master Plan envisions a system of Urban Trails that connects all of Austin by
allowing residents to travel from one end of the city to the other in a safe
and healthy way. This plan is infended to be flexible and remain a viable tool
as Austin continues to grow and change.

WHAT Is AN UrRBAN TRAIL?
Imagine Austin defined an Urban Trail as a: /

TRANSPORTATION CORRIDOR THROUGH A _BUILT
ENVIRONMENT TO PROVIDE MOBILITY FOR ACTIVE
TRANSPORTATION AND CREATE GREENWAYS THRQUGH

DEVELOPED AREAS AND PROVIDE EXPANDED TRAVEEL €HOICES.®

MULTI—USE PUBLIC PATH THAT CREATES AN ACTIVE

Using this definition as a starting point, best practices werettesearched from
cities around the nation to refine what is meant bys@n Urban rail in the City
of Austin.

Typically, cities will include a trail plan as ag£ompenent of their park plan.
The majority of those plans tend to have a recreational focus. Currently,
very few cities have developed an Urban Trailssplan with the intention and
design of the facilities for both recreationand

transportation purposes.

The definition of an Urban Trail thai,was
developed through this planning process
follows the guidance ande€ommendations
from Imagine Austin,@ad wads confirmed by
the Citizen Advisory Group (€AG) and the
Technical AdviséryiGroup (TAG). For the City
of Austin, theUrbafulrall network is defined as
a citywidenaetwork of non-motorized, multi-use
pathways thatare'used by bicyclists, walkers
and runners for transportation or recreation
purposes.

The Audubon Park Trail in New Orleans can comfortably
accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists side by side.

3. City of Austin. 2012. Imagine Austin Comprehensive Plan: A-27.
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Photo source: Austin Energy

Potential Urban Trail users

may include dog walkers, roller
bladers, joggers, commuters and
recreational bicyclists.

Colorado Springs, Used for recreation and off-street transportation

CO for non-motorized users. The easement/corridor
width standard is 50 feet. Trail is 12
and a hard surface with a two
shoulder.

Flagstaff, AZ Non-motorized, shared-us ays used by
bicyclists, walkers, hike

n. Generally
; carvbe concrete,
ggregate surface.

San Francisco, CA i areas, most often parks.

Seattle, WA ed the “Urban Trails and Bikeways System”

Portland, O ional trails include off-street paved and

natural surface trails, and on-street trails. Policy
to maintain separate and protected facilities for
each mode (bicyclist, pedestrian, other non-
motorized user) whenever feasible.

merican Trails

Can be used for bicycling, walking, running,

environment.

anization in-line skating, stroller or wheelchair use. An
Q active transportation corridor through the built

CHARACTERISTICS OF URBAN TRAILS

The Urban Trails in Austin will appeal to everyone. Whether young
or old, commuting or wanting no more than a few minutes out in
a beautiful area, everyone can find something to do on an Urban
Trall. This section lays the foundation for Urban Trail characteristics.
Urban Trails in Austin will:

+ Serve both transportation and recreation users,

¢ Provide multiple connections to key destinations around the
City,
¢+ Accommodate a variety of bicycle and pedestrian users,

¢ Have an aesthetic appeal and provide easy access to the
natural environment, and
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¢ Be perceived as safe.

In order for a trail corridor in Austin to be considered an Urban Trall, it

must have:

¢ The potential to connect significant destinations,

¢ The potential for multiple access points from neighborhoods and

areas around it,

¢ The capability of being wide enough to accommodate two-way

pedestrian and bicycle use,

¢+ Allweather pavement surface,

¢+ Alocation which is generally outside or on the fringes of

significant natural areas, and

¢ Connections to the on-street bicycle and sidewalk network.

BeNEFITS OF URBAN TRAILS

For many decades, frails have been one of the,mast popular assets
that a community can offer. A well planned andiinterconnected trails
system can serve as an alternative mode of transportation as well as
recreation. With the high price of gasfworsening traffic congestion
and a growing desire to decrease ouriearbon footprints, Urban Trails
present a solution for residents te’'commuite to work or school as well as
places to shop, restaurants, anidyother entertainment venues.

Because of the favorable'weather in Austin the
majority of the year, trails ar€ often the most frequently
requested amenity whén,surveying the community.
Amongst the many bénéfits, Urban Trails:

¢ Provide €conomicbenefits to the City: the cost
of constructing roadways is 50 times greater than
thefcost of constructing cycle tracks, and 12 times
greater than the cost of constructing Urban Trails*,

¢ Help everyone save money: the cost of owning a
vehicle is nearly 73 times greater than the cost of

Reducing household transportation
costs helps achieve the goals

of Imagine Austin’s Household
Affordability Priority Program:

According to the Bureau of
Transportation, the average annual
maintenance cost of a bicycle is
$308, versus $8,220 for the average
car. A new study by the League

of American Bicyclists shows that
bicyclists in the U.S. save $4.6 bilion a
year by not driving.

4. As determined by the City of Austin Public Works Department for recent
construction costs per mile for four-lane roadways, cycle tracks and trails.
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owning a bicycle®,

¢ Support a healthy lifestyle by giving people the opportunity to
be physically active, which in turn can reduce their risk of heart
disease, obesity, depression, diabetes and other health problems,

¢ Help reduce fraffic congestion by having fewer vehicles on the
road,

¢+ Help reduce pollution,

¢ Increase safety by providing protected pedestrian and bicycle
infrastructure,

¢ Enhance accessibility and maobility by providing more
transportation options

¢ Increase urban accessibility for people of all ages, from 8 to 80,

¢ Provide opportunities for sagial interaction and community
engagement,

¢ Increase access te hature,

¢+ Help stimulate economic growth by attracting businesses and
residential ' development, and

¢ Encourage bicycle ridership and walking.

W10 WiLL IMPLEMENT THIS PLAN?

Ihe implementation of the Urban Trails Master Plan will be lead by the
City of Austin Public Works Department. However, everyone in Austin
Ras a vested interest in developing the citywide network of Urban
Trails. Other key implementers could include:

+ All area governmental entities, including the City of Austin, Travis
County, other surrounding cities and counties, Austin ISD, and
other entities such as CapMetro and TxDOT.

¢ Other departments within the City of Austin, including Watershed
Protection, Transportation, Planning, and Parks & Recreation.

5. The American Automobile Association estimates that the average
American spends an estimated $8,776 per year to own and operate a car,
while bicyclists typically spend less than $120 per year, as estimated by the
League of American Bicyclists.
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¢+ Property owners, developers, commercial entities, and others in
the business community in Austin by constructing or offering trail
connections.

¢ Community homeowner associations (HOAs) and other
collective groups of neighborhoods who construct trails and trail
connections.

¢ Adjacent residents of the surrounding counties and cities to help
encourage connections to other adjacent systems.

HRATA6T
155555&%5.
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CHAPTER 2

GoAaLs & OBJECTIVES

Photo source: Jennifer M. Ramos

The system of Urban Trails and connections recommended in this plan
will enhance transportation and recreation opportunities, as well as to
influence the overall appearance of the City.

This plan is both visionary and practical. The vision omponent
foresees a network of Urban Trail corridors that c the on-
street bicycling and sidewalk network by seamless|
easily go anywhere in Austin by riding a bic o ng. The practical
side envisions connections to all neighborhoeds¥ia readily accessible,
safe and attractive Urban Trail facilities

The following guiding principles w
process, using public feedbac
City staff. The goals serve to g
this document. These goals a
in previous planning efforts such

eloped through the planning
AG input, and meetings with
e the'fecommendations proposed in
vild*Upon visions and goals established
Imagine Austin.

GUIDING PRINCp OR URBAN TRAILS
¢ Create a Cit de Network - The ultimate goal is to create an
infercopne etwork that allows someone to travel across all
of Austin. g unconnected sections should be united into an
over tem of Urban Trails. Urban Trails are intended be used
r bothransportation and recreation. The City should create
cilities that allow for commuting and short trips to retail and civic
tinations.

Promote Safety - Urban Trails should provide a smooth, usable,
visible corridor that feels safe.

¢ Access & Connectivity - Access to the Urban Trail system must
be maximized as much as feasible. This may range from simple
sidewalk connections to complete trailheads with parking and
comfort facilities such as shade shelters and restrooms. The City
can encourage use of the system by creating easy access to
Urban Trails, and creating an Urban Trails map for distribution. Urban
Trail corridors and alignments should be designed to enhance
linkages between parks, neighborhoods, schools, civic facilities,
and community destinations, as well as complement the on-street
bicycle and sidewalk network.

¢ Urban Trails should enhance Austin - Urban Trails should enhance
the physical appearance of the City, whether through new
facilities, improved landscaping, added green infrastructure, or
tree and vegetation plantings.
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¢ Character and Context - Urban Trails should take into
consideration the environmental and historical character of the
City of Austin. They should relate to and harmonize with their
surroundings.

¢ Environmental Preservation - Preservation of trees, vegetation,
and wildlife is vital to the citizens of Austin and will be considered
with the development of every Urban Trail.

¢ Create partnerships - The citywide Urban Trails system should
encourage the creation of public and private partnerships
support the implementation of the recommendations in this plan.

UrBAN TRAIL GOALS AND OBJECTIVES FOR AUSTIN

Goals and objectives for a plan such as this create the ion for
guiding future decisions and development. They are intended to build
upon the vision established by the City's Compre ive Plan. Goals
are an important part of the planning process i provide
the underlying philosophical framework for deeisi and also guide

reflect the desires of the citizens, elected and appointed officials, and
the staff of the City of Austin.

¢ Objective 1.1 -Int
to Mopac Expre

ral area of the City, defined as RM 2222
o point is farther than a 5 minute bicycle
om an Urban Trail (approximately a 1/2

mile radius
¢+ Objecti other parts of the City, from Oltorf Street to
Pleasa ey Road, no resident is farther than an 8 minute

¢+ Objective 1.3 - To maximize the recreation and quality of life
that Urban Trails provide, design Urban Trails to infegrate green
infrastructure and nature into the City.

Goal #2 Link all Urban Trails to the on-street bicycle and sidewalk
network around them.

¢+ Objective 2.1 - As feasible, work with stakeholders to identify and
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Goals describe the
desired outcome

for a plan. They are
different from a vision
in that they speak
directly about a
component of the
overall system.

Objectives are
identified statements
or policies that work
toward the goal. They
are more specific
than a goal, and
address particular
issues related to the
elements to achieve
the desired goal.

P o

build appropriate gateways or access points to the Urban Trail
network.

¢+ Objective 2.2 - Ensure that any user can safely ride or walk to the
Urban Trail nearest to them.

¢+ Objective 2.3 - Ensure that development review seekssecreational
easements when seeking redevelopment of property. on Tier | or
Tier Il Trails.

Goal #3 ensure that all Urban Trails are adeguaiely sized to
accommodate both recreational and transportation uses.

¢+ Objective 3.1 - Urban Trails aredeveloped with all weather surfaces
that can accommodate bothypedestrians and bicycles.

¢+ Objective 3.2 - Urban Trdils are developed with accessibility for all
users and all levels of ability, iInCltding users with a disability of some

type.

Goal #4 Incorporate trail amenities and features that transform
them from a paved surfdee into unique greenways that reflect the City
around them.

¢+ Objective™s.1 - Incorporate amenity features, including mile
markers, wayfinding, periodic trailheads, gateway features, parking
and access points to increase interest in the Urban Trail corridors.

¢+ Objective 4.2 - Include interpretive/educational features and
public art components that link Urban Trails to the area around it.

Goal #5 Provide adequate funding and resources to maintain and
operate Urban Trails in Austin.

¢ Objective 5.1 - Ensure that Urban Trails are maintained in an
adequate manner as highly visible components of the City’s urban
infrastructure.

¢+ Objective 5.2 - Plan and fund periodic upgrading/replacement of
Urban Trail paving and associated features.

¢+ Objective 5.3 - Include adequate and appropriate levels of lighting
and safety patrols to maintain a strong sense of security along all
Urban Trails.

¢+ Objective 5.4 - Promote the use of Urban Trails with mayps,
wayfinding and periodic events celebrating Austin's unique Urban
Trails system.
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Goal #6 ensure that all Urban Trails are context-sensitive and
environmentally sustainable as well as preserve and improve wildlife
habitat.

¢+ Objective 6.1 - Minimize impacts to water quality of creeks, lakes,
and aquifers through the use of appropriate Urban Trail design
and green infrastructure.

¢+ Objective 6.2 - Avoid placement within Erosion Hazard Zones and
Critical Water Quality Zones.

¢ Objective 6.3 - Preserve vegetation, trees, and wildlife habitat.

¢ Objective 6.4 - iretoae-ar-rcependentcerificc-witetife ;.‘;;“
eerel-Brsertreit An independent, experienced wildli iologis
or wildlife ecologist qualified in ecological assess d
an experienced, certified arborist will be included r
the preliminary engineering team for all Urba i
Prior to beginning 30% design, the project
if these two persons shall be part of the teal

process, including selecting the options TG all route (initial
@ 1 to protect trees,
€ dors, participating in

trail conceptual alignment), providing
riparian areas, and habitat and li
trail design, and overseeing installati
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RAIL NETWORK

The 2014 Urban Trails Master Plan is the first comprehensive analysis
of Urban Trails in the City of Austin. Whereas trails in Austin

planned and designed on a trail-by-trail basis, this plan

criteria and guidelines for Urban Trail development. Th|s

discusses the existing, funded and proposed Urba

Austin.

There are approximately 300 miles of trails o t
of Austin. About 30 miles of these eX|st|ng tr considered Urban

Tralls These tralls have been built by v anizations over the past
ster plan guiding Urban

Trail development they do not aII e standards set forth in the

Urban Trails Master Plan. Many e i

less than 12 feet wide. Yet the

as the backbone of the net and provide the community with an

off-street option for traveling around and enjoying the city.

The existing Urban Tr , iIncluding 12 miles of funded Urban
Trails, is describ nd illustrated in the map to the right:
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BuiLDING A NETWORK

Before the Urban Trails Master Plan several other local planhing efforts
addressed the development of trails for transportation and recreation
purposes. These plans, further discussed in Chapter 5, in¢lude the
2007 Parks and Recreation Long Range Plan for Land,*kacilities and
Programs, the 2009 Bicycle Master Plan, the 2012"Imagine Austin
comprehensive plan, the 2013 Watershed Proteétion Ordinance and
multiple neighborhood plans. The recommeéndatiohsdrom these plans
are included in the Urban Trails Master Plan. This way the Urban Trails
Master Plan serves as a truly comprehensive averview of Austin trails
by combining past recommendations as wellas creating new ones. In
order to help guide implementation.and development the Urban Trails
Master Plan divides trail recommendations into Tier | and Tier Il trails.

The recommended Urban Trallsiin this plan represent identified
opportunities around thesgity. These opportunities are illustrated in
the map to the rightgThe goal of the Urban Trails Master Plan is to
identify these connecters and corridors so as to provide direction

as development oppertunities arise. Over miles of potential Urban
Trails are recomimendeéd in this plan. While such mileage far exceeds
the build-ott capadbilities of the City, the goal of providing so many
recommended paths is to offer ample direction for future Urban Trail
development.

Recommended trails are divided into Tier | and Tier Il trails. Tier |
Urban Trails are those that have been identified as serving a high
number of potential users. These trails are often located near dense
pepulation; connect to multiple destinations and attractions; and
have been partially constructed. Many Tier | trails have existing trail
segments or are partially funded. Tier Il Urban Trails are those that
have been identified either during the planning process for this plan
or during previous trail planning processes. The City of Austin will seek
development, planning or land use changes which may trigger an
assessment of the feasibility of Tier Il Urban Trails. Tier Il Urban Trails as
pictured on the map are strictly conceptual and neither these trails
nor the specific locations of the trails are approved when the UTMP
is approved. These trails are shown in the map to illustrate a desired
connectivity from point A to point B, not necessarily the particular
route shown on the map. To further differentiate the Tier | and Tier lI
Urban Trails, a Tier Il Urban Trail map is included in Appendix E.

This plan recommends 47 miles of Tier | Urban Trails and 360 miles of Tier
Il Urban Trails. Considering the cost of design, labor and construction,
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Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations
and area connections will be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate
bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints
that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or
stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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current Urban Trail costs are about $2 milion/mile to build. Given
historic levels of funding and resources, the City of Austin Urban Trails
Program estimates it could take between 10 - 25 years to build 47 miles
of Tier | Urban Trails, depending on political and financial s

Since the 47 miles of Tier | Urban Trails are the most likel

within the next decade or two, the following chap ill focus
on these opportunities. Together with the existin ils we can
envision the Austin Urban Trail Network. This ne ists of ten
main trail systems. The following vignettes re en systems that
make up the core of the existing and prop Trail network.
Other important trail systems emerg erships between
varying governmental entities, no organizations and private

developers. Some of these trail
an Urban Trail, while others,
determined. A significant
Urban Trails is with the Texas

like the Waller Creek Trail, are
partnership for the construction

Department of Trans on. This relationship is further discussed at
the end of this chap T Shared-Use Paths.
10 URBAN TRAIL SYSTEMS
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THE UrRBAN TRAILS NETWORK:
ExisTING AND TIER | TRAILS

&
&

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations
and area connections will be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate
bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints

that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or
stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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0 SHoAL CREEK TRAIL

The Shoal Creek Trail represents an important
corridor for Active Transportation users in Central
Austin. The trail parallels Lamar Boulevard
providing a peaceful, scenic route alongside a
major urban thoroughfare. One of the greatest
features of this trail is its proximity and access to
Central Austin.

Shoal Creek Trail is one of the oldest trail systems
in the City of Austin. While it accommodates
bicyclists and pedestrians from Cesar Chavez

Street to 38th Street it does not currently meet the

standards of an Urban Trail. For example, many
trail segments are only six feet wide and certain

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations and area connections will
be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option
may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal

sections have a crushed rock surface rather than
a hard surface material. Therefore, the Urban
Trails map shows a dashed line because Shoal
Creek Trail is considered a recommended Urban
Trail, not an existing Urban Trail.

Almost three miles of Shoal Creek Tralil are Tier |,
spanning from 3rd Street to 15th Street and again
from 24th Street to 28th Street. AImost one mile is
funded, consisting of the section from 3rd Street
to 6th Street and the section just northiof 15th
Street to 25th Street. The length of'the, envisioned
Shoal Creek Trail corridor is 37, miles,;beginning at
Cesar Chavez Street and ending atWJs 183.

level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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SHoAL CREEK TRAIL

Shoal Creek Trail connects to the Lance
Armstrong Bikeway just east of Lamar
Boulevard by the Seaholm District. There are
10 bus lines that run nearby with stops within
walking distance from the trail and five bike
share stations within a five minute walk. A
multitude of destinations exist along and
nearby the trail, from restaurants to parks to
places of employment.

Many local organizations support the Shoal
Creek Trail, whether through preservation
efforts or new trail recommendations,
including the Shoal Creek Conservancy
and North Shoal Creek Neighborhood
Association. In 1998 the Shoal Creek
Action Plan was published as a guide for
future work in the area. This document
provides an insightful overview of the
Shoal Creek Trail and development
recommendations including trail lighting,
increase in signage along trail, access
points and recommendations on care
and consideration for trees and other
vegetation.

The Public Works Department will work
closely with Parks and Recreation (PA
on additional infrastructure investments,
as much of Shoal Creek Trail runs thro
parkland and will meet PARD’s standar

On Shoal Creek Trail between 6th St and
9th St, facing North.
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Shoal Creek Trall

Early 1960s

Central Austin

5 miles
(o) th Street to 31st
A\ Street)
Concrete

Average to fair

Excellent; LAB, 5 bike share
stations, 10 bus lines

Lighting along Lamar Blvd
(30% of trail)

Directional signage,
trailhead features at three
locations along the trail

Widening of trail where
feasible and appropriate,
additional signhage,
improve accessibility,
increase amenities such as
drinking fountains



JOHNSON CREEK TRAIL

The Johnson Creek Trail spans for about one
mile parallel to MoPac. It begins at Enfield Road
and ends at Veterans Drive. At Veterans Drive
Johnson Creek Trail connects to the on-street
portion of the Lance Armstrong Bikeway.

The Johnson Creek Trail is a significant path in

West Austin that links west-side neighborhoods to
the Lance Armstrong Bikeway, Downtown Austin
and the Lady Bird Lake area. The trail is concrete

and the majority of the trail is about six feet wide.

A large portion of the path has wide grassy
shoulders and could be widened in the future.

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations and area connections will
be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option
may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal

If a connection across Lady Bird Lake was built,
Johnson Creek Trail could connect to the Barton
Corridor, spanning about nine miles from Enfield
Road to SH 71 at the Y.

