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Flooding on Quicksilver Street in Dove Springs



Inez Garza lost her life in the October 2015 Flood






Flooding on Vargas Road
In the Montopolis
Community




Capital Improvements Funded by Drainage

Fees

Capital Improvements Funded by Drainage Fees: $55,190,854.67

Studies: 23, totalling $z.677,351.60
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Active projects: 91, totalling $30,233 480.07

e This map displays active,
buyout, and study projects
throughout Travis County.

e Buyouts represent about 18%
of total drainage-fee spending
on CIP projects, and tend to
be located in the South, and
particularly Southeast (Onion
Creek area) part of the city.

e Floodplain studies appear to
be mostly West of I-35,
though they represent a small
fraction of overall spending.

e Active projects represent the
majority of spending at about
55% of all CIP spending.



Spending as a Percent of Total Expenditures

Spending as a Percent of Total Expenditures
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City of Ausein

Limited to Censis Tracts = $0% Within Ciry linies
Active CIP sponding 329 752814

105 [ 148 (T1%) have no spending

Clly Arpas

Wass of 135, 319,434 986 (65% of wotal)

East of I35 $10.217. 827 (35% of boeal)

Downeown, 31 1,4 16,865 [38% of total)

Major Projects

22 Projects over $250,000, woeal, 325520937 36
24% of nll projects, 84 4% of all expenses

514 209327 (56.1%) spemt near downtown - Filker
F361,630 (36 68%) spent near other parks

51,840.990 (T 2%) spent in other areas

Downtown Austin

=

* Map restricts active projects

to just those over $250,000,
which account for 85 % of
total spending on active
projects.

e City Areas:

e West of I-35 $19,434,986 (65%)
e East of I-35 510,317,827 (35%)
 Downtown $11,416,865 (38%)

e One downtown tractin

particular receives 31 % of all
active CIP spending, while
71% of tracts receive no
spending.



Hot Spot Analysis: CIP spending by tract

Hot Spot Analysis: CIP spending by tract
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Downtown Austin

This map represents the results
of hotspot analysis on CIP
spendlng by tract.

Results show hot spots in two
downtown tracts, the tract that
includes Zilker Park in
Southwest Austin, one tract in
East Austin that includes a large
ErOjeCt on the Boggy Creek
reenbelt, and one project
occurrmgknear McKinney Falls
State Par

There seems to be a clear bias
toward spending drainage fee
funds in the downtown business
area.

Outside of downtown, most
money seems to be spent in
parks.
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