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Corridor Type
Imagine Austin
Corridor
Transit Priority
Network
All Corridors

Existing
Impervious Cover

Current
Maximum Allowable
Impervious Cover

Proposed
Maximum Allowable
Impervious Cover

Difference between
Current and Proposed
Maximum Allowable
Impervious Cover*

28.2%

60.4%

60.6%

0.1%

35.1%

60.8%

61.1%

0.3%

30.9%

60.2%

60.5%

0.2%

*The numbers presented may not add or subtract precisely due to rounding.

Please note:
•

•

•

•

•

This analysis includes all zoned properties along an Imagine Austin Corridor or Transit Priority Network.
Impervious cover within the street right-of-way was excluded from the analysis because it is not
impacted by the proposed zoning code or map.
The analysis is designed to detect change due to zoning code and mapping decisions rather than predict
the likely maximum impervious cover along the corridors. The analysis provides a conservative estimate
of the maximum amount of impervious cover each property could theoretically reach based on its
zoning or watershed limit. While this is the best available measure of how the draft code may impact
impervious cover along a corridor, it is important to note that these maximums are only theoretical.
To maximize the analysis’ sensitivity to change driven by zoning and mapping decisions, several
assumptions were made regarding zones for which impervious cover is governed by site-specific
regulations rather than an established impervious cover limit (e.g., Public, Parkland, Planned Unit
Developments, East Riverside Corridor, North Burnet/Gateway, Transit Oriented Development, etc.).
The analysis used either the average percent impervious cover of existing uses where available or the
most conservative estimate of maximum impervious cover for these zones.
This analysis does not account for other code provisions that may influence maximum impervious cover.
For example, zoning combining districts, overlays, and setbacks, as well as floodplains, creek buffers,
steep slope standards, and tree protections, may limit the amount of impervious cover that could be
developed on a particular parcel. The analysis also does not account for other code requirements that
help mitigate the impacts of impervious cover, such as existing drainage regulations, the proposed
“greenfield standard” that requires redevelopment projects to contribute to flood risk reduction, and
existing water quality capture and treatment standards.
For additional information about the change in maximum allowable impervious cover citywide and by
watershed, please see the report titled Land Development Code Revision: Analysis of Proposed Impervious
Cover Entitlements available at http://austintexas.gov/department/resources.