In 2012 the The Trail Foundation was awarded

a Keep Austin Beautiful Best of the Best Award
for their renovation and beautification of the
Johnson Creek trailhead near Austin High School.

level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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JoHNSON CREEK TRAIL

Johnson Creek Trall

Year Built

Location e | West

@ 1 mile

Concrete & wood slat
bridges

Average Trai’ Wic'.n
Entrance to Johnson Creek Trail at Enfield Rd

and Winsted Ln, facing South.

S oce Malerial

Average to fair
F avement Condition Significant portions require
re-paving

Adequate; two trailheads,
links neighborhoods,
connects to sidewalk on W
5th St.

Access & Connectivity

Exists only along roadways
(60% of trail)

Lighting

New wayfinding signage,
award-winning trailhead,

Trail Amenity Features
Johnson Creek Trail facing South.

Widening of trail
as feasible where
appropriate, additional
lighting, additional
signhage, flooding
mitigation, increased
access points

Additional Investment
Required
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e LANCE ARMSTRONG BIKEWAY

The Lance Armstrong Bikeway (LAB) represents
an important East-West route in Central Austin.
The route spans 6 miles from the western end of
MoPac to Montopolis Drive, however the off-
street portion of the bikeway is about 2 miles.
The off-street, Urban Trail section of the LAB
begins as far west as the intersection of Stephen
F. Austin Drive and Cesar Chavez Street. Here,
the bikeway runs along the north side of Cesar
Chavez Street and the pedestrian trail runs
along the south side of Cesar Chavez Street.
The LAB connects with the Shoal Creek Trail and

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations and area connections will
be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option
may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal

the Pfluger Bridge, continuing east as an on-
street protected bikeway. Phase 3 of the Lance
Armstrong Bikeway is an Urban Trail that extends
east from Shady Lane to Montopolis Drive,
providing a connection to US 183. Ultimately, the
LAB will provide an East-West route across town.

Construction of the Lance Armstrong Bikeway
began in 2007 with the support of numerous
neighborhood associations, private businesses
and grant financing from the Statewide
Transportation Enhancement Progtam. The

level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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BANCE ARMSTRONG BIKEWAY

trail is 10 ft. wide with 2 ft. grass shoulders
and includes bridges and railing where Lance Armstrong Bikeway
necessary. The connection to Shoal Creek
Trail allows trail users to ride or run seamlessly
for miles in Central Austin. In 2010, a bike
and pedestrian counter was installed along
the cycle track section of the LAB just west
of I-35. Since the counters installation on
December 18, 2010, 923,967 bicyclists and
440,868 pedestrians have traversed the
Lance Armstrong Bikeway.

Year Built

Location Central

10 ft. with 2 ft. grass

R
Average Trail Wid shoulder

Surface Mar =rial Concrete

Along the LAB looking northbound between
Cesar Chavez Blvd. and 3rd St. ' - vement Condition Good

High access to nearby
areas, 3 bus lines, 2 bike
share stations, connects

to Shoal Creek Trall,
Country Club Creek Trall,
Butler Trail, Town Lake
Metropolitan Park, Roy G.
Guerrero Park, access to
Lamar Beach and Zilker
Park

Access & Connectivity

Along the LAB | near Lamar Blvd.

and B.R. Re S Adequate lighting along

Lighting roadway

Wayfinding &
Placemaking:

Directional pavement
Trail Amenity Features markings, interesting
wayfinding

An Art in Public Places
installation creates

a cohesive design
element along the
route. Other elements Continue to work with
include yellow Additional Investment Capital Metro and other
benches and yellow Required landowners to implement
thermoplastic plaint. the trail east of I-35
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e BoARDWALK TRAIL

The Boardwalk Trail is a unique new Urban Tralil
in Central Austin along the south side of Lady
Bird Lake. The Boardwalk covers a little over one
mile and is partially on land and about half over
water. It closes the eastern gap of the Butler
Trail by the Austin American Statesman building
and connects to Lakeshore Drive at Town Lake
Metropolitan Park. The Boardwalk Trail completes
the 10 mile loop trail system within the Town
Lake Metropolitan Park. The Trail Foundation
was instrumental in making the Boardwalk

Trail a reality. In 2007 the Trail Foundation
launched efforts to analyze the feasibility of the
boardwalk. In 2010, City of Austin Bond funding
was matched by approximately $3 million in

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations and area connections will
be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option
may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal

private funding. The designs, engineering and
public engagement process followed soon after.
Construction on the Boardwalk was completed in
June 2014.

The Boardwalk Trail is 14 ft. wide and has a
concrete surface. The on-land portions have a
decomposed granite surface. The design meets
the Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility
Guidelines, making the trailhead andyroute very
accessible. The handrail of the trajl along the
water is equipped with shielded LEDdighting.
There is no lighting on the land"portion except at
the restroom.

level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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BoARDWALK TRAIL

Boardwalk Trail

Year Built 2013-2014

Location

This overpass will connect the North side of
the Butler Trail to the new Boardwalk Trail.

Average " . "W th

wurf-.~~ Material Concrete

Pavement Condition

On the pedestrian and bicyclé path ng I-35

looking East at the Boardwi@lk. High access along south

Access & Connectivity side of Lady Bird Lake,
connects to Butler Trail

Shielded, LED lighting in

Lighting guardrail

Water access and
Trail Amenity Features viewing, restroom at
trailhead

Additional Investment

Required None at this time.

Photo source: The Trail Foundation
On the Boardwalk looking North
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e CounTtry CrLus CREEK TRAIL

The Country Club Creek Trail serves as an to the west side of S Pleasant Valley Road for a

important route in Southeast Austin with great little over half a mile until Burleson Road.

potential to connect many surrounding areas

and trails. It was originally identified and partially Almost two Tier | miles are proposed to continue

constructed by the South East Austin Trails and the Country Club Creek Urban Trail from E Oltorf

Greenways group. The path continues for four Street to Roy G. Guerrero Park. It would connect

miles but just over half a mile has a hard surface. to another Tier | trail, the Colorado River Park
Trail, that would run for 1.5 miles and improve

The majority of the trail is natural surface, running connections to the Pleasant Valley Road bridge.

along the Roy G. Guerrero Park, with the concrete

surface picking up at E Oltorf Street and S

Pleasant Valley Road. This section serves as a

great neighborhood connector and runs parallel

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations and area connections will
be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option
may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal
level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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[@oUNTRY CLuB CREEK TRAIL

Country Club Creek Trail

Year Built 2007 last improvement

Location

The Country Club Creek Trail near Lakeshore
Blvd, facing North. The Urban Trails Master
Plan recommends a hard surface for all Urban
Trails in Austin to increase accessibility for
a variety of trail users, from walkers with
strollers to bike commuters.

Average " . "W th

Concrete, Decomposed

wurf-.~~ Material ;
Granite

Average, many gaps and

Pavement Condition .
areas need re-paving

Access to Butler Trall, Lady
Bird Lake, Montopolis Blvd.
bridge, Roy G. Guerrero
Park, Mabel Davis Park

Access & Connectivity
View of the river from 0 . Guerrero Park

Lighting Minimal, along roadways

Unique placemaking, trail

Trail Amenity Features furniture

Additional Investment Enhance and expand
Required hard surface tralil

Facing North, near the Mabel Davis Park.

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan



WALNUT CReek CORRIDOR

The Walnut Creek Corridor trail system consists

of the Southern Walnut Creek Trail, a section

of the Mokan Rail Corridor and the Northern
Walnut Creek Trail. Currently, there are nine
miles of existing Urban Trails and two miles of
funded Urban Trails. When complete, the Walnut
Creek system could create a 19 mile corridor
connecting Balcones Park in North Austin to
Govalle Park in Central East Austin.

The Southern Walnut Creek Trail follows the
Walnut Creek watershed starting at Govalle Park
and winding northeast where it will eventually
stop at Daffan Lane and Johnny Morris Road.

The trail will be 7.3 miles once complete and
construction is scheduled to finalize in summer
2014. The entire trail will be 10 feet wide with 2
foot shoulders and include five bridges, three
culverts, one trailhead at Govalle Park and
another at Johnny Morris Road, and parking.
The most unique aspect of this trail is its remote
natural environment. The path traverses mostly
undeveloped land and is surrounded by
established trees and greenery.

The Mokan Rail Corridor starts at Davis White
Northeast District Park along Johnny,Mofris Road.
The section considered Tierd extends almost three

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations and area connections will
be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option

may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal
level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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WALNUT CReek CORRIDOR

miles north, connecting to the US 290 sidepath
and the proposed Northern Walnut Creek Tralil.

The end of the Tier | section of Mokan connects to
the Tier I Northern Walnut Creek Trail at Springdale
Road and Cameron Road. The proposed
Northern Walnut Creek Trail extends almost four
miles until the Walnut Creek Park. Here, a two
mile funded section of the NWCT continues until
Balcones Park.

Phase | began construction in 2010 and is
scheduled to be complete in 2015. It starts in the
Balcones Park and ends in the Walnut Creek
Park. The Parks and Recreation Department
initiated the project and collaborated with the
Texas Department of Transportation on funding
and implementation. A 10 foot wide concrete
trail with 2 foot shoulders will be constructed.

Northern Walnut Creek Trail near Bittern
Hollow.

Runners on the Southern t Creek Trail.

Elevated segment of the Southern Walnut Creek Trail
Railroad crossing on the SWCT, looking along Delwau Lane.
northbound, just North of Delwau Lane.

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan



e AuUsTIN TO MANOR TRAIL

The Austin to Manor Trail is an Urban Trail just
south of US Highway 290. The first phase is
complete and connects to the Southern Walnut
Creek Tralil, providing users an 11 mile ride from
Central East Austin to Manor.

Phase | is 2.5 miles, beginning at Daffan Lane and
running along the northern side of the Walter E.
Long Metropolitan Park until Lindell Lane. Like the
Southern Walnut Creek Trail it is a 10 foot wide
concrete path with 2 foot wide grass shoulders.
This path provides a safe, comfortable alternative

to the existing wide shoulder lane on Decker
Lane, and provides users the unique experience
of riding and walking along an abandoned ralil
line through Walter E. Long Park.

Phase Il is a Tier | that proposes an extension at
Lindell Lane for 2.5 miles to the Ben E. Fisher Park
in Manor, TX.

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations and area connections will
be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option
may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal
level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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AUSTIN TO MANOR TRAIL

Austin to Manor Trall

Year Built

Location $ast

miles, under
construction

Near Decker Elementary School looking East.

10 ft. wide with 2 ft. grass

Average Trail v ‘r’.ch
9 : shoulders

< urfa ;e Material Concrete

<

~avement Condition

Direct access to Decker
Elementary School, Decker
Middle School and Manor

New Technology High
School, accessible from
adjacent roadways,
access to Walter E. Long
Metropolitan Park, limited

Access & Connectivity

Lighting Along roadways

Trail Amenity Features
Near Decker Elementary School looking East.

Additional connections to
adjacent areas and on-
and off-street facilities

Additional Investment
Required
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e BAarRTON CORRIDOR

The Barton Corridor consists of the Stratford to Phase | will construct a bicycle/pedestrian bridge
Barton Springs Connector, the Mopac Bicycle over Barton Creek at Mopac Expressway and
and Pedestrian Bridge, and the proposed YBC improve bicycle and pedestrian connections
Urban Trail. to Southwest Parkway, Loop 360 and the Violet

Crown Trail. Phase Il will construct a bicycle/
The Stratford to Barton Springs Connector begins pedestrian bridge over Loop 360 at MoPac. The
at Lady Bird Lake just east of Mopac and first two phases are funded and construction is
continues south for about 2.5 miles until Tuscan scheduled to be complete in 2015.
Terrace, near Loop 360 Highway.

Phase lll, which has not been fundedyyet,
The Mopac Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge project proposes a shared use path along the west side
includes three phases, providing protected of MoPac connecting Loop 360 to Barton Creek
bridge facilities over Barton Creek and Loop 360. Square Mall.

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations and area connections will
be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option
may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal
level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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BArRTON CORRIDOR

This project is a collaboration of Federal, State,
Regional and City efforts. Phase 1 is made
possible through Proposition 12 Congestion
Management funds and Capital Area
Metropolitan Organization (CAMPO) oversight.
Phase 2 is funded through Surface Transportation
and Metropolitan Mobility (STPMM) and also
administered by CAMPO. These projects aim

to alleviate congestion, promote healthy and
environmentally-friendly transportation, and
enhance access and connectivity of the Active
Transportation Network.

The YBC Urban Trail would connect much of

the Oak Hill and Barton Creek areas of Austin
through a network of trails traversing the beautiful
landscape parallel to US 290 and Mopac. Not
only would it be a great asset for connectivity

in this area, but it would build upon the Barton
Corridor that could ultimately prove a safe, off-
street route to Downtown Austin for everyone

in this region. With the support of a pedestrian
bridge over Barton Creek at the intersection of The Stratford Trail.
Highway 360 and Mopac, the trail will be able
to overcome the largest obstacles that this
projected alignment faces.

Providing a route in
Southwest Austin will
become more important
in the near future as this
area continues to grow.
The YBC has already be
funded to be designed
and will hopefully b
areality in the near f

This rendering depicts the proposed design of the MoPac
Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge Project.
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e Rep LiNne CORRIDOR

The Red Line Corridor is a well-established

public transportation corridor, hosting Austin’s

sole MetroRail line. This corridor presents a

great opportunity for North-South connectivity

starting from Central East Austin and spanning

the length of the city. It could link to the on-

and off-street network including the LAB, public

transit stops and bike share stations along

the route. It has the potential to connect to

myriad destinations including Downtown, Austin

Community College and the North Burnet Council Member Chris Riley at thelHighland on Urban
Gateway area. Trail Grand Opening in August2013.

A\
&

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations and area connections will
be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option
may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal
level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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@ E BeN WHITE BLvD. RAIL CORRIDOR

The E Ben White Blvd. Rail Corridor is a prioritized
route because it would greatly enhance the
accessibility to Urban Trails in the Southeast
area as well as improve connectivity. This
corridor could span six miles, connecting to the
proposed UPC/ASA Trail at S 1st St. to US 183. It
would help neighborhoods in Austin that do not
have many safe bicycle options by providing
an East-West route and connecting to many
North-South on- and off-street routes, including
the Country Club Creek Tralil, as well as provide
a viable route the airport.

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environ
be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicy
may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, w
level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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The Violet Crown Trail exemplifies the benefits of
a private public partnership. The following page
provides an overview of this partnership.

Phase | - This six mile section is a nature path
along Barton Creek. It is currently used as an
alternate route from Zilker Park to the 360, 290
and Mopac Triangle in Oak Hill. This section of
the Violet Crown will remain a natural surface tralil
and other adjacent routes along Mopac and
Lamar will be identified to accommodate other
non-motorized users.

Phase Il - This seven mile segment will extend
further South to the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower
Center and The Veloway. This trail segment
represents the Urban Trail collaboration
between the City of Austin and the Hill Country
Conservancy.

Phase Ill - The last phase of this trail completes
the Violet Crown Trail network of 30 miles. It

will likely have a natural trail surface, serving a
largely recreational purpose and encouraging
the enjoyment and appreciation oftthe natural
environment in our city.

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations and area connections will
be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian facilities, a “no-build” option

may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an alternate route that provides an equal
level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available funding.
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VioLET CROWN TRAIL

“Once Hill Country land is gone, it’s gone for
good. When Hill Country Conservancy preserves
it, it’s here forever.”

- The Hill Country Conservancy philosophy

The Hill Country Conservancy (HCC) was formed
in 1999 in Austin to preserve natural land and
enhance accessibility and connectivity of

these areas. In 2008, the City of Austin and

the HCC began working on the Violet Crown
Project. A great example of private and public
partnerships, the Violet Crown Trail project is
possible thanks to many different entities working
together, including:

Hill Country Conservancy

Texas Conservation Corps

Austin Parks Foundation

Austin Ridge Riders

City of Austin

City of Sunset Valley

Hays County

Hill Country Trail Runners

Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Centcr
National Parks Service

The Real Estate Council 7« Austin
Texas Parks & Wiil!fe

Texas Dep~..meri of Transportation

University . exa, McCombs School of
Busir ass

In 2010, the HC C published the Violet Crown
Master Plan, which describes the organization’s
goals and details the three phases for the 30 mile
trail.

The first phase of the project, from Zilker Park

to Sunset Valley, is near completion and has

a trail surface of either a natural surface or
decomposed granite. Since Phase | is not a hard

surface trail it is not considered an Urban Trail and
therefore not included in this plan. However, it is
important to recognize other projects (or project
phases in this case) that share similar purposes,
goals and enhance non-motorized transportation
and recreation connectivity.

Phase Il is an Urban Trail. This phase is possible
through Proposition 12 transportat on and
mobility bond funds, a federal fran. nortation
grant and collaborations betwc e H=C and
the Public Works Departm=rn. Cunstruction is
expected to be compl-.e by 204i0. It begins at
US Highway 290 service rcad ir the City of Sunset
Valley and contint2s auw 7uong Brodie Lane.
The trail will cross tho: McPac Expressway near
William Cannoi. Drive and continues south to
Dick Nicho', Park. It wiil cross MoPac again and
connect o the Circle C Ranch Metro Park, the
Velow .y and' th 2 Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower
Cernter.

The Violet Crown Master Plan proposes a third
pase of the Violet Crown trail that would
complete the 30 mile trail project. Consisting of
17 miles, this is the longest proposed phase and
would connect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower
Center down to the Onion Creek Management
Unit. This trail section will likely be comprised of

a natural surface or decomposed granite and
therefore would not be considered an Urban
Trail.
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TxDOT SHARED Use PATHS

The Texas Department of Transportation
(TxDQOT) is required by law to accommodate
pedestrians and bicyclists on all state funded
and delegated federally funded projects within
the project limits. The goal of this policy is to
help create healthier communities, reduce air
pollution, decrease congested roadways and
promote more livable, safe and cost-efficient
communities.

Guidelines for constructing such facilities
include the Texas Accessibility Standards and
Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility
Guidelines, AASHTO and TxDOT’s Roadway
Design Manual. In August 2013 the Federal
Highway Administration issued a memorandum
supporting AASHTO and NACTO guidelines.

Common practice for accommodating
bicyclists along major TXDOT roads includes
constructing a 14 ft. wide curb lane for shared
automobile and bicycle use. With the recent
statement from the FHWA supporting AASHTO
and NACTO guidelines DOTs around the country
will have the opportunity and challenge to
reevaluate bikeway designs like protectec/, off-
street paths.

The Urban Trails Master Plan endorses ("2
construction of off-street, share. use pails

to safely and conveniently az.commodate
bicyclists and pedestrians. .nhe stai dards of
these shared use paths < oul. reflect the Urban
Trails standards defined in (s plan. The City of
Austin should work w:th ["NGO [ to promote the
inclusion of path< alori~, major TXDOT roads. As
TXDOT embarl s on rew projects in the Austin
area we can v 2K tuyether to improve safe,
efficient *.ans)oiation options in the city. This
collabo: ation has already begun with the
US-290 and’ MwPac projects, which will be
providing shared use paths.

Special Considerations for Implementation
Recommendations in this plan on TXDOT
roadways warrants special consideration at the
time of implementation. As mentioned before,
while many of these roadways are within the
City of Austin or the Extraterritorial Jurisdiction
(ETJ) of this plan, the roadways are owned and

operated by TxDOT. The "e’ore *he planning
and implementation ¢ orc 2.cs on TXDOT
represents a very dit. 2rei.* process and it is very
important to ba. ~ a « lear understanding of
how the Urk an Trails v.aster Plan would affect
TXDOT pro;.~ct Jdelivery and scope as this could
have s' . fice. 1t . otential consequences.

The inic ntions of the recommendations of the
rban Trells Master Plan are as follows:

¢ To capture best practice in accommodating
bicyclists and pedestrians of all ages and
abilities on Austin’s roadway network, including
TXDOT roadways.

For the recommendations to be a resource
during the development of projects along
TXDOT roadways while not mandating a
particular outcome.

These recommendations serve as a resource
for future roadway development with TXDOT
ROW

This plan acknowledges that TxDOT and City

of Austin have different design standards,
internal processes, public processes and
implementation standards, and recommends
working together to achieve the highest quality
bicycle and pedestrian network to the extent
practicable.

