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Overview 



Travis County Background 
 From 1980 to 2010, the population of 

Travis County grew at an average rate of 
3.02% per year from 419,573 residents in 
1980 to 1,024,266 in 2010. 

 
 CAMPO projects by 2020 Travis County will 

be nearly 1.3M and will exceed 1.5M by 
2030. 

 
 Therefore, to accommodate growth, there 

are increased needs for infrastructure 
maintenance and expansion in 
transportation, parks, and drainage 
 



Citizens Bond Advisory Committee 
 As part of the capital planning process the County has 

historically used bonds to pay for large capital 
investments/improvements. 

 

 In February, the Court issued a call for volunteers to 
serve on a 15-member Citizens Bond Advisory Committee 
(CBAC), with each Court member appointing three 
committee members. 

 

 The CBAC is responsible for identifying critical needs, 
reviewing potential projects, seeking community input, 
and ultimately making a recommendation to the 
Commissioners Court on projects that should be included 
in a bond referendum approved by County voters or 
funded through the annual budget process. 
 



Fiscal Impact 



 

 Roadway Capacity $332.01 M 
 Roadway Safety $227.23 M 
 TXDoT Partnerships $0.75 M 
 Bridge Safety $4.95 M 
 Bike Safety $36.85 M 
 Pedestrian Projects $9.85 M 
 Drainage Projects - Stream Crossings $127.09 M 
 Drainage Projects - Subdivisions $100.94 M 
 Parks $77.45 M 
 Conservation Easements $15.00 M 

 
 1 

Preliminary Bond Proposals by Category 



Roadway Capacity Projects 
Project improvements to reduce congestion, increase roadway 

capacity, create new connections and provide new access 

$ 332.01 Million 7 

Prioritization Criteria 
 

 Address acute existing traffic back-ups and 
 congestion issues 
 

 Timeliness of improvement vs. impact 
 

 Improving connectivity 
 

 Improve one-way in/ one-way out conditions 
 

 Alignment with major corridor plans (including 
 link to activity centers) 
 

 Leverage/catalyze partner projects (e.g. w/ 
 TxDOT, PID) 

Overarching Priorities 
 

 Consideration of existing and future needs 
 Concern for citizen safety 
 Timeliness of impact 
 Cost effectiveness 
 Corridor priorities 



8 $227.23 Million 

 
 
 
 
 Prioritization Criteria 

 
 Collision rate along project route 

 

 High risk of collision including speed of road, 
 turn from travel-lane, and line of sight 
 

 Consideration of bicycle traffic and safety 
 

 Flood evacuation egress 
 

 

Roadway Safety Projects 
Projects that improve intersections in 2016 High Accident 

Study, intersections or roadways with high accident rates, one 
way in/out subdivisions, intersections or roadways with sight 
distance or line of sight issues, narrow bridges, and bicycle 

and pedestrian facilities that need improved protection, better 
visibility or improved access 

 



TXDoT Partnerships 
Funding to partner on TXDoT’s system of roadways 

$ 4.95 Million 9 

Prioritization Criteria 
 

 Bridges below Sufficiency Rating (SR) =60 
 threshold 
 

 Take a meaningful step toward addressing the 
 significant backlog of bridge improvements 
 

Bridge Safety Projects 
Bridge rehabilitation or replacement projects on County 

maintained roadways 

Prioritization Criteria 
 

 Projects to be determined in coordination with 
 TXDoT Austin District 
 

 
$ 0.75 Million 



Bike Safety Projects 
Projects to improve bicycle safety and complete gaps in popular 

bike routes in the unincorporated area 
 

$ 9.85 Million 10 

Prioritization Criteria 
 

 Vehicular traffic volume on existing routes used 
 by cyclists 
 

 Catalyst to leverage partnership development 
 

 Potential commuter routes and connections to 
 Capital Metro lines 
 

 Feasibility of completion 

Pedestrian Projects 
Projects to improve pedestrian safety, accessibility and walkability 

within public right-of-way  

Prioritization Criteria 
 Improve access to services and public transportation 

 

 Take a meaningful step toward addressing the 
 significant backlog of ADA compliance issues and 
 targeted sidewalk improvements 

 

$ 36.85 Million 



Drainage Projects - Stream Crossings 
Projects to replace culverts, bridges and other drainage 

structures to reduce frequency of road flooding 
 

$ 100.94 Million 11 

Prioritization Criteria 
 

 Frequency of reported road closures 
 

 Average daily traffic count 
 

 Impact to emergency access 
 One way in/out 
 Length of detour 

 

Drainage Projects – Subdivisions 
Projects to protect the health and safety of citizens, property and 

county infrastructure (roads and drainage systems) 
 
 Prioritization Criteria 
 

 Flooding of habitable structures 
 

 Impact on emergency access 
 

 Level of roadway flooding 
 

 Inundation of private property 

$ 127.09 Million 







Park Projects 

Project Prioritization Criteria 
 

 Included in an adopted plan 
 

 Part of multi-phased improvement project 
 

 Time sensitive 
 

 Resource leveraging opportunities 
 

 Shovel ready 
 

 Availability 
 

 Stakeholder demand 

$77.45 Million 14 

Park projects include acquiring parkland, building 
new recreational facilities, and improving existing 
parks and facilities. 



Conservation Easements 

$15 Million 15 

Funds allocated for Conservation Easements are 
used by the county to establish conservation 
easements with willing landowners on properties 
they own.  Specific projects are reviewed and 
selected by county staff.  

Travis County selects partners through an application 
process and according to adopted selection criteria:  

 Site characteristics 
 

 Uniqueness 
 

 Development threat 

 Purpose of easement 
 

 Consistency with 
planning priorities 
 

 Public access to land 
 

 Cost effectiveness 

Project Selection Criteria 
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