The map on the following page illustrates some
of the TxDOT roads where a shared use path
would enhance the health and safety of the
community as well as increase the accessibility
and connectivity of the Active Transportation
Network.
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RecoOMMENDED TXDOT SHARED UsE PATHS

~
&

Alignments shown are conceptual, and are intended to show geographic connectivity. More detailed routing, environmental evaluations and area
connections will be developed for each corridor as funding is identified. Pending a more detailed analysis and adjacent, adequate bicycle/pedestrian
facilities, a “no-build” option may be appropriate. A no-build option shall exist when there are environmental constraints that cannot be avoided, when an

alternate route that provides an equal level of service is provided, there is a lack of neighborhood or stakeholder support, or there is a lack of available
funding.
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PARK TRAILS

There are about 200 miles of trails under

the purview of the City of Austin Parks and
Recreation Department. These trails range from
natural paths like the Barton Creek Greenbelt
to decomposed granite trails like the Ann and
Roy Butler Hike and Bike Trail. Six classifications
of trail surface material exist in the Parks and

Recreation trail directory. The majority of which
have a Native Material trail surface, followed
by a Hard Surface trail designation.

The Urban Trails Master Plan recommends
nearly 50 miles of Tier | Urban Trails in Austin.
The goal is to see these trails built out over the

course of the next 10 - 15 years.

An analysis looked into how many miles of
natural surface or “Native Material” Parks and
Recreation trails were considered as potential
Urban Trails in this plan. The analysis specifically
looks at the overlap of existing PARD Native
Material trails and proposed Tier | Urban Trails.
Less than two miles of Tier | Urban Troils are
recommended in the Urban Tra '« Meter Plan.
These Tier | Urban Trail segmecnts ¢ e ic cated
along the Northern Walni'. Cree. ‘ralil.

ExisTING PARK TR
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CHAPTER 4

PoLicy & OPERATIONS

RELEVANT PoLICIES
From the federal to local level, policies affect the integrity
mechanisms of the Urban Trails Master Plan. This sectio
of the more recent policy changes that may impact th
placement and funding opportunities for Urban Trails

Federal Policy Update

MAP-21 was enacted July 6, 2012, and replac EA-LU as our
national transportation policy and funding C ism. The new law
significantly reduces funds for pedestri icycle projects, and
includes notable legal and fundin changes the way
certain funds are allocated, ultim ing project funding more
competitive and also allowin -out provision, which would
cut funding in half for bicycl
SAFETEA-LU, there is no dedic

21 combined Transportation Enhancements, Safe Routes to School
and Recreational Tr one program called the Transportation
Alternatives Progran ), In which 2% of federal highway funds are
reserved for pra d as tfransportation alternatives, including
Urban Trails. ended the Surface Transportation Program to
permit proj e eligible under the Recreational Trails Program
to be elig r STP funding.

Th ain changes that willimpact federal funding for Urban Trails
include;
= Jhe grouping of projects and programs under the Transportation
Alternatives Program (TAP)
The provision for states to opt-out of funding the TAP

FHWA Memorandum

In August 2013, the FHWA issued a memorandum supporting the
National Association of City Transportation Officals (NACTO) and the
American Association of State Highway and Trasportation Officials
(AASHTO) guidelines. The memo encourages transportation agencies
to go beyond minimum requirements and refer to NACTO and AASHTO
facility designs. The significance of this federal endorsement will be felt
in cities all over the country and state departments of transportation
will have the opportunity and challenge to re-evaluate bikeway
designs like protected bike paths.

CAMPO 2035
One of the main goals of the CAMPO 2035 Plan is to expand
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investments in regional bicycle infrastructure. The plan provides
a map with identified bicycle corridors, ranging from High —
Medium — Low prioritization. CAMPO intends to allocate 50%

of future Surface Transportation Program-Metropolitan Mobility
funding for projects that support one of the 37 designated
activity centers.

During their public input process, CAMPO found that nearly
half of participants supported transportation investments on
non-motorized options. One of the top three concerns of
participants included the need for infrastructure and access
to downtown areas. CAMPO 2035 and the Urban Trails Mast
Plan share similar goals to increase alternative transportati
infrastructure in the Austin area. The people of Austin w
better facilities and support investments in the Active
Transportation Network.

Imagine Austin

The award-winning Comprehensive Plan, | stin,
calls for a compact and connected urba ment. The
plan received an Award for Excellencefin ability from

the American Planning Association in2014” ReCcognizing the
incredible growth Austin has been expetiencing and the
opportunities ahead, one of the'plan’s goals is to provide
better transportation choice ine Austin introduces a shift
in focus from promoting endly eégexistence of bicyclists in
Austin to maximizing the ution of bicycling to amplify
Austin’s quality of life

The Urban Trails MasterPlan addresses the goals of Imagine
Austin to be sy able, provide better transportation options,
protect the e ent and enhance bicycle infrastructure.
Pelieve one of the main benefits of investing

accessibility of trails throughout the City.

Watershed Protection Ordinance

The new Watershed Protection Ordinance (WPO) was passed
in October 2013 and provides important guidance for the
Urban Trails Master Plan. The intent of the new ordinance is to
protect area watersheds through clear policy and guidance.
It identifies problems such as not enough setback distance,

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan

“Urban trails serve
recreation and
transportation functions,
including biking and
hiking, and also provide
important environmental

benefits by creating
open space linkages
and expanding the
City of Austin’s green
infrastructure network.”

- Imagine Austin




Goal: Improve the urban
environment by fostering
additional beneficial
uses of waterways and
drainage facilities.

Objective: Maximize the
use of waterways and
drainage facilities for
public recreation; and,
Maximize areas for public
use within floodplains.

- Watershed Protection
Department Master Plan
Goals and Objectives

too much water runoff, too little baseflow and too many pollutants.
Solutions include detailed Erosion Hazard Zones, impervious cover
limits, green infrastructure and pollution source controls. The Urban
Trails Master Plan helps the Watershed Protection Ordinance achieve
its goals by creating opportunities to provide green infrastructure
and reducing transportation pollution through the enhaneement of
non-motorized transportation. The WPO encourageswmulfiple Use of
waterways and drainage facilities.

One of the Watershed Protection Department’s goals4s to improve the
urban environment by maximizing use of waterways, drainage facilities
and floodplain areas for public recreatien. Urban Trails represent

a great example of how this can be achieved, The WPO does not
consider Urban Trails a threat to walter rinoff problems and excludes
Urban Trails from the definition ofdmpérviols surface. Urban or “multi-
use” trails should be constructied qutsideé the Erosion Hazard Zone
unless protective works are proyvided.This means if the trail is close to
the Erosion Hazard Zone. it must Be armored to protect the creekbed.
This “avoid or protectpractice provides a financial disincentive

to building a trail within the*Eresion Hazard Zone because of the
prohibitively highs€0st oficonstructing protective works. Trails may cross
a critical water[qualityizone (CWQZ) of any waterway. The ordinance
restricts trailwidth to 12° maximum unless a wider trail is designhated

in this Urban Trails Master Plan. The maximum width of a hard surface
trail srlall b feet for Urban Trails located closer to a waterway than
allcxable by EDC 25-8-261. The trails in this master plan that are within
greenbelts are only recommended to be over 12’ in width if the density
of the frail and number of potential users justifies needing a wider trail
than the standard. Urban Trail width will be determined on a case-by-
€ase basis during the design phase of each project.

Heritage Tree Ordinance

The Heritage Tree Ordinance was adopted in 2010 to enhance and
preserve a healthy urban forest. The ordinance defines a Heritage Tree
as a tree that has a diameter of 24 inches or more, measured four and
one-half feet above natural grade, and is one of the following tree
species (though the list is subject to supplementation): Texas Ash, Bald
Cypress, American Elm, Cedar EIm, Texas Madrone, Bigtooth Maple,
all oaks, Pecan, Arizona Walnut and Eastern Black Walnut. A Heritage
Tree may not be removed unless the Planning and Development
Review Department or the Land Use Commission grants a variance,
which may occur only after earning the recommendation of the City
Arborist. Some of the existing Urban Trails in Austin were built before
the Heritage Tree Ordinance, but all future trail development will be
subject to the new law.
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Land Development Code

The City of Austin is currently updating its Land Development Code.
This endeavor arose out of the Imagine Austin Plan and will promote
the goals of making Austin compact and connected,integrated

with nature, more affordable, and healthier through future land
development. The code rewrite process will provide a more updated,
streamlined policy by creating the framework for smart, sustainable
development.

Complete Streets \
In December 2013 the Austin City Council passed Resolution No.
20131212-080 which calls for the implementation of a Complete Streets
policy. The Imagine Austin Comprehensive Plan was pivotal in starting .
this process, calling for “complete street design that includes features
such as fraffic calming elements, street trees, wide sidewalks, and
pedestrian, bicycle, and transit access throughout Austin; consideting

the safety meeds of people of all ages and abilities.”

In June 2014 Austin City Council adopted the Complete Streets Policy.

Austin, Texas Technical Criteria Manuals

The City of Austin’s Technical Criteria Manuals wete created to interpret
and clarify the requirements set forth insthe'kand/Development Code.
Organized by discipline, three manudls ofs@redt importance and
relevance to the Urban Trails Master Plaf include:

¢ Environmental Criteria Manual
+ Drainage Criteria Manual

¢ Transportation Criteria‘Manual

Other Relevant Pelicies

Considering the Urban Trails Master Plan aims to improve pedestrian
and bicycle infrastructure and connectivity, it is essential to coordinate
with othef citywide endeavors. These plans should complement and
enhanceeach other rather than duplicate efforts. Major relevant
planning effosts include:

¢ Bicycle Master Plan
¢+ Sidewalk Master Plan

¢ Parks and Recreation Long Range Plan for Land, Facilities and
Program

¢ Downtown Austin Wayfinding Plan

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan



¢ Austin Urban Forest Plan

¢ Protected Tree Ordinance

Previous Efforts

In 2008, the Trails Master Plan workgroup was formed, fallowing the
directive by City Council that there should be interdepartmental
collaboration to coordinate pedestrian and bicycle connectivity
efforts by multiple departments including Parks& Reé€reation, Public
Works, Watershed Protection, Planning and Development Review, and
Austin Water Utility. This resolution is included in"Appendix D of this plan.
The Urban Trails Working Group was pivotal in\activating discussions on
the creation of an Urban Trails MastegPlare

The Urban Trails Master Plan recognizes thgfefforts of the Urban Trails
Working Group as fundamental tgithetigCeption of this plan.

LINKING TO THE ONASTREET PEDESTRIAN AND BicYCLE NETWORK
The Urban Trails netwark s imtended to integrate with the on-street
pedestrian and bi€yelenetwork to create a comprehensive network
of active transportation facilities. Therefore, coordination with
departments and agencies involved with development of on-street
facilities is‘critigal to Implementing and maintaining the Urban Trails
component©f the entire Active Transportation Network.

The overall Active Transportation Network can be compared

to the roadway network for vehicles, in that Urban Trails are like
“arterial roadways” meant to carry people for longer distances to
get to citywide destinations, and the on-street facilities serve as
“local collectors” to provide access to the Urban Trails from their
neighborhoods or their destinations.

Key points to consider when connecting Urban Trails to the on-street
network include:

¢+ As aregulatory document, the recommendations of this plan
will be considered when development review occurs. This will
include review by the Transportation, Watershed, and Planning
Departments.

+ To help facilitate connections between the on-street and Urban
Trails networks, create and implement a wayfinding plan that
directs bicyclists and pedestrians between the networks.

¢ Ensure that Urban Trails are available for commuters traveling
before dawn or after dark.
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PARTNERSHIPS WITH OTHER DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES
Interdepartmental and interagency collaborations are a critical

component of developing a regional network of Urban Trails, and

achieving the goals and objectives of this plan. Moreover, many

federal-aid funding opportunities require cooperation among local

and regional entities in developing and implementing goals. By

partnering with other agencies and organizations, funding resources

can be utilized more efficiently. The City of Austin and surrounding
communities must work together to implement a connected Urban

Trail network that does not become victim to political boundaries. \

Some recommendations in this plan will require partnerships an
collaboration with other City departments, municipalities, ag ies,
and organizations across the region. The Public Works Depo

should coordinate with these bodies where necessary to
the Urban Trails Master Plan by identifying and pursuin
partnerships and support from other departments, agen
organizations. A great example of a successful p
partnership is the Boardwalk Trail at Lady Bird Le
Works Department, Parks and Recreation Depar

Foundation worked together to make the @

connect the most popular trail loop in Ce
summarizes potential partnership op
agencies, and organizations.

vith departments,

Access, public land use, shared maintenance, shared
programming, frees and vegetation, wayfinding, education,
on-street to trail connections
On-street to trail connections

Urban Trails within creekways, coordination with
environmental constraints

Future bond initiatives

Coordinate trail efforts where appropriate

Integrate Urban Trail components and connections into
planning documents, communicate and collaborate on
the Wayfinding Project, integrate review for Urban Trails into
development review
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Integrate Urban Trails and transit,

st ith coordinating
i egional transportation

Federal funding opportunitie
with other municipalities, ide
goals and recommendati

and university students; implementing trail connections with
direct access to and on campus

Education , safety, etiquette and encouragement programs,
map distribution

Advocacy groups such as Bike Austin, Bike Texas, the
Ghisallo Foundation, the Austin Heritage Tree Foundation,
the Sierra Club, the S.O.S. Alliance, and the Shoal Creek
Conservancy can provide policy guidance, education and
safety programs, support projects and raise awareness and
encouragement of non-motorized transportation.

Organizations such as the Trail Foundation can help with
financing, design and raise support for trail projects

Construction of trails and trail connections that meet the
standards set in this plan and/or collaboration or partnership
in the provision of appropriate ROW or easement for trail
construction.
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THE WALLER CREEK PARTNERSHIP

The Waller Creek Conservancy serves as the steward of
Walller Creek by playing a vital role in the preservation,
redevelopment and maintenance of the creek’s
surrounding parks, nearby businesses, adjoining
neighborhoods and community at large.

Transforming Waller Creek starts with creating a

healthy eco-system, one that inspires connectivity and
collaboration between the most fundamental aspects of
Austin’s collective identity.

One of the most critical parts to revitalizing the creek is
the Waller Creek Tunnel, one of the largest infrastructure
projects in Austin’s history. The tunnel enhances a 28-
acre stretch—a landmass equivalent to 11 percent of
downtown Austin—from underutilized floodplain land to a
leading amenity for the city. Construction is sched’ .- d to
be complete in 2014.

Teamwork

In 2010 the Waller Creek Conservancy forriied as 1
non-profit entity to facilitate and aid t*.e Cii, =7, arding
enhancement and development of v e ‘'valler Creek
District. City Council approved Rasolutic » 20100923-
090 creating the public-private nartnership with the
Conservancy in charge of d=velc "'ment, management
and operation of the Wal' zr Creek vistrict. Through

the creation of the Wallle: ~r zek Local Government
Corporation and the ~int L “velopment Agreement,
the City has entrustec. th-. \.'aller Creek Conservancy to
realize the visior. u. cre 1ting a green oasis in Downtown
Austin.

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan




THE TeJANO TRAIL PARTNERSHIP

The Tejano Trail is another example of a consist of an ADA compliant sidewalk
unigue partnership in Austin. Itis a cultural along roadways. Adding pavement
trail in Central East Austin that connects markings and wayfinding will designate

determine an ideal route to incorporate

these sites of interest. The Tejano Trails will @

&

almost 40 sites of interest along the this trail as a unique, cultural Urban, Tralil.
way. Currently the trail stakeholders are
working with the National Park Service to
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THE TEJANO TRAIL

The Tejano Healthy Walking Trail was
developed by East Cesar Chavez
Neighborhood leaders who wanted to
accomplish three goals established in the
official Neighborhood Plan:

1. Preserve historic structures and affordable
homes. This Trail recognizes native families’
contributions to build Austin into the Live Music
Capital of the World. This historically working
class neighborhood is adjacent to downtown
Austin and sits 10 blocks from the Texas Capitol
and 15 blocks from the UT Austin Campus.

The neighborhood is in transition from being

a low-income, minority community into a
desirable location for young professionals

and new urbanists. Our concern for native
neighborhood people, especially retirees
struggle to keep up with rising taxes to stay

in their family homes, leads us to believe that
educating younger family members migl ¢ hel
keep their family roots in the neighborhod.

2. Educate speculators and newcoiner; about
the historic assets in hopes they might choose
to upgrade old structures rat’. 2r than destroy
them. Many have stood frr ove: 100 years
and define the neighbc.noo churacter.
Distribution of the Trail Guir.e and getting
access to it online {:c.° help ~d those who
couldn’t walk it thernseives.

3. Encourag ™ a '.c~'thier lifestyle, especially
for youtk =nd c~niors who rarely walk, bike or
exerc'-e. The Traui is promoted at four schools,
two hec'th cliiics, community gardens, the
AB Cantu >an American Recreation Center,
Camacho Youth Activity Center, adjacent
libraries, and the East Austin Neighborhood
Center - all identified on the Trail Map.

The Tejano Walking Trail Guide includes the
Trail of Tejano Music Legends which was
created in 2005 and is a project of the Austin
Latino Music Association. This Trail Guide
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describes almost 40 sites considered historical,
cultural, or community gems in the East
Cesar Chavez Neighborhood. It's a labor

of love by volunteers who mapp >d out the
Trail, conducted research, ard g« thered
descriptions. Five thousand ccnies Of the Trall
Guide were published vith ¢ Ci'y of Austin’s
Neighborhood Enhar cenr2nt Fund. Almost all
of the copies have be ' dist'.ibuted, sparking
the interest of docnoic wiliny4 to help publish a
2nd edition.

On Augt’.c 8, 2011 e Austin City Council
passed rcsoaationy number 20110804-

022 ancctin .ne City Manager to work

wi. 1 re” ~=nts of the East Cesar Chavez
Neig!/iborhood to pursue recognition of the
Tejano irails as National Recreational Trails by
the United States Secretary of the Interior. The
City of Austin along with the East Cesar Chavez
Neighborhood applied for and received the
designation of the Tejano Walking Trails as a
National Recreation Trail on May 30, 2012.

The designation of the Tejano Walking Trails

as a National Recreational Trail enabled the
neighborhood to receive a planning grant
from the National Parks Service’s Rivers, Trails,
and Conservation Assistance program (RTCA).
The dedicated RTCA planners assigned to work
with the neighborhood, in partnership with

the City of Austin and other key stakeholders
are now working on a strategic plan that

will expand the number of sites on the Trall,
improve its walkability and signage, and
develop interpretive walking tours.

Source: Lori Renteria and the Tejano Trails Working
Group

Upon completion of the Urban Trails Master Plan
and the RTCA, staff recommends that the Tejano
Trails working group seek approval by City Council
to include the Tejano Trail Plan as either an
amendment or an appendix to this plan.
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CHAPTER 5

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

URBAN TRAIL PRIORITIZATION
As shown in the previous chapters, there are many opport
for Urban Trails in Austin. Over the next two to three de
is anticipated that many of those opportunities can act
developed. However, in order to maximize potenti is,i
understand the elements that feed into develo

strategic approach. This strategy will help gu& -

ortant to
reate a
s efforts to
provide the most significant beneficial imp
network.

This chapter describes the many c ents of the implementation

ils for many decades, there

interdepartmentally (the Pa
Recreation Department, Plannifig and Development Review, Watershed
Protection Departmen i

Services, and the Aus @
jurisdictions: i.e. t
Metro.

lice Department) and also by multiple
Department of Transportation and Capital

The Urbandrails Plan calls for a preliminary round of prioritization
that is ba current City Code, standards, and policies. One
objective ofthe UTMP is to consolidate past trail planning and

i entation efforts. This prioritization method does this by plugging
base of potential, conceptual routes developed from existing
trail,plans and public feedback received during the UTMP public input
cess. It prioritizes those routes based upon the aforementioned
isting plans and policies as well as four main criteria described in

is chapter. The method produces a Tier | and Il ranking of Urban Trail
prioritization.

These priority rankings are meant to help guide Urban Trail development
in the short and long term. As opportunities arise, whether from

various City departments, non-profit organizations or developers, an
understanding of route prioritization is essential to create an accessible,
connected and equitable trails network. Prioritization rankings are based
on four main elements: proximity to attractions/destinations, surrounding
residential population density, connectivity and community support.
Availability of funding, feasibility of construction and environmental
constraints are also major factors that will determine the outcome of
every trail project. These factors are analyzed after trail prioritization
during the Preliminary Engineering Report process.
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Tier | Urban Trails are recommended to be initiated or completed
within fifteen years. These are projects that are considered to be

the most vital to enhancing the Urban Trail system and overall

Active Transportation Network in the short term. Tier |l projects also
demonstrate accessibility, connectivity and community support but
do not have a real time frame for construction because of funding
constraints and/ or demonstrate valuable connections or opportunities
to keep open for future development. The Prioritization Criteria Matrix i
depicted in table 5.1.

The prioritization criteria is based on these four elements:

¢ Proximity to Attractors/Destinations - The purpose of
transportation corridor is to get people places. Proxi (o} jor
employers, schools, parks and transit are essential f a a
successful trail. (155 total points possible)

¢ Residential Population of Census Tract Wit
population density around an Urban Traiki
and the potential usage for that corri@
categories are available within thj ement, and areas
within 1/2 mile of an Urban Trail with a p@pulation greater than
8,000 people per census tract wi rn 100 points. (100 total points
possible)

¢ Connectivity - One of
efficient fransportati
connectivity is mea

t crucial components to any
system'is connectivity. In this case,
by linkages to other trails, the on-street

pedestrian or bi e ork, or whether the trail creates a
connection wh rrier previously prevented non-motorized
users fro inuing their path of travel. (100 total points
possible

pport - Through the many public involvement
hat are conducted in all parts of Austin, residents may
expre erest or support for specific trail facilities. (50 total points

FUNDING STRATEGIES FOR URBAN TRAILS

Funding availability is a major determinant for implementation and
timing of trail development. Funding for Urban Trails should be treated
as a key item in both annual and longer term budgeting. A steady
stream of funding is recommended so that the Urban Trail network can
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Table 5.1 Prioritization Criteria Matrix

Criteria Points Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply \
3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one
location) 0 &L 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail O 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) O 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share O 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District O 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution O 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) | 20 0
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers O 15 0
Total 0
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 () 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 O 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 O 15 0
Population < 500 O 10 0
Total 0
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes barrier in tréil O 50 0
Completes gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility O 30 0
2 or more €xisting or planned trails connected by the proposed trail O 20 0
Total 0
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan O 30 0
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan O 20 0
Total 0
Grand Total 0
Out of 335
0%
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grow and improve on a continuous basis. A broad range of funding
mechanisms, from both the public and private sectors should be
considered. Recommendations for funding are as follows:

General Obligation Bond Funds - Bond funds are typically the primary
source of significant trail development efforts. The larger capacity of
these funding sources allows for more development to occur.

CIP Funds - An annual set-aside amount in the City’s Capital
Improvement Program (CIP) could be used to fund the Urban Trails
network. These funds could also be leveraged as a match for state
and federal grants when those become available.

Parkland Dedication Funds - Funds generated by new develogment
can be used to help develop nearby trails. These funds are;accrueddn
lieu of parkland.

Special District Funding - Funding from special districts, othehnew
public improvement areas, or tax increment finapiCing areas can be
used to help develop trails.

4B Tax - 4B Sales Tax can be used for projects thatimprove a
community’s quality of life, including parks,professional and amateur
sport and athletic facilities, tourism afnd eptertainment facilities, and
other improvements or expenditures that promote new or expanded
business activity that create or s€tain primary jobs.

Private Residential or Comunercial Development - Many of the

Urban Trails noted in this mastér plan are located near residential
communities or adjacent te6. commercial or business areas. As such, trail
segments associated withneitier existing or new development could
be partially or entirely built by the private development community.

Grants From a V/ariety of Sources - Grants that can be used for trail
developpentiareiavailable from a variety of sources. Given the
compelling locgal issues of traffic congestion and air quality, as well
as a large lecal population that supports alternative transportation
methods, local pursuit of grants could be successful and should be
aggressively pursued. Major grant types include:

¢ Texas Parks and Wildlife Department Grants - Through its outdoor
recreation and community trail development grants, these
matching grants can provide from $50,000 to $500,000 in grant
assistance.

¢ Transportation Alternatives Program - Under the new Federal
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policy, MAP-21, the previous Transportation Enhancements, Safe
Routes to School and Recreational Trails programs are combined
into one. Under this new program, 2% of federal highway funds
are reserved for projects defined as transportation alternatives,
which includes trails.

Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP),- This is*a block
grant program that makes money available statewide for

roads, bridges, transit capital, and bicycle@andspedestrian
projects. Applicants eligible for RSTP funds ingludefCities,

counties, Metropolitan Planning Organizations(MPOs), transit
operators, and the Texas Department of TraAsportation. Nonprofit
organizations and special districts alsesmay apply for funds, but
they must have a city, county/or transit operator sponsor and in
some cases administer the project.

Highway Safety Improvément.,Program (HSIP) - This is a federal
safety program that provides funds for safety improvements on
all public roads apekhighways. These funds serve to reduce fraffic
fatalities and sefrious/njuries on all public roads.

Foundation@andyCampany Grants — Some assist in direct funding
for trail prgjects, @and some support efforts of nonprofit or citizen
organizations.

Grantgfor Greenways — This is a national listing that provides
descriptiens and links to groups who provide technical and
financial support for greenway interests.

Neighborhood Partnering Program - In support of Imagine

Austin, the Neighborhood Partnering Program (NPP) provides
opportunities for community and neighborhood organizations to
affect public improvements by sharing in the costs of those efforts
with the City of Austin government.

OPPORTUNITIES FOR FUTURE URBAN TRAILS

Incentives for Development - Austin continues to experience rapid
growth and development. Urban Trails can be considered an asset

for neighborhoods, and incentives should be provided to encourage
private developers to build trails, in particular if they have been
previously identified in the Urban Trails Master Plan or if existing features
occur that create a favorable location for an Urban Trail. Private
sector developments should be carefully reviewed to determine if key
trail corridors shown in this plan can be integrated into the proposed
development.
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Major public works improvements such as new development or

drainage facilities can provide an opportunity for trail development, = Tail-Oriented Development

When large new public facilities are being built, trail connection is @ new tool that aims
opportunities along their edges should be considered. Drainage to coordinate the active
channels can be planned in such a manner that they include trails |~ ransportation Benefifs of
along one or both sides, and can be oriented so that adjacent a trail with

homes are not impacted.

Every effort in the City, whether private or public, whether funded
by the City or by another agency, should be evaluated early on
as a potential Urban Trail candidate. Adequate right of way or
recreational elements should be acquired early so as to provide
corridors for trails and access points to existing Urban Trails. It is
extremely difficult to retrofit trails once development around ithas
occurred.

Many options are available to the City, public agencies, haohprofit
groups, and private landowners to ensure the protection/reservation
of these critical trail corridors. The objective of the'Urban Trails Master
Plan is to provide a menu of available options to'both"public agencies
and private landowners, promoting flexibility*&@fg Creativity in the
negotiation process. Careful crafting of transactians between private
landowners and public agencies can and should produce mutually
beneficial results.

The use of Parkland Dedicationgequirements could be justified on the
basis of providing an Urban Trail'te both the public and residents of
the site that provides all ages and abilities access through the use of
active transportation to fiearby parkland. If the Urban Trail were not
built, access to nearby parks, especially those out of easy walking
range, may become more,motor vehicle dependent, with a potential
result of greater parking'needs that ultimately degrade these parks.
One issue withfparkland dedication requirements is obtaining land

for parks instead«of fe€'in lieu. In developing the proposed policy
changesit wilkbelimportant to preserve the principal intent of parkland
dedicatien requirements for obtaining land for parks.

Trail Development Ordinance - Consideration of a trail development
ordinance is recommended by the Urban Trails Master Plan. Similar
ordinances have been enacted in other cities in Texas, and have
proven successful in helping to get trails constructed. The ordinance
model used in Allen, Texas requires complete developer construction
of key trail segments that fall within their property limits, without city
participation, that will provide connections to the overall trails network.
In some cases, the required trails may replace adjacent sidewalks; and
therefore, do not add significantly to the cost of the development.
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The Ghisallo Foundation
provided a bike rodeg 4t an
Urban Trails MasterPlan
public meeting in February
2014. Volunteers,teach kids
the basics of riding a bicycle
and bicycle repair.

Credits for landscaping, pavement, or other infrastructure elements
can be given in return for trail construction. A central point to consider
is that most developments will add trails automatically; therefore, such
a mandatory trail development ordinance only serves to create a
level playing field between the many developments that inglude trails
and those that will build them only if required to do so.

Develop Trail Cost Sharing Ordinance - An alternative type)of
ordinance is patterned after sidewalk requirementssin which adjacent
property owners fund a portion of the trail installation €ost, and the
City of Austin covers the remainder of the c@st.

New Development Reservations anddDedications - The preservation of
trail corridors in conjunction with ofindependent of the open space
areas required to be created with new residential and commercial
development could be required in the'City Code. Right of way
reservations or dedicated easementsfor pedestrian connections,
bikeways, and multiple use trails‘eould be required of new residential
and commercial developments consistent with the engineering
standards and/or thislUrbamdrails Master Plan. An offer of dedication is
required when agféasonable relationship is demonstrated between the
need for the dedication and the characteristics and impacts of the
proposed dévelepment.

The City Code could also provide incentives to new developments

to encourageiconnections to the Urban Trails network. For example,
whema new development is on a property with a Tier | or Il Trail and
they aremaking an easement, a recreational easement should also
begfidentified at this stage. Reduction in required open space areas
and fee waivers are two specific incentives for public trail reservations
and dedications beyond that required of any new development.
Addifional flexibility could be provided for new development,
promoting the highest quality development in concert with the public
need and benefit derived from creative and innovative development
proposals. This flexibility might come by allowing reductions in required
off-street parking and flexibility in internal project circulation layout,
which is justified with the reservation/dedication of lands in support of
the planned Urban Trails network.

Existing Development - In cases where trail corridors shown in the

Urban Trails Master Plan intersect with existing developed areas, the
acquisition of lands or dedicated easements will be necessary to

create connectivity with adjoining trail corridors. Acquisition can be
accomplished through a variety of forms such as outright purchase
of property, purchase of easements, or donations. These varieties of
acquisition may be employed, while always seeking the fair market
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value as determined by a real estate professional so as to secure
appropriate public interest. Public/private negotiations for fair market
value purchase of private property may be necessary in some
instances.

Adopt-a-Trail Programs

Teaming up with private and non-profit partners is a great way to
involve the community and provide adequate maintenance for a
trail. While the Public Works Department and the Parks and Recreation
Department strive to maintain all their respective trails, community
assistance can be an effective way for a beloved trail to remain in
excellent condition. The Austin Parks Foundation has experienced.a
successful partnership with the City of Austin’s Adopt-a-Park Program.
Keep Austin Beautiful has partnered with the Watershed ProteCtion
Department to offer an Adopt-a-Creek program. The Friends,of Barton
Springs Pool helps improve and maintain the water quality of /Austift’s
famous natural spring. Many organizations like the Ghisalle Foundation
are already helping to maintain Austin’s Urban Trail networkaln 2012,
the non-profit launched its first Clean Sweep event where community
members picked up trash and swept away debris, from*the Lance
Armstrong Bikeway. These kinds of partnerships{provide an excellent
service for the City and the community.

Outreach and Education Opportuniti€s

The Urban Trails Program should team with local bicycle, pedestrian
and environmental advocacy groups to help spread awareness of
these alternative forms of trarspertation and appreciation of the
outdoors. Encouraging people to walk or educating people about
bicycle repair can help growsa culture of not driving. An important
step to promoting Urban Trails in Austin is informing people of these
options and allowing'peaple to feel comfortable with these new
options through_education and allaying negative perceptions of
walking or bicycling. Several organizations in Austin focus on bicycle
advocacy, including Bike Austin, the Ghisallo Foundation, Bike

Texas and YellewBike while organizations such as Walk Austin and
the Ametican Disabled for Attendant Programs Today (ADAPT) are
dedicatediopedestrian advocacy. Environmental groups such as
the Austin Heritage Tree Foundation, the Sierra Club, the Hill Country
Conservancy, the S.0.S Alliance, and the Friends of Barton Springs
help spread an appreciation of the outdoors through preservation
and restoration. During the public outreach process and Boards and
Commissions hearings several Austinites spoke in favor of building more
Urban Trails because they connect them to the natural environment
and enable them to appreciate the outdoors in an easy, convenient
way. There was also an equally proactive representation from
stakeholders for careful and considerate design of trails that would
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Live Performance Measure

This bicycle counter in
downtown San Francisco
displays live bicycle counts
for the adjacent cycle track
as well as the annual number
of bicyclists to-date. This
live performance measure

is a great way to engage the
community and encourage
more people to ride.



Construction on the
Boardwalk Trail at Lady
Bird Lake in March 2013.

protect and preserve the natural environment much as possible.

How A TrRAIL BEcOMES A TRAIL
Implementation of an Urban Trail is based on:

¢ Funding
¢ Environmental Constraints

¢+ Stakeholder/resident input

Preliminary Engineering Report (PER)

Following the selection of the UrbansTrail con€eptual alignment, there
is a data collection process including field surveys and feasibility of
construction called a Preliminasy"Engineering Report (PER). Thorough
environmental and cultural réviews will'be executed and are required
for all Federally funded projects’and for locally funded projects as
needed. Often, the Citymof AustinPuses contractors or subcontractors
to complete this wortk: This work is completed as part of the Preliminary
Engineering Report. TRe/PER process evaluates all the environmental
constraints of thé cortidonincluding: topography, drainage, various
soil types, tree canopy, wildlife habitat, floodplain, surrounding land
uses, location ofwtilities, and property ownership, amongst other
elements:if an environmental constraint is present the project staff will
analyze different possibilities ranging from alternative routes to a no-
buijld option. The entire length of the corridor will be reviewed by the
\Watershed Protection Department and Planning and Development
Review to ensure the environmental constraints are accurately
recorded before any design process begins.

RER and Public Input

The City of Austin will hold one Open House at the initiation of the PER,
and another after the PER has almost been completed. In addition to
these Open Houses, staff will collect feedback electronically, by mall,
or by telephone. Addittoral-OperHousesmay-oceur-asreeded-
Additional public meetings shall be held with communities of interest
and registered neighborhoods organizations within 500 feet from areas
that are part of the proposed trail corridor. During the PER process,
the public will be invited to provide feedback about the proposed
alignment(s), voice any concerns, and help identify any potential
access points. Once the PER process is complete, a preferred
alignment for the trail is developed based on the environmental
constraints, including the presence of critical environmental features
or endangered species, and public input.
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Urban Trail Implementation Plan Diagram

- -
Design and Review

Design of Urban Trails (UTs) will be reviewed and approved by the
Planning and Development Review, Watershed Protection, Public
Works, Parks and Recreation an@dother departments as necessary.
The UTMP recognizes the needte provide superior protection of our
water resources. To that epd, if amUrban Trail must enter the inner
half of a Critical Water Q@alitypZone, all appropriate City of Austin
Boards and Commissions Will'be briefed prior to finalizing the design

of such a trail. Trails within, théyErosion Hazard Zone require inclusion

of protective works. Removal of Heritage Trees and protected trees
require approyval by the Planning and Development Review and Land

Use Comm|55|on #—m*&ibmﬁnaﬂ-see@a-emnet-meei-ﬂmm

an-d-eem-mﬁmeﬁ- Upon completlon of 30% de5|gn Urban Trail projects
will brief t ironmental Board and any other appropriate boards
and commissions. Subsequent briefings will be provided as requested.
See Table 5.2 for an illustration of environmental procedures that

may be initiated with the design of an Urban Trail. Any Urban Trail
design that cannot meet minimum standards or policies as provided
by the City of Austin Code and those Urban Trail Projects seeking an
administrative variance will brief the Environmental Board and any
other appropriate board and/or commission prior to finalizing design.
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Construction
The trail then goes into the process of design and developing
construction documents. From there, it then proceeds to the bidding
stage for construction, and once a contractor is selected, construction
of the trail begins. Qualified construction inspectors are required for alll
construction projects.

lack of neighborhood or stakehold
available funding. Due to the hig
maintenance of Urban Trails, the

stin will prioritize those
support, are cost effective,
and serve the most potential 't . Finally, the City will continue to
add to the annually updated Capital Improvement Project (CIP) list of
short- and long-term Trail improvements based on this plan. This

Table 5.2 illustrates how some environmental pr hind the Urban Trail planning and design process.

administrativ,
findings of f@ct are the following two questions.

1.Forap in the Barton Springs Zone, the granting of the variance will

result in.wat uality that is at least equal to the water quality achievable
Critical witho nce.
Environmental nce(s) from Section 25-8-281, which are indicated above, the 25-8-281
Feature osed protective measures proposed with the variance will preserve alll

A€teristics of the critical environmental feature at least equal to the water
ality and quantity and achievable without the variance.

f the administrative variance is not provided, a commission variance may be
sought.

Administrative Variances are allowed for (does not apply to Save our Springs
Initiative nor within 500 feet of the shoreline of Lake Austin):

sl WaE) eHard surfaced trails located closer to the creek than allowed under 25-8-261

Quality Zone e

If the administrative variance is not provided, a commission variance may be
sought
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Critical Water
Quality Zone

Cut/fill
greater

than 4’ or 8
’(depending
on
watershed)

Erosion
Hazard Zone

In all watersheds, development is prohibited in a critical water quality zone
except as provided in this Division. Development allowed in the critical water
quality zone under this Division shall be re-vegetated and restored within the
limits of construction as prescribed by the Environmental Criteria Manual.

(3) A hard surfaced trail that does not cross the critical water quality zone
may be located within the critical water quality zone only if:
(a) designed in accordance with the Environmental Criteria Manual;
(b) located outside the erosion hazard zone unless protective waorks are
provided as prescribed in the Drainage Criteria Manual;
(c) limited to 12 feet in width unless a wider trail is designated‘in, the:Urban Trails
Master Plan adopted by Council;
(d) located not less than 25 feet from the centerline of a waterwayif within an
urban watershed and not crossing the Critical WaterQualitysZone; and
(e) located not less than 50 feet from the centerling of aaminor waterway, 100
feet from the centerline of an intermediate waterway; and#l50 feet from the
centerline of a major waterway if within a watérshed ethér than an urban
watershed and not crossing the Critical Water Quality Zone.

Cut and fill may not exceed 4 fegt injdepth except for in urban
watersheds

An administrative variancé may Be granted for cut and fill up to 8

feet in depth in suburban watershieds. To qualify for the administrative
variance, the cut ordill shall not be located on a lope with a gradient of
more than 15 percenf@r within 100 feet of a classified waterway

An Erosion #MazardiZone analysis is required for development within 100
feet of the centerline of a waterway with a drainage area of 64 acres
or greater

Develppment must be located outside of the Erosion Hazard Zone,

< unless protective works are provided as prescribed in the DCM

CIP list will reflegt the highest priority projects for each fiscal year into

the future.

TRAIL MAINTENANCE

The Public Works Department (PWD) will be responsible for maintaining
the surface, bridges, shoulders, and trees along all Urban Trails.

The PWD is working internally with the Parks Department and the
Watershed Protection Department to develop a city-wide agreement
that will address all future Urban Trails. Currently, these maintenance
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agreements occur on a project -by- project basis. Citizens and users
should be notfified that if maintenance is needed, the Austin

3-1-1 System wiill take requests for maintenance. Such requests will be
considered within 10 working days.

Safety and Security

The Urban Trails Program is working closely with the RParks'and
Recreation Department as well as Emergency Sefvices taygeocode
all trails and create a system that will be uploaded o the City’s 9-1-1
System. Ideally, this will include appropriate signage and emergency
information for all users of the Trails.

For more information on Urban Trail mainterance and security please
see Appendix A Urban Trail Maintehange.

CONCLUSION

The Austin Urban Trails Master Plan is a living document and should
be updated ideally everyifive yedrs to assess progress, identify new
opportunities, and re-evaluate goals and priorities. The citizens of
Austin have expressed interest and support for an accelerated
implementation of the priority actions of this plan. Honoring this
interest, an annual review of implementation successes over the
preceding’year willlbe conducted as part of the Public Works
Department performance measures report. This may include
number of miles of Urban Trails built, total costs associated with
thefdevelopment, sources of financing, number of frail or on-street
conneetions made, and ridership counts. In addition, an action plan
forsthe following year should also be developed and proposed for
inclusion in the annual Capital Improvements Program (CIP).

Urban Trails are a necessary component to an efficient fransportation
system. Having a connected network of well designed Urban Trails
will enable access to these modes of transportation by allowing more
choices in how citizens of Austin get around the City.

The Urban Trails Master Plan guides City leaders and staff to develop
and enhance safe and adequate infrastructure for walking and
bicycling in Austin. The plan was developed through extensive
engagement with the citizens of Austin, key stakeholders, and City
staff from various departments; and that input helps make it a feasible
and achievable plan for bicycling and walking.

This plan recognizes the demand for providing alternative
transportation modes, and that the best cities must offer their residents
a variety of choices as to how to get around. Interest in walking and
bicycling, both for fun and to get to key destinations, is growing. This
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plan will further contribute to Austin being a premier city in which to
ride a bicycle, walk and live.

&
&
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APPENDIX A

TRAIL DESIGN CRITERIA

The intent of the Urban Trail Program is to work with internal and
external stakeholders to draft a Trail Criteria Manual that wi
through the City of Austin Rule Posting Process (Chapter 1-2/of the City
Code). The TCM is expected to be complete one year
of the Urban Trails Master Plan. About six months will
the draft manual and it typically takes six month s posting
process. Amongst other trail design criteria it wi '
criteria to address erosion and steep slopes jon and

protection of trees and vegetation, appropriateiraill distance from

creeks, trail construction footprints, an aintenance.

w

The Trail Design Criteria describes ndards of the Urban Trails
Master Plan and serves as a pla
i to 11 sections: Urban Trails in
Austin, Elements of Urban Trall'® Designing with Nature, Bridges
and Underpasses, Lighting iiheads and Access Points, Features

Primary natione es for trail standards and design guidelines
include The/Ame Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials (AAS e National Association of City Transportation
Officials ( O), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the
Instif@te of Tramsportation Engineers (ITE) and City of Austin adopted
ordi ces and policies. This plan considers recommendations set

orth by‘these entities and supports the use of these resources for trail
standards and design guidelines.

Urban Trails Master Plan utilizes these resources:
. AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, 2012

* NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide, 2011 and Urban Street
Design Guide, 2013

. ITE Designing Urban Walkable Thoroughfares, 2010
* TMUTCD (Texas Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices)

. FHWA Memorandum on Guidance: Bicycle and Pedestrian
Facility Design Flexibility, 2013

¢  ADAAG (Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines)

. TTl (Texas Transportation Institute)
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. TxDOT (Texas Department of Transportation)

. U.S. Department of Transportation

¢  TAS (Texas Accessibility Standards)

. City of Austin Transportation Criteria Manual

+ City of Austin Environmental Criteria Manual

. City of Austin Land Development Code

* City of Austin Watershed Protection Ordinance

. City of Austin Protected and Heritage Tree Ordinance

¢ The United States Access Board: Final Guidelines f

Developed Areas
@ in, a range of
design standards should be developed to a jodate different
conditions and needs. Creating a range offdesign standards takes
into account the many constraints and pat ies of varying trail
settings. This flexible approach to trail igNtaipds to maintain superior
standards by taking a context-sensifi proach to design.

To guide the future development of Urban Trall

URBAN TRAILS IN AUSTIN
The Austin Urban Trail desi
experience for walkers, |
bicycle commuters
kids on razor scooter

aims to,provide a comfortable

, wheel chair users, people with strollers,
ed road bicycles, mountain bikers and

e over arching design principles consider

Looking East
from the Lance
Armstrong
Bikeway just
east of the
Pfluger Bridge
extension
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safety, accessibility, connectivity, environmental protection, and
user experience. The Austin Urban Trail Master Plan will meet AASHTO
standards for design elements including slope, grade, clearance and
sight distance.

At the public meetings
that took place in
November 2013 -
February 2014, Austinites

ELEMENTS oF URBAN TRAIL DESIGN
Standard Urban Trail Width
The width of a trail significantly impacts the aceémmiodafion

expressed that widening . ) .
Y gt capacity, safety, comfort and experience of&eo ail. Narrow
y

trails may create dangerous situations whe ifferent trail
users traveling at various speeds try to use the sa space and pass
each other. There have been report isi
in cities around the country beca
use areas that have resulted in inju
Master Plan aims to provide vironment for all users and
emphasizes the significance idth for user safety. Wider trails
are necessary to safely acco odate a wide range of trail users.
Urban Trails in Austin a ommended to be a 12’ wide hard surface
path to accommodate a'variety of trail users simultaneously without

walker is ap % rom the opposite side. In areas where a higher
amount oth pedestrians and bicyclists are anticipated, a dual
track desi ith a width of up to 18’ should be considered. While
the recommended trail width is 12 feet, Urban Trails will be designed
xtually and may be less than 12’ where appropriate. For Urban
ted closer to a waterway than allowable by LDC 25-8-261,
theemaximum width of a concrete trail shall be 12 feet.

important actions for
improving Urban Trails.

s between trail users
ofmarrower trail widths in high-

ultaneously, a third trail user such as a

Dual Track Urban Tralil

A dual track is a separated trail with designated pedestrian
use on one side and bicyclists on the other side. This type of
trail is appropriate where high volume of both pedestrians
and wheeled users is expected. It can provide a safer
accommodation of high-volume traffic by reducing user
conflicts, allowing bicyclists to travel at higher speeds and
allowing pedestrians to stop and enjoy many viewing points.
Dual track trails can be particularly safe and convenient

on trails where there are many scenic overviews, steep hills
which cause bicyclists to pick up speed, turns which reduce
sight lines, or along busy roadways in which noise pollution
makes communication between users difficult. The trail sides
should be well marked with bicycle and pedestrian symbols
and there should be a physical separation between the two
sides. This separation may be a painted or thermoplastic
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Example of an ideal Dual
Track Urban Trail



stripe and/or a buffer area, a concrete barrier, landscaping or a
gradient difference.

Surface Material

The preferred surface material for an Urban Trail is asphalt.

Asphalt provides an all-weather, smooth, hard surface that can
accommodate a wide range of users from bicycle commuters on
thin-tired road bicycles to a parent with a stroller. Asphalt affords
many advantages as a trail surface material, notably lower initial costs
than other hard surface materials. It is also the preferred hard surface
material by runners because it is softer than concrete. Finally, asphalt
trails may include a concrete ribbon on each side to extend the lepgth
of the maintenance cycle and minimize erosion. Asphalt shall net be
used for Urban Trails located closer to a waterway than allowaﬁ
LDC 25-8-261.

Another recommended surface for Urban Trails is concretesConcrete
makes a good Urban Trail material because, like asphalt, it'@ffers an
all-weather, smooth, hard surface. While it has higherinitial costs, the
longevity and durability of concrete make it veryycosteetficient in the
end. Reinforced concrete trails can last arogndy20years with very little
maintenance. In the case of the Boardwalk Trail at Lady Bird Lake,
concrete was chosen because of its ddrability, lang life span, ability to
withstand the occasional flood and<esistence to slipping.

Asphalt and concrete surface trails are recommended to
accommodate a wide variety ofrecreational and transportation

uses. The Urban Trails Master Plan dees not recommend decomposed
granite (DG) as an UrbafyJrail’surface material. While DG offers a
pleasant aesthetic appeal; it has many disadvantages. The material
does not accommodatemmulti-use transportation/recreation; small-
wheeled users like,skateboarders or thin-tired bicyclists cannot

easily or safely'ride on this material. It also assumes excessively

high maintenanee costs, averaging about three times the cost of
concreteftrailimaiptenance. Though DG is a semi-pervious surface it
does nohoffer significant advantages for drainage or water runoff. It
also presents.a serious problem for storm water infrastructure as the
material gets washed away with rain, clogging storm water drains and
requiring frequent maintenance. Until better management techniques
or material composition for decomposed granite arise the Urban

Trails Master Plan does not recommend DG as an Urban Trail surface
material.

Other pervious trail materials such as porous asphalt or concrete
are not currently recommended because of exceptionally high
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Asphalt

Advantages:

e All-weather, smooth,
hard'surface,

= loewenconstruction
costsithan concrete,
and

= Softer surface than
concrete, hence
preferred by runners

Disadvantages:

e Less durable than
concrete thus
will incur higher
maintenance costs,

Concrete

Advantages:

= All-weather, smooth,
hard surface,

= Long life span, and

< Low maintenance
makes it very cost-
efficient

Disadvantages:

= High initial cost

Decomposed Granite

Advantages:

= Aesthetic appeal

= Preferred by some
walkers/joggers

Disadvantages:

e Doesnot
accommodate multi-
use,

= High cost of
maintenance, and

e Problem for storm
water drainage



Table A.1 Summary of Urban Trail De

Standard Width

Standard sh@‘

Vertical CIearaV

Maximum Cross Slope

Surface

Maximum Grade
Design Speed

Minimum Distance
from Roadway

maintenance cost and upkeep. When the material and application
become more feasible for the Public Works Department to maintain, it
will then be considered as a potential trail surface material.

The American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials (AASHTO) Guide as well as the City’s Transportatien Criteria
Manual provides standards for design elements incladingishoulder
width, clearance, cross slope, grade and stopping sight'distance.
These standards ensure trail safety and can providefan accessible,
comfortable Urban Trail experience without, User conflict.

¢

)
Austin Trail
Y 4

Vertical clearance - A vertical clear zone of'ten feet (10’) is
preferred. In limited conditions,. an absolute minimum distance of
eight feet (8') may be consideredfor short distances, but should
be clearly marked so it can beiséen at night.

Curvature - Curves in thé Urban Trails should be gentle and should
follow minimums established for the design speed. Guidance

for the design of herizontal and vertical curves provided in the
AASHTO Guidelines should be followed. These vary based on the
design speed andqradient of the facility.

Corridor width - The overall corridor width should be at least
20’ wide to.allow for a minimum of 5’ of clearance between

Considerations

ZS

Dual Track Urban
Trail

10’ for bicyclist side

12’ 5’ for pedestrian
side
Asphalt Asphalt
o 2’ recommen(_jed
user separation
10’ 10’
2% 8% for bicyclist side
5% 5%
18mph 3mph - 30mph
5’ 5"
City of Austin

adjacent features and either
side of the Urban Trail. The edge
of the urban trail should be at
least 2" away from adjacent
trees or landscaping.

¢ Pavement type and thickness
- Urban Trail design should
conform to established design
standards, including the City of
Austin Transportation Criteria
Manual, and consider soil type
and usage characteristics.

The National Cooperative Soil
Survey provides soil data on
nearly all of the counties in the
nation. In areas where uplifting
by tree roots is anticipated,

a thicker pavement depth of
6” or greater, sand bridging,
root barriers or additional steel
reinforcing are recommended
to increase the durability of
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the Urban Trail. Where maintenance vehicles are anticipated to
drive on the Urban Trail, thicker pavement and/or deeper edge

footings should be considered.

. Fencing/Railing - AASHTO recommends a railing height on stand-
alone structures between 42” and 48”. In cases where the bridge
crosses a roadway, a high protective fence of 72” - 96” may be
considered, according to the Rails to Trails Conservancy bridge

design standards.

. Retaining walls — These may be necessary for trails with steep
slopes and may consist of stone, concrete or masonry.

. Obstructions — These may include bollards placed at the entrance
of a trail. The purpose of obstructions is to enhance the safety
and integrity of the trail by keeping motorized vehicles-eff the
trails. Bollards may also serve as an effective wayfinding/tacti€, as

described later in Signage and Wayfinding.

. Pavement Markings — These will enhance saféety;and provide
an effective method of communication to‘trailisers. They
can communicate two-way trail traffic with a'dashed yellow
centerline, direction of traffic with arrews, and pedestrian and

bicycilist trail sides with respective symbol markings.

Typical Trail Type Cost Estimates

Trail costs vary considerably based on a wide range
of construction needs, including the type of material
used for the trail, the number of bridges or drainage
crossings that are required, the need for retaining
walls or other protective works and the type of
amenities that are includedhin each trail segment.

DesiGNINe=lRAILS WITH NATURE

One of the goals of the Urban Trails Master Plan

is to ensure,enyvironmental sustainability. The plan
will comply with the new Watershed Protection
Ordinance, the Heritage Tree and Protected Tree
Ordinances, the Environmental Criteria Manual,
and the Sustainable Plan Award-winning Imagine
Austin. Vegetation and tree plantings should follow
the Environmental Criteria Manual recommendations
for local and low-maintenance species listings.
During Urban Trail design and scoping, the project
arborist will review the proposed trail alignment to
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Note on Environmental and Public Health

Due to the environmental and public
health risks the City of Austin’s City Council
voted unanimously in 2007 to ban the sale
and use of coal tar containing pavement
sealants in the city and its ETJ. Coal-tar
sealcoat is a product commonly used on
asphalt pavement to protect and beautify
the surface. It is widely recognized as
potent source of polycyclic hydrocarbons
(PAHs) and a carcinogen. New studies
reveal that living adjacent to a coal-

tar sealed pavement is associated with
significant increases in cancer risk and that
children are particularly vulnerable.!

1. USGS. 2013. “You’re Standing on It! Health Risks of
Coal-Tar Pavement Sealcoat.” http://www.usgs.gov/
blogs/features/usgs_top_story/youre-standing-on-it-
health-risks-of-coal-tar-pavement-sealcoat/



“Our urban forest
encompasses the trees
and vegetation, publicly
and privately owned,
within Austin’s urban
area. We receive an
estimated $10.7 million
in social, economic and
environmental benefits
each year. To get the

benefits that trees bring
to our city, they need

to remain healthy and
properly maintained,

to provide us with all of
these benefits year after
year.”

- Austin Urban Forestry
Newsletter

Sand Bridging Rendering

determine which trees should receive treatment as defined in Section
3.5.4 and Appendix P-6 of the City of Austin Environmental Criteria
Manual, “Special Construction Techniques,” and “Remedial Tree Care
Notes Aeration and Supplemental Nutrient Requirements for Trees
within Construction Areas.” Preference will be given to native trees
with potential to provide significant future trail shading. &nolly,
“impacted” frees will be defined as, “public Treesg% d frees
whose critical root zone is within the grading fO(yrirE o trail.

Tree preservation and plantings are importantito trailsdoecause they
provide shade and respite from the sun. One ofthe biggest deterrents
of trail use in Austin is the hot weather, s shade offers a huge benefit.
Within Urban Trail work areas all healthy heritage trees and native
protected trees shall be preservec‘ Aac:‘ts to their root zones shall
be prevented or minimized if u o ty Trail alignments should
avoid critical root zones of these trees and be reviewed by an arborist.
Urban Trails can also improve ea@nditions for trees through design by
nature techniques. This can include manipulating drainage to lead

to a tree-covered area and maintaining natural drainage for trees.
Additionally, during Utban Trail construction, appropriate care will be
taken to protecig@i@,water existing trees located up to 15’ from the
trail centerline.(Urban irail work areas shall be restored by planting site
appropriaternative plants. (CAG Recommendation) Project budgets
shall inclu@e appropriate freatment for trees given Appendix P-6 of the
Environme Criteria Manual “Remedial Tree Care Notes Aeration
an@pplemsntal Nutrient Requirements for Trees within Construction

A N

Urban Trails will include appropriate green
infrastructure such as vegetated filter strips,
infiltration areas, and directed sheet flows

to contribute to sustainable vegetation
management. (Urban Forestry Board
Recommendation). Urban Trails should promote
the sheet flow of stormwater runoff and maintain
natural drainage paths whenever possible
through design considerations like trail location,
grade, and cross slope.

Some Urban Trails may have more scenic
quallities, and as such may vary in their

design to acknowledge those qualities. The
development of all trails in greenbelts will have to
be coordinated with the Watershed Protection
Department and the Parks and Recreation
Departments and adhere to their policies. For
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Urban Trails that will be located in environmentally sensitive areas,
several measures are recommended to minimize the impact of the
trail and trail users on the area:

+ The riparian setback should be as wide as possible: 30° to 50’ is
recommended,

¢  Slope the trail away from the waterway Table A.3 Gent@ndards

+ Include appropriate green infrastructure such

as rain gardens, vegetated filter strips, and pecte

directed sheet flows to manage stormwater

and contribute to sustainable vegetation Vertical
management CIeW\‘

¢  Maintain natural drainage ‘awj

. Limit vegetation removal and preserve/ plant
additional trees or vegetation as close to the trail as possible,

. Support the retention of existing frees over rémaoval and
mitigation practices,

. Incorporate smaller curve radii to preServe the scenic qualities of
the corridor,

. Locate the trail outside the 100-year floodplain wherever possible,

. Use the trail as an opportunity to restore and enhance the
waterway or environmehntally sensitive area.

Sand Bridging

This is a relatively newitechnique that the City utilizes which helps
preserve existingstrees'@long a trail. The sand bridging technique
lowers impacis to root zones, eliminating the need for removal

and mitigation‘and thus preserving trees as close as possible to the
alignment of the Tiail. Instead of excavating the ground for trail
construction, sand is used to build up the site and the trail is then
placed on‘tep, and hand digging is done when necessary. By utilizing
this technique, no compaction takes place in areas within the critical
root zone. The schematic diagram shown on the previous page
illustrates a detail of sand bridging that was recently done for the
Shoal Creek Restoration project.

PEDESTRIAN BRIDGES AND UNDERPASSES
Pedestrian bridges and underpasses provide access across barriers
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‘w minimum

10’ minimum

427 - 48” minimum

Underpass along the
Southern Walnut Creek Trail



Benefits of lighting:
Nighttime visibility
Extends hours of
Urban Trail use

Sense of security
Orientation
Creates beautiful
public space

qhe CAG recom
arfificial nig
should be

corridors and other less/
underdeveloped areas.
Any essential lights for
safety that are left on

all night should be red
wavelength and shielded
to minimize disturbance.

L J

~

that would otherwise hinder connectivity of a trail system.

From a user’s perspective, bridges should be at least one to two feet
wider than the trail on each side. This allows pedestrians to,stop and
view the adjacent scenery without obstructing the trail. Any bridge that
is specifically designated for bicycle traffic must have i
for bicyclists. When designing a trail across a high
bridge that goes over a body of water or major ilings should
be tall enough to prevent a bicyclist from fallin the side in case of
a collision. The design should also consider si

’-48” depending
on the site location. Bridge approach an'should not exceed 5%

Bridges should accommodate mai e vehicles if necessary.
-year floodplain. Footings
e stream channel at the top
should not constrict the floodway. All
stream corridor will need to be designed
by a registered geo r structural engineer. Cost, design and
ility will dictate which structure is best for the
ge cannot be located outside of the 100 year

environmental ce 5
trail corridor. If @

of land constrictions, a low water crossing can be
n alternative.

bridges and footings.i

floodplain béc
considered a:

Underpasses provide a more direct route to go under a busy street or
r crossing. Underpasses should be well lit and attractive, and

ost ofiall provide a sense of security for the user. A clearance of 10’ is
preferred, with 8’ as a minimum.

IGHTING

As the Urban Trail network in Austin expands and aims fo serve
transportation needs as well as recreational purposes, lighting should
be considered along certain trails and urban segments where not
already provided. Installing lighting along certain trails allows users to
access them safely and conveniently by enhancing nighttime visibility,
orientation and a sense of security. Lighting will promote evening use,
permitting the flexibility necessary to accommodate a wide variety of
users.

The type of lighting installed along trails should consider the scale of its
users, as well as the urban and natural surroundings. Appropriate lighting
techniques for pedestrians and bicyclists includes lower-level human-
scale lighting at a lower height, as opposed to higher and brighter
roadway luminaires which are effective for automobile fraffic but create
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shadows that make it difficult for pedestrians and bicyclists to see well.

Successful lighting techniques can provide more than just better
nighttime visibility and a sense of security, they can help create a
sense of place as well. Low-level, landscape lighting can create
beautiful, engaging public spaces and help make the Urban Trails

a destination themselves. Examples include the provision of lights in
bollards, along fences or railings, and along the trail surface. This style
of lighting should be considered at trailheads and along high use trail
segments or intersections where feasible.

AASHTO provides guidelines for lighting at the pedestrian scale.
Average horizontal illumination levels should be 0.5 to 2-foot
candles (5 to 22 lux) and placement of luminaries should be able
to accommodate this standard. This standard may be different
dependent on levels of evening trail use and should be gonsidered

contextually, on a trail-by-trail basis. The height of luminaites’canrange

from ground level landscape lighting to light posts no tallerthan 15

feet. All lighting must comply with the International Dark Sky Ordinance

(as outlined in § 25-10-152 of the City of Austin Cadg’)

Trail lighting is recommended at the following locations:

. Under vehicular bridges, underpasses, tunnéls or locations with
limited visibility,

. Along bridges used by bicy€les andypedestrians,

. Along urban routes or trail segments where frequent evening or
nighttime use is anticipated,

¢ On routes that are within 1/4 mile from Metro rail transit stations,

+ Along high use portions of trails that lead to areas with frequent
evening events (ex@dmple — Butler Trail segments near Auditorium
Shores),

¢ On routesthat are within areas having a residential density
gregater thanyl 0,000 residents per square mile (e.g. Downtown
Austin),

. At traillintersections with roadways or driveways where crossing is

required, and
. At major trail entrances.

Other factors to consider when planning lighting elements for an Urban

Trail include:

+ Limit lighting in natural and undeveloped areas to mitigate
environmental disturbance,
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Over 85% of participants
of the Online Your Path
survey responded that
they use the trails in the
evening.

Participants'of the
intercept survey marked
“add lighting for evening
use along some sections
of the trail” as the second
most important potential
improvement that could
be made to the trails in
Austin.



Example ofa trailhead

. Consider timed lighting for commuting (e.g. evening and early
dawn),

. Acknowledge that lighting invites nighttime and evening use (but
embrace this use), and

. Include sighage or information for trail users to calll811 in case a
light is out or damaged

. Artificial nighttime lighting should be turned6ff aftencurfew
along riparian corridors and other less/undeveloped areas. Any
essential lights for safety that are left on‘all night_ should be Dark
Sky compliant.

It would be impossible and superfluods to previde lighting for the
entirety of the Urban Trails network{ Certain trails may be very popular
day attractions but not necessarily used at night. Other routes may
be used around the clock as@ safe, pleasant way for non-motorized
users to get around the City. TheSe rotUtes can be identified using travel
data, popular evening destinations, residential density, and local
knowledge. Some routes traverse environmentally sensitive areas like
creeks and should aveid/might lighting in order to not disturb wildlife.
During, the Urban Trail stakeholder sessions, the CAG
suggested using shielded, red wavelength nightime
lighting to mitigate wildlife disturbance. All night lighting
should meet International Dark Sky standards. This plan
supports these suggestions.

Lighting Maintenance:
Advances in technology have made lighting very
affordable. However, maintaining the trails will only
become more taxing as the network expands. Street
lighting or other sources may provide adequate
lighting. This should be taken into account when lighting
a trail segment is considered. It is important for the
City and trail users to have a clear understanding of
who to contact when a light is out or damaged. Tralil
users should be encouraged to use the 311 system to
alert the City about maintenance issues, and the 311
Ambassadors should be trained to take trail related
calls to ensure the proper responsiveness. Furthermore,
311 information should be included along the trail whether it is
communicated on light poles, stand alone signage or kiosks located
at trailheads.

Trail Curfew - An important consideration that may impact lighting
Urban Trails is the operating hours imposed by the City. As of May 3,
2014 a new trail curfew of 12 midnight to 5:00 AM has been approved
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for Johnson Creek Trail, Shoal Creek Trail from 15th Street to Cesar Signs can inform trail

Chavez Street, and the Ann and Roy Butler Trail from the Boardwalk users of:

trailhead on International shores to the Pfluger Bridge. However, Location

other Austin parks are typically open from 5:00 AM to 10:00 PM. It is Orientation
important to monitor what type of curfew is appropriate on certain Dista ‘ce and
Urban Trails. For example, the San Antonio Greenway Trails have travalime

hours of “sunrise to sunset.” In that case, the curfew can be a serious Sp *ea
hindrance to a commuter who begins his trip at 6:00 AM before the Sal ty and alerts
sun rises, or during the winter months when the sun sets at 5:30 PM. Trail etiquette

For the Urban Trail network in Austin to be a useful component of the
Active Transportation Network, it is important to have flexible hours
of operation. The Public Works Department is currently coordinati

Protection Department, and Parks & Recreation Department

with Austin Police Department, Transportation Department, Watershe
curfew issues. 2

TRAILHEADS AND AcCESs POINTS
It is important that Urban Trails possess
a high level of accessibility. Since
they are designed with a wide range
of users in mind, from recreational

to work commuters, a high number
of access points is desired to
accommodate diverse trail use.
way Austinites can use the trai
long bicycle rides, taking th
out in the morning or runni

More access points an
increase a sense of se€

the nearby on-street transportation
network, transit stops, bike share
stations and points of interest. Access
points should provide adequate
signage and wayfinding regarding
the 3 D’s: direction, distance and
destination.

Trail amenities like drinking fountains serve basic needs.
Others, like the bench pictured in the top right or the low-level
pedestrian lighting pictured in the bottom left, can be functional
and create a unique place.
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Photo source: walkyourcity.org

Walk Raleigh
A remarkable example
of citizen activism, Walk

Raleigh began in 2012 and

aimed to communicate
alternative transportation
choices for people in the
central Raleigh area. The
goal of the project was
to encourage people to
walk when they would
have otherwise driven
by disclosing the short
amount of time it would
take to walk to various
popular destinations. This
project effectively used

wayfinding fo alter people’s

transportation behavior
and their perception of
distance. Walk'Raleigh
has since evglved into

Walk [Your City}, am online
platform encouraging smart

and accessible bicycle

and pedestrian wayfinding.

A Walk Austin group was
created in 2013.

) &

Major trailheads can be spaced 1/2 mile or farther apart. Placement
should consider on-street transportation systems like bike lanes,
transit stops and bike share stations. Traillhead design should include
maps and signage that are informative while being visually easy to

understand. Within the allowable area as defined by LDC 25-8-261, if
site conditions permit, trail access points shall not be cl than one
mile apart and trailheads shall not be closer than iles toraccess

points. The number of low water crossings shall m‘imm@d to avoid
impacts to the creek. Existing infrastructure sh se}j if available
and appropriate. \

Two general types of trailheads includes
. Access to frail from adjacent stréets orrails, and
. Access to trail from parks.

Trailhead features may include:

Trash receptacles and dogfwaste pick-up stations,
Benches or other trail furniture,

Bicycle parking,

Information kioskywhererappropriate

Trail map ineludingia “You are here” orientation, and
Landscaping.

* & & & o o

Connectifig tosthe City's utility lines may be difficult in some cases.
Therefore, recommendations from this plan for prioritized locations
of lighting for trails should be considered during the design and
construction of trails. Alternative designs for toilets, like composting
toilets ogportable toilets, should be considered when necessary.

inal determination regarding access points will be decided in
oordination with the Watershed Protection Department and
emergency services departments to allow for appropriate ingress and
egress. Per § 25-8-262 of the LDC, multi-use trails may cross a CWQZ of
any waterway.

FEATURES AND AMENITIES

In order for the trails system to be a successful community amenity, the
trails should appeal to a wide variety of users including both the elderly
and young children. These groups will use the trail more often if the
trails are designed to provide a high level of user convenience and
the appropriate amenities are provided. Within the allowable area as
defined by LDC 25-8-261, trailhead amenities (such as restrooms, art,
etc.) shall be kept at a minimum.

Recommended trail amenities include:
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What is wayfinding?

Drinking Fountains provide drinking water for people (and pets in some The term wayfinding

cases). was introduced in one
of the most influential

Bicycle Parking Racks allow trail users to safely park their bicycles urban planning and

if they wish to stop along the way, particularly at parks and other
desirable destinations.

Art Installations make a trail system uniquely distinct. Many trail art nch investigated the
installations are functional as well as aesthetic, as they may provide \ ept of memory
shade, and places to sit or play. Austin’s Art in Public Places Program d experience in
teams with artists on CIP-funded trail projects. This collaboration is ‘urban environments,
further described in the “Creating Whimsy” section later in this chapter. I noting how people use

l[andmarks to orient

Restrooms shall be ADA accessible and are appropriate atsmnajér themselves in space
trailheads or if previously existing in City parks along the ifail route. and identify locations.
He described
Pedestrian-scale Lighting improves safety by enhancing night-time wayfinding as “a
visibility and the perception of security. Light fixtufes should be consistent use and
designed at the pedestrian or bicyclist scale. High-use“trails will be organization of definite
given priority lighting. Solar-powered lightingShauldhbe considered sensory cues from the
where feasible. external environment.”

Trail Furniture such as benches at key'restareas and viewpoints
encourages people of all ages to use the trail by ensuring that they
have a place to rest along the way. Benehes can be simple (e.g.
wood slats) or more ornate (€.g.stone, wrought iron, or

concrete).

Maps and Directional,.Signage allow users to navigate the
trail system. Informationkiesks with maps at trailheads

and wayfinding signs thfoughout can provide enough
information for'someone to use the trail system with little
introduction. A'géntralinformation installation at trailheads
and maijef crassro@ds also helps users find their way and
acknowledgesithe rules of the trail. The directional signage
should be ADA accessible and may include features for
those with limited sight or other visual impairments, identify
accessible routes, and impart a unique theme so trail users
know which trail they are following and where it goes.

The green tipped bollards in Copenhagen
provide great cohesion and recognizability
that there is a trail crossing. These bollards
are at every trail-street intersection and
provide an excellent alternative to standard
signage.

Reference Location Markers or mile markers are an
effective way for trail users to track their location, and they
enhance safety in the event of an emergency. They should
communicate the trail name and reference location

in miles. They may also include a unique identification
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Examples of wayfinding and
signage along various trails
around the State.

number that can be relayed to emergency services personnel.

Information Kiosks provide trail users with information and the rules of
the trail. A legible trail system map with a “You are here” marker is
helpful for orientation. Involving school children, university students,
civic organizations or the Art in Public Places program in the tesearch,
design and construction of these kiosks would be amexcellent
community activity. They are also useful for interpfetive education
about plant and animal life, ecosystems, and lagalistary.

Trash Receptacles and Dog Waste Pick-up Statians are important trail
features that can help keep the trails maintained.” Periodic containers
at access points should be provideds Additienally, dog waste pick-up
bag dispensers should be placed at trailheads and key neighborhood
access points along the route. Signsshould be placed along the tralil
notifying dog owners to pickdp after their dogs.

Shade Pavilions are important taygive trail users a respite from the hot
Texas sun. Shade pavilionsishould include some furniture for trail users
to rest and relax.

Landscaping should consider practical and aesthetic appeal,
including treg'es for shade and native, low-maintenance plants. The City
of Austin Watershed Protection Department and the Environmental
Criteria Manual provide guidance on responsible landscaping
techniques forour climate. Urban Trails under design will be reviewed
by Watershed Protection and Planning Departments to ensure
landscaping for the trails meets current city standards.

Bike Share is a program where users can rent a bicycle at one
location, ride to their destination, and return the bicycle at another
location nearby. Placing bike share stations at key urban trail access
points and trailheads is recommended. This would allow someone to
enjoy an urban trail on a bicycle, or to commute on the urban trails by
bicycle even if they do not own one.

SIGNAGE AND WAYFINDING

Signage and wayfinding represents an important element of a
successful trails network. An effective system will promote safety,
convey useful information, clarify perceptions of distance, provide a
sense of familiarity, offer assurance for first-fime users and attract new
trail users.

Signs can inform trail users of their location relative to the trail network
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and the city around them. Orientation signs
guide trail users in the right direction. Providing
information on the distance and travel time
to other trails or nearby destinations creates
a pleasant, fluid experience for new and
seasoned trail users. Trails that have speed
limits should have signs notifying users of the
speed limit, and should encourage safe and
respectful interactions between users on

the trail. The AASHTO guide recommends

a general design speed of 18mph. Safety
and alert signs can include precautionary
messages about steep terrain, sharp turns or
narrowing of the trail. Trail etiquette signage
may remind users the trail is multi-use with
pedestrian and bicycle icons. They may also

convey “keep |'|ght pass left” etiquette and Shoal Creek Irail*=A scenic route that cuts through the
other appropriate behavior depending on the central City, Shoal Creek has great Signage and Wayflndlng
location. opportunities. Intersections should provide adequate,

legiblessigns to nearby destinations and places of interest.

Many organizations and governmental

entities, including AASHTO and TxDOT, provide basi¢ guidelines for
signage and wayfinding. The Texas Mangal or Uniform Traffic Control
Devices (TMUTCD) discusses shared-usé€ sign@ige standards in Chapter
9B-1 including sign size, mounting height'and placement in relation to
the trail. Yet beyond the rudimentary structural elements of regulatory,
warning and directional sighage are techniques that can have a
significant impact on trail user experience.

The current Urban Trails,netwark in Austin lacks signage and wayfinding.
A well-designed signage dnd wayfinding system can greatly impact
user experience and atfidct new users. One of the goals of the Urban
Trails Master Playt'is to aceommodate recreational needs as well as
transportation needs. Many Austinites who do not currently use the trails
for recreationalipurposes may be unaware of convenient trails nearby.
During theyoublid input process we learned that the maijority of residents
in Austin are‘interested in using an off-street path for recreation and
transportation purposes, which points to a large potential for increased
Urban Trail use in Austin. The signage and wayfinding system should
extend beyond the frails to inform on-street users of nearby off-street
options.

As the on- and off-street Active Transportation Network continues A Little Free Library on
to grow, it is important that the systems complement each other. a neighborhood street in
Adequate signage and wayfinding describing travel options should Atlanta, GA.

include a cohesive, easy-to-replicate design that is easily identified by
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A solar-powered light along
the Lance Armstrong
Bikeway installed by the
AIPP program. This yellow,
water-jet cut metal design
can be found along the
whole path, providing art
and wayfinding.

Active Transportation Network users.

Wayfinding Within and Beyond

An effective wayfinding system will help guide Urban Trail users

and attract passersby. Wayfinding along the trails should consider
navigation within the Urban Trails Network as well as to and from
destinations beyond the trail. Wayfinding signs shoul@yals® alert on-
street users of nearby urban trail facilities. This may increase urban
trail use by offering people in Austin an alternative way to get around
the City. This will enhance the Urban Trails as aymulti-purpose system,
enabling Austinites to navigate through the'trailfnetwork for miles and
allowing others to use the trails as a way,to get to their destinations.

Signage and Wayfinding Best Pracfices:

¢

Uniformity of Design - ThefTranspaortation Department, Public
Works Department, Parks, &Reereation Department, Art in Public
Places program, Downtown Austin Wayfinding Project and non-
governmental stakeholders should work together to create a
streamlined design efawayfinding signs that Urban Trail users can
easily identifymunderstand and navigate the network. Resources
such as thé Downtown Austin Wayfinding Master Plan and
Graphies Manual should be utilized.

Legibility. - The shape and size of the sign, text and icons should
be legible for trail users of all ages, locals and visitors, and should
be easy to understand for English, visually impaired, and non-
English speakers. For important messages conveyed by text
consider including a Spanish translation.

Placement - Signs should be placed at entrances, intersections
and at forks in the trails to inform and guide urban trail users. Such
signage aims to inform users of any and all directional options,
nearby destinations and attractions. This includes assuring the
user how to stay on the current path. AASHTO provides guidelines
about placement distances for signage to avoid clutter.

Safety - Reference location signs, or mile markers, represent an
important safety measure for the Urban Trail system. They provide
a simple, straightforward way of identifying location in case of an
emergency. They also provide a measure of progress for users.

It is important to communicate any unusual or upcoming trail
circumstances like intersections with on-street traffic, sharp furns
or trailheads.

Communication - Convey the 3 D’s: distance, direction and
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destination. Trail etiquette signage conveys appropriate
speed and “keep right pass left” messages.

. Advertise - An effective wayfinding system will help guide
trail users and attract passersby. In some ways it could be
considered advertising. In order for more people to use
the urban frails they need to know they exist, where they
are located, and how to access them. Austin is known
for being an outdoorsy, fit city, and it is likely that more
people would be open to using the urban trails if they A
knew about nearby routes. Currently trail entrances are
hidden or unmarked. Better wayfinding and signage will p¥to source: Nathaniel Schneider
attract users and inform them of their off-street options.
University of Texas School of
Architecture student work at

CRreATING WHIMSY Boggy Creek Park. Structure
In recent years, ideas have changed about the role of puiblic Space. is located at 900 Nile St.
Discussions on how to enhance the public realm have spurred a

movement involving a wide variety of interested parties trying to

solve problematic urban situations. This fervor and reifvention of

great public spaces was even showcased at'the American Pavilion

of the 2012 Architecture Biennale in Venice. The theme, Spontaneous

Interventions, displayed 124 cases of pyblicispace being redesigned,

ranging from Yarnbombing, in which@ignposts, bicycle racks and

public benches all over the country were adorned with knitted covers,

to Better Block, where a group of citizensitook to the streets of their

beloved neighborhood to paint'bicycle lanes, crosswalks and install

outdoor café seating.

Cities all over the world have taken part in these design actions and
the leaders range from 1@eal governments to non-profit art collectives
to groups of organized €itizens. San Francisco and New York City have
spearheadeddthe municipal initiatives with programs like the Parklet
Program and thefPlaza Program, wherein under utilized public space is
transforméd into vibrant, social public places.

Austin is noisttanger to this movement, having participated in the 2012
Biennale, and bringing art non-profits, academics and City staff to

the table to discuss public art as a way of revitalizing urban areas. The
adoption of Austin’s Great Streets Program uses the same approach
to turn fransportation corridors into enjoyable, engaging public
spaces. One may think of streets as a way to get to a destination
rather than as a destination itself, but with this new mentality of utilizing
open space to engage the community, transportation corridors can
become celebrated spaces.
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The Urban Trail Network presents beautiful open space weaving in
and around the City. Already an oasis of greenery and nature, the
trails system offers more than a way to get around the City by creating
unigue open spaces for passage, respite and social gathering. The
City can collaborate with local non-profits, schools and universities,
volunteer groups, neighborhood associations and busingssesito
enhance the space the trails inhabit and foster a so@ial, vibrant, even
whimsical environment.

Actions

In 1985 the City of Austin established the Arfiin Public Places (AIPP)
program to include works of art in constiuctian projects. The
ordinance, which is included in Appghdix Dimandates 2% of eligible
Capital Improvement Project fund§ to loe allocated to commission
or purchase art for that site. AlPRiteams with local and nationally-
recoghnized artists to enhance'the public realm with historical and
cultural landmarks.

The Urban Trails prograim and the Art in Public Places program will
collaborate during the, stakeholder process to engage the community
and understandgdfiéneesi type of art for each site. Art projects can
provide functional amenities like benches or wayfinding. A great
example is #he AIPP project for the Lance Armstrong Bikeway which
incorporates wayfinding along the path.

The drban Trails program also encourages other opportunities to
collaborate with area stakeholders to create fun, community-driven
amenifies installed along the Urban Trails. Many opportunities exist
for'collaboration, including the exhibition of student work from the
University of Texas School of Architecture.

UrBAN TRAIL MIAINTENANCE

Effective trail maintenance is critical to the overall success and safety
of Urban Trails in Austin. Maintenance activities typically include
pavement stabilization, landscape maintenance, facility upkeep, sign
replacement, mowing and litter removal. A successful maintenance
program requires continuity. Routine maintenance on a year-round
basis will not only improve trail safety, but will also prolong the life of
the trail. The benefits of regular frail maintenance include:

¢ Promotion of Austin’s Urban Tralil system,
¢ Deterrent to vandalism, litter and encroachments,

. Preservation of positive public relations between the adjacent
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¢

land owners and managing agency,

Efficient enforcement of regulations on the trail. Local clubs and
interest groups will take pride in “their” trail and will be more apt
to assist in helping with conservation of the trail, and

Improved safety along the trail.

Ongoing maintenance activities typically include some, if not all, of
the following activities:

¢

Vegetation - Plantings should follow local species lists provided

by the Watershed Protection Department and the Environmental
Criteria Manual. Tree species selection for Urban Trails shall
consist of a diversity of site-appropriate species including long
lived native shade trees and native understories. They.should

be placed far enough apart to maintain good visibility and give
trail users good, clear views of their surroundings. Under-story
vegetation within most trail rights-of-way should not belallowed to
grow higher than 36" for visibility purposes, except in cases where
the under-story vegetation is natural, desirables afnd-part of the
habitat required for wildlife. Tree species selection shall consist of
long lived native shade trees and native understories appropriate
for the site.

Tree trimming along Urban Trails will only be conducted by
certified arborists followingfthe Environmental Criteria Manual
(Oak Wilt City Policy) and will be done to meet existing City
Code (§ 6-3-26). All branches@verhanging Urban Trails will be
pruned following Enviropmental Criteria Manual regulations and
City policies (Oak Wilt'€ity Prevention Policy and Standards of
Care) by certified dtlerists. Watering will occur for trees that
are criticallysimpacted during the construction process and are
within 1570f the trail centerline. Other maintenance may include
mulching'dependent upon available budget of the managing
departmentahAdditionally, trails should be designed to allow for
natural drainage and to even accommodate improved flows
towardstrees if deemed appropriate.

Mowing - The shoulder zone adjacent to an Urban Trail should be
mowed as minimally as possible and will be maintained for safety,
security and comfort purposes.

Surfacing - Where concrete is the recommended surface
material, cracks, ruts, and water damage will need to be repaired
periodically. Where drainage problems exist along the Urban

Trail, rain gardens, vegetation filter strips, ditches and drainage
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structures will need to be kept clear of debris to prevent washouts
and maintain positive drainage flow. Checks for erosion along
the Urban Trail should be made during the wet season, and
immediately after any storm that brings flooding to the local area.

. Removal of Debris - The Urban Trail surface should be kept free
of debiris, especially broken glass and other sharp objeets, loose
gravel, leaves, and stray branches. Trail surfa€es sheuld be swept
periodically. Soft shoulders should be well shaintained to maximize
their usability.

. Litter Removal - Litter receptacles should beplaced at access
points such as trailheads. Neighborheod volunteers, friends
groups, and community service groups should be considered
in addition to maintenance staff40 help pick up litter. llegal
dumping should be contrelled by, vehicle barriers, regulatory
signage, and fines as much as possible. When it does occur, it
should be removed as sooh as possible in order to prevent further

“The research that has
been conducted, along
with anecdotal evidence,
suggests that converting
an abandoned rail

corridor to a trail actually dumping.

tends to reduce crime ¢  Sign Inspection and’Réplacement - Signage should be replaced
by cleaning up the along Urban'Tfails on an as-needed basis.

landscape and attracting

people who use the . Graffiti Abatement - Graffiti abatement plans should be

trail for recreation and developed amidst trail design and graffitiremoval should be a
transportation.” part of routine maintenance.

- Rails to Trails Safe

Communities Study Clarifying Inter-Departmental Maintenance Duties
TherParks and Recreation Department (PARD) retains the approval
authority on trails within parkland as well as corresponding
maintenance responsibilities. PARD and the Public Works Department
(PWD) have created written agreements regarding operation and
maintenance responsibilities for specific frails to clarify duties and
ensure adequate trail maintenance. The Boardwalk Trail at Lady
Bird Lake Inter-Departmental Agreement, Austin to Manor Trall
Memorandum of Understanding, and the Southern Walnut Creek Tralil
Memorandum of Understanding are included in Appendix D of the
Urban Trails Master Plan as references for such agreements.

One of the goals of the Urban Trails Master Plan is to provide a
general, streamlined agreement and understanding of Urban Tralil
maintenance duties. As different City entities must work together
to maintain the safety, usability and appearance of trails it proves
important to understand the implications of creating new Urban
Trails. Upon adoption of the Urban Trails Master Plan staff will found
an Interdepartmental Agreement (IDA) between the Parks and
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Recreation Department, Watershed Protection Department, Health
and Human Services Department, Austin Police Department and

other internal City departments as needed to create an over arching
agreement regarding maintenance of Urban Trails. This IDA will address
levels of responsibility and will define expectations, contacts and
jurisdictions for maintenance.

Maintenance will include:

. Pavement sweeping

. Debris removal

. Shoulder and grass mowing/ weed control
. Trash disposal

. Plant timming

. Drainage feature cleaning (excluding watershed maintenance
areqs)

. Lighting repair (replacement)

¢ Furnishing repair

. Irrigation repair

* Sign replacement

¢ Inspection and monitoring ofitrees/pruning
. Pavement repairs

. Special maintenanree: mud removal, fallen trees, debris, graffiti
removal, minor bridge repair

. Trail replacement. (anticipated)

. Safety patrols

Crime on Urban Trails

Research shows that trails do not generate crime. One of the most
widely cited studies to date is the Rail-Trails and Safe Communities
Study conducted in 1998. Their research provides a comprehensive
review of 372 trails, covering 7,000 miles with 45 million estimated
users, ultimately finding that while perception of safety proves to be
a serious issue for communities building trails, actual crime rates do
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not increase.! The Santa Fe Conservation Trust points out that Urban
Trails are “safer places to be on and live near than streets, parking lots,
and shopping malls” and that trails should be more associated with
preventing death and injury by providing pedestrians and bicyclists
with safer infrastructure.?

Different strategies for crime prevention and safety include:

. The Cedar Valley Trails 211 Signs Project indowafassocCiated a
number with trail segments every 1/10 of,one‘square mile in GIS
and integrated this data into the police dispateh center’s system
so that dispatchers could see” the location on their own GIS
computer map.®

¢ Partnering with community volunteers,;to ensure safety. The Met
Branch Trail in Northeast Washington, DC teamed with a local
citizen-led crime prevention/group to help patrol the trail.* To
deal with emergency aceégss for a lood-prone segment of the
Armstrong Rails-tosrgils nearby residents (14 families) of Rimer,
PA, were given/eys to gates that block motor vehicle access to
trails.®

¢ The Freedom Park trail system in Williamsburg, Virginia trail
provides specifiaally marked (orange posts with white numbers on
red stars)g@&mergency access bail out points along the trail.

. Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED)
maintains that the physical design of a building, or in this case an
Urban Trail, can help prevent crime.

Safety in Austin
TRe Austin Police Department has 17,000 acres of park land, 206
designated parks, 12 preserves, 26 greenbelts, 21 recreation centers,

1. Rails-to-Trails Conservancy. 1998. Rail-Trails and Safe Communities: The
Experience on 372 Trails. http://www.railstotrails.org/resources/documents/
resource_docs/tgc_safecomm.pdf

2. Santa Fe Conservation Trust. 2010. Neighborhoods and Trails: Why Trails?
http://sfct.org/trails/neighborhoods

3. Blanshan, Kevin et al. 2005. “Improving Multi-Use Recreational Trail Safety
through a Coordinated 911 Sign Project.” http://www.americantrails.org/files/
pdf/cedar911signs.pdf

4. Rails-to-Trails Conservancy. 2012. Case Study: Crime and Urban Pathways.
http://www.railstotrails.org/resources/documents/ourWork/PromotingTrailUse/
UPI/UPI%20issue%20papers_safety FINAL_1-26-12.pdf

5. Pedersen, Brad. 2014. “Rimer residents given keys to open trails to

vehicles in emergency.” Trib Total Media. http://triblive.com/news/
armstrong/5982554-74/gates-trail-barriers# axzz33aO9SGbE
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47 pools and over 74 miles of trails to cover in their jurisdiction.
Currently, the Austin Police Department has 30 patrol officers that are
assigned to Parks Police. As the Urban Trail network expands the rough
estimate of patrol officers needed is 2.5 officers per mile. Maintaining
this standard would mean:

¢ Adding 50 miles of trails would call for an additional 20 officers $
. Adding 15 miles of trails would call for an additional 6 officers
¢  Adding 10 miles of trails would call for an additional 4 officers \
The above numbers do not consider the remoteness of certain trai
however. Different Urban Trails should require different patrolli
standards, considering the area and curfew as major factors¢ThesCity
of Austin will continue to work internally to ensure that as the n
es be

3.

Trails are constructed, appropriate safety and security rr
employed.
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APPENDIX B

PuBLIC INPUT

The citizen outreach process was designed to engage all members

of the Austin community in developing a plan for Urban Trails. The
purpose of citizen input is to learn about how the community uses urban
trails, hear feedback on current trails, and gather feed
the recommendations for the future. After analyzin
community’s ideas, recommendations, and prefefence
future trails were incorporated into the master

existing and

Several tools for engagement were employ N a wide
perspective on behavior and ideas ab bieycling, walking and Urban

Trails use in Austin.

PusLic INPUT METHODS:
The following tools were use

and engage the public about
the Austin Urban Trails Master and Bicycle Master Plan update.
Because both plans eloccuring simultaneously, and both plans
work together to cre @ g,.overall Active Transportation Network, the
ss,forlboth plans also occurred at the same time. The
employed to gain public input provided many
ity to be involved and for the City to achieve

outlets for t
broad consen

Telephone Sukvey — A statistically valid telephone survey was conducted
of Its 18 years and older within the Austin city limits on bicycle
ing Behavior. The study was modeled in part after the work of Roger

Geller of the Portland, Oregon Bureau of Transportation (2006) and a

sequent study by Professor Jennifer Dill, PhD and Research Associate

han McNeil of the Nohad A. Toulan School of Urban Studies and

anning, Portland State University. The design of this research went

beyond measuring behaviors and characteristics among cyclists alone
to better understand the extent to which the total population of adults
in Austin feel about riding a bicycle.

Online Survey - The online survey, which tallied approximately 2,400
responses, aimed to gather information on trail and bicycle use and
behavior in Austin to help guide future City of Austin plans and projects
that affect users of the Active Transportation Network. This survey was
available to anyone who lives in the City of Austin.

Trail Intercept Survey - The intercept survey provided insight into current
urban trail use and behavior by surveying trail users around Austin. The
intercept survey tool is particularly helpful because it provides specific
feedback about the current urban trail network, including potential

City of Austin e Urban Trails Master Plan



improvements and recommendations from trail users.

CAG and TAG - Stakeholders were identified and invited to be a part
of the Citizen Advisory Group (CAG). The CAG was involved in the
planning process and offered feedback and recommendations. The
Technical Advisory Group (TAG) was made up of various employees
from City of Austin, Capital Metro, CAMPO and other jurisdictions. The
City held special input meetings for the CAG and the TAG to gain
feedback on current and proposed trail routes, prioritization and issues
of interest or concern.

Public Meetings — The City held public meetings throughout t
planning process to inform and engage communities all over. t

posters, with City staff members available for questions a ents
The kickoff meeting on November 12, 2013 also fea guished
speakers from across the U.S. as part of the Natio ssociation of City

to reach out to traditionally under-represent
participated in three events in the spring O
Bike Rodeo.

cluding hosting a

Online Open House - For those who could not attend a public
meeting, the content was pos online and included the survey that
was distributed at all of the meetings.

input process provides unique insight

for the City and serves to inferm the Urban Trails Master Plan. The

Telephone Survey ex \‘@. opinions of all Austin residents. The
slp us understand general perceptions and

in Austin. The Intercept and Online surveys

in Austin. Comments from the CAG and TAG

PusLic INPUT FINDINGS:

The Telephone survey provides information concerning bicycling
preferences and opinions for the whole community of Austin. By
surveying a statistically valid sample size, we learned about general
bicycle riding behavior including average distance per bicycle ride,
frequency of riding, level of interest in riding more, age and gender of

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan




r41% of adults and over
75% of kids ride bicycles in
Austin

often
3% ride daily

54% of people in Austin
want to ride more

L

23% of adults ride a bicycle

~

y

—~<

current bicyclists, and people’s comfort levels on riding a bicycle in
Austin. We found that 41% of adults in Austin currently ride a bicycle
and over 75% of kids ride bicycles. This means that almost half of

the population in Austin 18 years and up own a bicycle and ride it
anywhere from a few days a year to every day. About 23% of adults
in Austin ride a bicycle often and 3% ride daily. While t
adults in Austin are not riding a bicycle, 54% expres
ride more. The majority of Austinites are interested’in ri
yet only a quarter of the population ride a bicycle often.

The Four Types of Bicyclists \

The Telephone Survey used a method lassification popularized

in Portland, OR to describe the types/of bi ts in the Austin
community. The “Four Types” tool s that most people in Austin
do not feel comfortable riding in i@nal striped bicycle lane.
would feel comfortable riding
on an Urban Trail. Understanding how Austinites feel about bicycle
infrastructure is the key to a successful Active Transportation Network.

bicycle

The majority of the p ion in Austin is interested in riding a bicycle
yet less than 20% are ble riding in on-street bicycle lanes.
Over 55% of peoplel stin want some form of separation between
their bicycle fa on-street traffic.

Strong & Fearless ery comfortable without bike lanes 2%
Enthused & COV Very comfortable with bike lanes 15%
Not very comfortable, interested in

bicycling more/ Not very comfortable,

0,
o teenesned currently bicycling, not interested in <
bicycling more

No Way No How

Physically unable/ Very uncomfortable on
paths/ Not very comfortable, not interested 44%
in bicycling more, not currently bicycling

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan



We asked about the main barriers preventing Austinites from riding
a bicycle. The deterrents differed between the general population
and those that are already enthused and confident bicycle riders.
However, both groups identified lack adequate infrastructure and
feeling uncomfortable on the road as baurriers to riding more often.

41% of bicyclists in Austin are
female and 59% are male.
This represents a very even
gender ratio compared
to other cities in the U.S.,
Top 7 barriers preventing all Top 7 barriers preventing current including Portland where
oI=Yelo][=NigelaNilellale =W e[/ CR=I=HM bicyClists from riding more: only 31% of bicyclists are
fernale. Many researchers
Weather is too hot (75%) Bicycle lanes, trails or paths are not igRiglERVE e [SYeIFETcR W e]aa[=1g
connected (82%) as good “indicator species”
for tihhe success of bicycle
Bicycle lanes, trails or paths aug ot W JelEINEI 4T o 1N B

Destinations too far (52%)

You do not feel safe (46%) available (68%) 2013). In countries with
more developed bicycle
Bicycle lanes, trails You do not feel s 0) infrastructure, like Germany

are not connected (44%)

or the Netherlands, the
Existing bikeway impoor ratio of men and women
Lack of shade (40%) condjtion (4 bicyclists is about even
(Baker, 2009).

Bicycle lanes, trails No shower to freshen up
are not available (40%) tination (46%)

Takes too long (38%)

La® of secure bicycle parking (44%)

While there may not be muchfte,do about the weather being too
hot, adding shade along t es and places for users to rest along
the way could encouragé m people to brave the heat. While

we cannot directly addre e problem of destinations being too

far away, expandin copnecting the urban trails network and
providing seamless a s to trainsit may address issues of distance
and time. Per he 'most addressable barriers for all residents,
current cyclis re those concerning safety, connectivity and
accessibili

The statis alid telephone survey revealed that the majority of
Austinites feel unsafe riding in a traditional striped bicycle lane but
would ride on a separated path. The bicycle community shares this
sentiment, with the majority feeling somewhat uncomfortable riding in
a striped bicycle lane and nearly 100% consensus on feeling very safe
riding on a separated path. People in Austin are interested in riding a
bicycle or riding more often but they are concerned for their safety.
Investing in bicycle infrastructure that provides a physical barrier
between users and on-street motor vehicle traffic provides a sense of
security that encourages more residents to get on a bicycle.
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The Online survey was available to all residents in Austin and gathered
the opinions and preferences of current bicycling and trail use
behavior. The goal of this 24 question survey was to learn about
general use, demographics, preferences, and opinions regarding trail
features and potential improvements.

The Online survey revealed that 96% of survey participants want

to travel by bicycle more than they currently do,//he mainissues
holding them back are a lack of adequate infrastruCture and safety.
As discussed previously, the barriers preventing, peeple from riding a
bicycle or riding more often can be largely addressed through better
connectivity and safer bicycle infrastrueture.\Mirroring the results of the
Telephone survey, the vast majority of the bieycle community in Austin
would feel the safest riding on a separated path than any other type
of bicycle facility. Their top threegesponses were nearly the same as
those from the Telephone Surrey. This means that the general public in
Austin and the local bicyclingieemmuinity both regard an Urban Trall
as the safest, most comfortabletype of bicycle infrastructure.

TOP SCENARIQ PREFERENCES FOR RIDING A BICYCLE
As identified by the Online Survey

( I —_—
. , ARIO PREFERENCES FOR RIDING A BIKE
A path or trail that is separate from'astreet:p oN COMFORT LEVELS

¥

A residential street with low sp8edffraffic AND a widet€ from a street
bicycle lane separated ffem traffic by a raised curb

2. A re5|den’r|ol street Wl’rh one ftraffic lane in each direction with traffic speeds

" »arking and no bike lane and bicycle route
A major urban stfeet, AND a wide blcycle lane)fher things that slow down car traffic.

separated from traffic by a raised curb

A residential street with low speed traffic ANDree lanes in each direction, traffic speeds of 35-
bicycle route markings, speed humps and otherne separated from traffic by a raised curb
traffic calming designs

A neighborhood street with low speed traffic AND a
striped bicycle lane

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan



61% of Online respondents use

the trails during the week and
weekends, 21% typically use the
trails only during the weekends
and 6% generally use the trails only
during the week. The number one
reason users get on the trail is for
recreation and 41% report they use
the trails for commuting. The two
peak periods of use throughout the
day are mornings and evenings:
62% report using the trails from 6:00
AM to noon, and 54% report using
the trails between 5:00 PM to 10:00
PM.

Participants provided feedback
about the on-street and off-street
network. They were asked to rank a
list of potential improvements to the
Urban Trails in terms of importance.
The top five are listed below.

Recreation
Health & Exercise
Nature/Outdoors

Commuting
Fitness Training

Social Interaction

To Run Errands’ !

GENERAL USE OF TRAILS
As identified by the Online Survey

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

TOP 5 MO PORTANT ACTIONS TO IMPROVE URBAN TRAILS
As identified by the Online Survey
1. Improve ss@to the trails from nearby neighborhoods or businesses

2. Adg

3. Trim |a

dscaping and obstructions to improve sight lines

4. Create separate areas for walkers and bicycle riders

5. Improve the smoothness of trails

for evening use along some sections of trails

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan
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Intercept survey along Shoal
Creek Trail near 3rd Street

BEST TRAIL FEATURES

Feels safe, sense of security

Ease of access to the trail from

nearby neighborhoods or

businesses

MOST IMPORTANT
TRAIL

Create separate areas for
walkers and bicycle riders

Add lighting for evening use

along some sections of the

The Intercept survey explored behavior and habits of current trail users.
Most people use the trails on both weekdays and weekends to run/jog
or ride a bicycle. The top three reasons for using the trails are health
and exercise, enjoying nature/being outdoors, and recreation. The

44% of the surveyed trail users report they use the trails i
(5:00 PM to 10:00 PM). The top two ways users acc
bicycle and by car (single occupancy vehicle). y ty lly use the
trails a few times per week and about a third say,t get on a trail

every day. \

Trail users were asked to give feedbac out trail features including
amenities such as drinking
fountains, adequate signage for safety/or information, ease of access
from nearby neighborhoods a i maintenance. They
ranked the trails from best as tures that need improvement.
The top three choices are sh n chart below. Intercept survey
respondents also ranked potential trail improvements from most

Respondents
shown in order

oices for most and least important are
art to the left. For most important potential trail
improvements “Provide more
NEEDS IMPROVEMENT shade” tied with “Provide
more drinking fountains” for
| Has adequate amenities such RS EleNAlygfelelyr=Tg| 8

as drinking fountains
This feedback is very helpful
Has adequate information and JREUCUECSEREICRIRINEllo
directional signs use the trails, what they like
about them and what they
would like to see changed.
The results of the intercept
survey were used to inform
the recommendations for the
Urban Trails Master Plan.

LEAST IMPORTANT
POTENTIAL TRAIL
IMPROVEMENTS

Provide more benches and
resting areas

Trim landscaping and
obstructions to improve sight

trail | .
lines
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The CAG and the TAG helped modify proposed trail corridors and
made recommendations for trail standards. A major interest of the
CAG was preserving the environment in particularly sensitive or
underdeveloped areas. Future trails should be built close to developed
land and when traveling along watersheds or creeks should use
minimal, low-level lighting so as not to disturb the wildlife. The TAG
provided insight on feasibility of certain route segments. Members from
other transportation organizations like CAMPO contributed information
about projects and developments that may affect the trail system or
potential corridors. These meetings were held in the early phase of the
planning process. The input from the CAG and TAG informed the maps
and recommendations that were presented at the public meetings
weeks later.

The first public meeting was held on November 12, 2013 anehincluded
three presentations from bicycle transportation leaders from Portland,
Chicago, and New York City. The City of Austin teamed Wwith the
National Association of City Transportation Officials {NACTOlto
present a Cities for Cycling Road Show and Open House. Guest
speakers presented on their city’s progress in bicycle iffrastructure
and the City of Austin presented on our progfess, describing the
impact of the Green Lanes Project, the Dutch Cyg¢ling Embassy Think
Bicycle Workshop, and plans to improve lo€al active transportation
infrastructure.

All the public meetings included informational posters, brief
presentations and City staff ah hand for questions and comments. The
posters included descriptions aboutthe various types of bicycle and
urban trail facilities, mapSs,of facilities including proposed routes and
interactive boards. Using sticker dots participants could identify where
they go in the City, vote‘on,the facility they liked the best, mark on the
maps, and leaveseomments.

Participants were’encouraged to leave
sticky notés with recommendations and
feedback about the trails. With over 100
sticky note'eamments, the feedback ranged
from general points like “More off street trails/
paths for families with young kids" to specific
ones like “Redevelopment of Oltorf between
Burleson and Pleasant.”

Comments received during
one of the public meetings
in November 2013.

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan

Open House participants at
St. David’s give feedback
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recommendations



Young participants learn about safety at
the bicycle rodeo on Saturday, February
22,2014

The visual preference poster invited people to place a
dot next to a picture of the bicycle facility they would
be most comfortable riding on (shown to the left).

This exercise revealed that most people want some
sort of separation between themselves and ‘@n-street
traffic. When asked about the most impartant.actions
to improve Urban Trails the top three4espanseswere 1.
Improve access to trails from neawby neighborhoods or
businesses, 2. Improve smoothness of trail, and 3. Widen
trail surface.

Additional public meetiags were held in East Austin to
encourage traditionally undémrepresented communities
to learn about the Urban Trails Master Plan and provide
input. East Austinds, a fiistoriCally low-income, minority
area of AustingThe/same’information was presented

at these three targeted public meetings. One of the
meetings.also included a bicycle rodeo, where the
local n@n-profit Ghisallo Foundation taught kids the
basicsiefdriban riding while the Yellow Bike Project
prévidedifree bicycle repair. At these targeted
meetings, the top three responses for improving the
Urbandrails were similar to the other meetings and
surveys, comprising of: 1. Improve access to trails

from nearby neighborhoods or businesses, 2. Create
separate areas for walkers and bicycle riders, and 3.
Widen trail surface.

The Online Open House provided all the informational
posters and survey questions for interested citizens who
could not attend the public meetings. Their top three
recommendations for improving Urban Trails were
different, comprising of 1. Create separate areas for
walkers and bicycle riders, 2. Improve access to trails
from nearby neighborhoods or businesses, and 3. Add
lighting as appropriate.
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SUMMARY OF PusLIC INPUT:
We learned that:

¢

¢

41% of adults and 75% of kids ride bicycles in Austin

The majority of people in Austin want to ride more than they
currently do

The majority of residents and current bicyclists do not feel
comfortable in a traditional bicycle lane but would feel very
comfortable riding on a separated path

People in Austin are much more willing to ride a bicycle if there,is
some sort of separation between themselves and on-streeftraffic

The main barriers preventing people from riding a bicycle are:
Weather is too hot
Destinations are too far
Do not feel safe
Bicycle lanes or trails are not connected
Bicycle lanes or trails are not available
Existing bikeways are in poor condition
No showers or place to freshen up at destination

Most people use the trails to jog/run or fide‘a bicycle

The two peak time periods for trailuse is in the mornings between
6:00 AM and 12:00 noon afd in the evenings between 5:00 PM
and 10:00 PM

The majority of trail dsers@et on a trail throughout the week and
weekends, though theiweekends are more popular

The most important/actions to improve Urban Trails are:
= Improvg acgcess to trails from nearby neighborhoods or
busirnesses
o |mprove smoothness of trail
o WNidentrail'surface
= Create'separate areas for walkers and bicycle riders
o AddWlighting as appropriate
= Provide more shade
= Provide more drinking fountains
= Trim landscaping and obstructions to improve sight lines

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER |

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) & 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share 1 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution | 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 110
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [ 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 [ 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 O 15 0
Population < 500 I 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagier in trail 50 50
Completes gap in‘existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 oilmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 285
Out of 335
85%

City of Austin

Urban Trails Master Plan



Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER |

Criteria

Poirdts

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply “ s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) \" 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share 5 5
Direct access to Central Business District 20 20
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 155
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population > 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 I 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 |l 15 0
Population < 500 O 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bartier in trail 50 50
Completes gapdniexisting on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
240r more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 330
Out of 335
99%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Loca

tion (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER |

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) & 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share 5 5
Direct access to Central Business District 20 20
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 155
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 [ 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 | 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagiier in trail 50 50
Completes gap in‘existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 oi‘more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 335
Out of 335
100%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER |

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) \* 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share M 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 110
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [l 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 O 15 0
Population < 500 1 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completesdarriefin trail 50 50
Completes 'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 285
Out of 335
85%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER |

Criteria Points Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply &
lfs;(():;rt]iq;:)e Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one | 20 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share 5 5
Direct access to Central Business District 20 20
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 155
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population > 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 [ 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes balfrier in trail 50 50
Completesigap inexisting on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or'more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan (| 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 310
Out of 335
93%

City of Austin
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):
Priority Rating: ~ TIER|
Cost Range:

Criteria Points Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply b s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) R 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share ™ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 1 15 0
Total 115
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population 21,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 [l 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completesdarrietin trail 50 50
Completes'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 295
Out of 335
88%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER |

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) & 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share 1 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 130
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 [ 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 | 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagiier in trail 50 50
Completes gap in‘existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 oi‘more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 310
Out of 335
93%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER |

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) \* 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share M 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 130
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population 21,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completesdarriefin trail 50 50
Completes 'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 310
Out of 335
93%

City of Austin C-9 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER |

Criteria Points Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply &
F;Z;?;r:;a Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one Q 20 20
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share [] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District 20 20
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution | 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 130
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 ] 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 [l 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 ] 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes baffier in trail 50 50
Completes,gap'if existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 ofimore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 1 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 285
Out of 335
85%

City of Austin

C-10 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER |

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) \* 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share 5 5
Direct access to Central Business District 20 20
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 155
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population 21,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completesdarriefin trail 50 50
Completes 'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 335
Out of 335
100%
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Urban Trail Name:
Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):
Priority Rating:  TIER I
Cost Range:

Criteria Points Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply E s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) < 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share ] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [l 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 1 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 110
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 (] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 ] 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bauier in trail 50 50
Completes gap.in‘existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 orfmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan (| 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 270
Out of 335
81%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

City of Austin C-13 Urban Trails Master Plan

location) R 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share ™ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 110
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population 21,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 [l 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completesdarrietin trail 50 50
Completes'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 1 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 270
Out of 335
81%




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) = 80
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share ] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District O 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 7 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) ] 20 0
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 90
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population 21,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes barier in trail 50 50
Completes gap in‘existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 ormore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan (| 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 250
Out of 335
75%

City of Austin

C-14 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply E s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 0 \ 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share R 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 100
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 O 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 ] 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completesdarrier in trail 50 50
Completes gap.in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2'0or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 280
Out of 335
84%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Loca

tion (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) & 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail | 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share 1 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution | 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 85
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [ 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 [ 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 | 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagier in trail 50 50
Completes gap in‘existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 oi‘more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 260
Out of 335
78%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIERII

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 0 4 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail (| 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share [ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers J 15 0
Total 40
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes balrtier in trail 50 50
Completes gapdn existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
20r more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan [l 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 200
Out of 335
60%

City of Austin C-17 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

TIER I

Cost Range:

Criteria

Points

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Score

Check all that apply ‘ S ‘
V'S

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 30 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rall, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share ] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution M 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers O 15 0
Total 95
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 |l 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 |l 15 0
Population < 500 ] 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes baifier in trail 50 50
Completes.gap i existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 ofimore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail O 20 0
Total 80
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan O 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 235
Out of 335
70%

City of Austin
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Urban Trail Name:
Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating: ~ TEER N
Cost Range:
Criteria Poifts Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply &
3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one
location) 0 & 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share N 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ™ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 1 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers ] 15 0
Total 65
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [ 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 O 15 0
Population < 500 ] 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes barrier in trail 50 50
Completes'gag in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan ] 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 220
Out of 335
66%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply “ s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) -~ 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share [ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 4| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 110
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 | 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagpier in trail 50 50
Completes gap infexisting on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 ogfmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan | 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 265
Out of 335
79%

City of Austin
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Poifits

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply “ s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) R 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail (| 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share 0 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District W] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 105
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes barrierin trail 50 50
Completes'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more eXisting'or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan (| 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 265
Out of 335
79%

City of Austin C-21 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):
Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria Points Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply h s
3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one
location) 0 = 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share [ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District O 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution P 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 80
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 [ 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bapier in trail 50 50
Completes gap in€Xisting on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 ogfmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail | 20 0
Total 80
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan O 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 220
Out of 335
66%
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Urban Trail Name:
Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:  TIER I
Cost Range:
Criteria Points Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply &
3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one >
location) ! 80
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail (| 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share (N 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District M 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers ] 15 0
Total 70
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 (| 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 20 20
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 20
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completesbarrierin trail 50 50
Completes gap.in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2.6t more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail (| 20 0
Total 80
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan ] 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 200
Out of 335
60%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):
Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria Points Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply h s
3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one
location) . = 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share ] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District 20 20
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 4 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers J 15 0
Total 85
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 ] 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagier in trail 50 50
Completes gapin‘existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 orflmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 260
Out of 335
78%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIERII

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 0 4 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share [ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers J 15 0
Total 65
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [l 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 15 15
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 15
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes barrier in trail 50 50
Completes gapdn existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility (| 30 0
201 more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 70
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan [l 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 180
Out of 335
54%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Score

Check all that apply ‘ Ss
VN

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) R 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) O 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share .| 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution il 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) | 20 0
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers O 15 0
Total 55
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 | 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 [ 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bafrier in tfail [ 50 0
Completesigap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or'more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail | 20 0
Total 30
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan | 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 145
Out of 335
43%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 0 R 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail (| 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share M 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 55
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [l 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population 21,000 < 4,000 20 20
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 20
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes darrier|in trail 50 50
Completes gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility (| 30 0
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 70
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan [l 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 175
Out of 335
52%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):
Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER |

Criteria Points Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply § s
i)z;?;:;e Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one 20 20
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share ] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District 20 20
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 150
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [ 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 ] 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagier in trail 50 50
Completes gap infexisting on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 orfmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan | 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 305
Out of 335
91%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply § s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) < 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) i 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share [l 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [l 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (] 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers | 15 0
Total 75
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 ] 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes barrier in trail 50 50
Completes gapdn existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
240r more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 255
Out of 335
76%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) \* 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share N 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District m 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution ] 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers | 15 0
Total 95
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes darrietin trail 50 50
Completes'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility | 30 0
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 70
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 245
Out of 335
73%
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Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply “ S

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) t v 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share (! 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District || 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers ] 15 0
Total 65
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 [l 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 (| 15 0
Population < 500 [l 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes Barrieriin trail 50 50
Completes gap'in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 245
Out of 335
73%

City of Austin C-31 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria Points Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply h s
3or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one 20 20
location)
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail | 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share ] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [l 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 4| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 85
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [ 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 [l 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 | 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagier in trail 50 50
Completes gapinfexisting on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 orfmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan [l 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 240
Out of 335
72%
City of Austin C-32 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Score

Check all that apply ‘ Ss
A

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) . 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share M 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 1 15 0
Total 115
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 [l 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 [l 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes barrier in trail [l 50 0
Completes gap.in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 50
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan (| 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 225
Out of 335
67%

City of Austin C-33 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:  TER1I
Cost Range:
Criteria Points Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply h s
3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one
location) 0 = 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail ] 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) ) 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share [ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District O 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) | 20 0
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers O 15 0
Total 20
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 ] 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 [ 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bapier in trail [l 50 0
Completes gap in€Xisting on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 ogfmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail | 20 0
Total 30
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan O 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 105
Out of 335
31%

City of Austin

C-34 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:  TER I

Cost Range:

Criteria Points Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 0 N 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail | 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) [ 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share ] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution O 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers ] 15 0
Total 20
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 ] 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 [l 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 20 20
Population > 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 [l 10 0
Total 20
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes balfrier intrail (| 50 0
Completes gapdn existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2.0r more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail J 20 0
Total 30
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan | 30 0
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan ] 20 0
Total 0
Grand Total 70
Out of 335
21%

City of Austin C-35 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:  TIERII

Cost Range:

Criteria

Points

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Score

Check all that apply . S w

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) O 30 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share M 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District O 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 0
Total 85
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 O 15 0
Population < 500 I 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes baffier in trail [l 50 0
Completes gapiin existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 of more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 50
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 1 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 190
Out of 335
57%

City of Austin C-36 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Poifits

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply “ s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) . § 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail (| 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share i 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District (| 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers (| 15 0
Total 40
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 ] 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 O 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes barrier in trail ] 50 0
Completes'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail (| 20 0
Total 30
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan ] 30 0
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan (| 20 0
Total 0
Grand Total 95
Out of 335
28%

City of Austin C-37 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Loca

tion (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 0 & 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share 1 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution | 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 80
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [ 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 20 20
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 | 10 0
Total 20
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagiier in trail 50 50
Completes gap in‘existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 oi‘more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan ] 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 230
Out of 335
69%

City of Austin

C-38 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:
Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):
Priority Rating:
Cost Range:

TIER NI

Criteria

Points

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Score

Check all that ap“- S s
V'S

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) O e 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail [ 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) N 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share W 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District J 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution [ 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers J 15 0
Total 20
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 [l 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 J 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 15 15
Population < 500 [} 10 0
Total 15
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes barrier in trail 50 50
Completes gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility [ 30 0
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail O 20 0
Total 50
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan O 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 115
Out of 335
34%

City of Austin C-39 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

TIER I

Cost Range:

Criteria

Points

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Score

Check all that apply ~ S s
V'S

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) o 30 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) I 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share ] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [l 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution -l 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 60
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 [l 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 20 20
Population = 500 < 1,000 O 15 0
Population < 500 O 10 0
Total 20
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes baffier in trail [l 50 0
Completes,gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 orfmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail I 20 0
Total 30
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 1 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 140
Out of 335
42%

City of Austin

C-40 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:
Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):
Priority Rating:
Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Points

Score

Check all that app‘ S s
V'S

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 50 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 3 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share L] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 0 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 85
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 milé Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 (| 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 O 15 0
Population < 500 O 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes barrier'in trall 50 50
Completes'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 1 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 245
Out of 335
73%

City of Austin C-41 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):
Priority Rating:  TIERI
Cost Range:

Criteria Point§ Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply E s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) ~ 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail [l 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share ] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution r 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 85
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [ 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 ] 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes baifier in trail ] 50 0
Completes gapif existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 of.more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 50
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan (| 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 190
Out of 335
57%

City of Austin C-42 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating: ~ TERII

Cost Range:

Criteria Roints Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apﬁ S s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 0 0 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail R 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) [ 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share [ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District |l 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution O 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 1 20 0
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 15
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 I 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 20 20
Population = 500 < 1,000 |l 15 0
Population < 500 I 10 0
Total 20
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completés barrier in trail ] 50 0
Completes gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility O 30 0
2.0r more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail [} 20 0
Total 0
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan O 30 0
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 1 20 0
Total 0
Grand Total 35
Out of 335
10%

City of Austin C-43 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply “ s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) t R 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail (| 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) ] 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share O 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District (| 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution P 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) ] 20 0
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers [l 15 0
Total 0
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 (| 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 20 20
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 [l 10 0
Total 20
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes baier in trail 50 50
Completes gapiin@xisting on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 ofmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail (| 20 0
Total 80
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan (| 30 0
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan [l 20 0
Total 0
Grand Total 100
Out of 335
30%

City of Austin

C-44 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER Il

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 0 \* 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail (| 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) [ 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share M 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers ] 15 0
Total 20
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [l 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population 21,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completesdarriefin trail [l 50 0
Completes 'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail ] 20 0
Total 30
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan (| 30 0
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan ] 20 0
Total 0
Grand Total 75
Out of 335
22%

City of Austin C-45 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Loca

tion (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 0 & 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail | 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) ] 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share 1 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution | 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) ] 20 0
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 1 15 0
Total 0
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [ 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 [ 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 15 15
Population < 500 | 10 0
Total 15
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagiier in trail 50 50
Completes gap in‘existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility | 30 0
2 oi‘more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 70
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan | 30 0
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan ] 20 0
Total 0
Grand Total 85
Out of 335
25%

City of Austin

C-46 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) . " 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail O 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) [] 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share M 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution ] 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers ] 15 0
Total 20
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 ] 30 0
Population > 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes barrier in trail 50 50
Completes gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail (| 20 0
Total 80
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan | 30 0
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan (| 20 0
Total 0
Grand Total 125
Out of 335
37%

City of Austin C-47 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):
Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria Points Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply h s
3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one
location) 0 =t 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share [ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District O 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 20 20
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 100
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 ] 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [ 15 0
Population < 500 [ 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagpier in trail 50 50
Completes gap inexisting on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 opfimore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan 20 20
Total 50
Grand Total 280
Out of 335
84%
City of Austin C-48 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIERII

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply “ S

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) N\ 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) [ 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share (i 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District 20 20
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution ] 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers (| 15 0
Total 95
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 ] 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 O 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 ] 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes Barrierin trail 50 50
Completes gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more eXisting or planned trails connected by the proposed trail ] 20 0
Total 80
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan ] 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 230
Out of 335
69%

City of Austin C-49 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 80 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail I 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share [ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 4| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 85
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 ] 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 [ 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 20 20
Population = 500 < 1,000 | 15 0
Population < 500 [l 10 0
Total 20
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagier in trail 50 50
Completes gap infexisting on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 orfmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan ] 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 235
Out of 335
70%

City of Austin

C-50 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) R 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share ™ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District Il 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution O 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 110
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 [ 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 25 25
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 [ 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 | 10 0
Total 25
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completesdarrier in trail 50 50
Completes'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan O 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 265
Out of 335
79%

City of Austin C-51 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):

Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Score

Check all that apply ~ S s
V'S

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) 30 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail [} 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share O 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District J 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 85
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 O 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 20 20
Population = 500 < 1,000 O 15 0
Population < 500 O 10 0
Total 20
Connedctivity Check all that apply
Completes barrier in ftrail 50 50
Completes,gapin existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 ormore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan [} 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 235
Out of 335
70%
City of Austin C-52 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) \" 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share ™ 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District 1 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution O 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 110
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 30 30
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 [ 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 | 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 | 10 0
Total 30
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completesdarrier in trail 50 50
Completes'gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan ] 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 270
Out of 335
81%

City of Austin C-53 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):
Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria Points Score
Proximity to Attractors/Destinations Check all that apply h s
3or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one 20 30
location)
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail (| 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) (| 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share ] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District ] 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution M 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers [ 15 0
Total 50
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 ] 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 ] 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 [l 20 0
Population = 500 < 1,000 15 15
Population < 500 1 10 0
Total 15
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bari€r in trail (| 50 0
Completes gap in@xisting on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility (| 30 0
2 ogimore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail (| 20 0
Total 0
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan [ 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 95
Out of 335
28%
City of Austin C-54 Urban Trails Master Plan




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):

Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER I

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply “ S

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

City of Austin C-55 Urban Trails Master Plan

location) v 30
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail 25 25
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) 20 20
Direct access to Bike Share N 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [ 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution (| 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers 15 15
Total 110
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 ] 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 (| 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 20 20
Population = 500 < 1,000 ] 15 0
Population < 500 (| 10 0
Total 20
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes Barriefiih trail [l 50 0
Completes gap in existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 or more existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 50
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan ] 30 0
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan (| 20 0
Total 0
Grand Total 180
Out of 335
54%




Urban Trail Name:

Trail Location (from, to):
Length (miles):
Priority Rating:

Cost Range:

TIER NI

Criteria

Points

Score

Proximity to Attractors/Destinations

Check all that apply h s

3 or more Major Employers within 1/2 mile from route (Major Employer = over 250 at one

location) . = 0
3 or more public and private schools (grades K-12) within 1/2 mile from trail ] 25 0
Transit Facility within 1/2 mile (BRT, Rail, Bus, Park and Ride) [l 20 0
Direct access to Bike Share ] 5 0
Direct access to Central Business District [l 20 0
Direct access to University of Texas or any other higher education institution 4 20 0
Direct access to public places (parks, libraries, other civic uses) 20 20
Direct access to Imagine Austin Centers J 15 0
Total 20
Residential Population of Census Tract Within 1/2 mile Check Only One
Population > 8,000 O 30 0
Population = 4,000 < 8,000 [l 25 0
Population = 1,000 < 4,000 20 20
Population = 500 < 1,000 [l 15 0
Population < 500 ] 10 0
Total 20
Connectivity Check all that apply
Completes bagier in trail 50 50
Completes gapin‘existing on-street sidewalk or bicycle facility 30 30
2 orflmore existing or planned trails connected by the proposed trail 20 20
Total 100
Community Support Check all that apply
Recommended by another adopted plan 30 30
Adopted in Neighborhood Plan J 20 0
Total 30
Grand Total 170
Out of 335
51%

City of Austin

C-56 Urban Trails Master Plan
































































APPENDIX E; \Q

TiER |1 URBAN TI%@AAP
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Tier Il UrRBAN TRAILS MAP

&
&

Tier Il Urban Trails as pictured on the map are strictly conceptual and neither these trails nor the specific
locations of the trails are approved when the UTMP is approved. These trails are shown in the map to
show a desired connectivity from point A to point B, not necessarily the route shown on the map.

City of Austin @ Urban Trails Master Plan
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