Austin MSA Population History: 1900 to 2015
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“The number of microorganisms in a culture will increase
exponentially until an essential nutrient is exhausted.”




Average bime wasted in traffic annually: 41 hours.




COSTS (IN BILLIONS)

( Category Total |
Freeways $3.95
Arterials $6.93

Rail $2.03

Public Transportation  $0.96
Bicycle and Pedestrian  $0.44
Other $0.55
Operations / Transit  $10.27
Maintenance / Roadway $1.66
\ $26.78
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Arterials
26%

Freeways
15%

6%

Operations/transit
38%
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Impact Fees

Future Capacity
Paid by
Future Development

Texas Law: Water, Wastewater, Drainage, Roads
“necessitated by and attributable to new development”
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New Max Allowable Impact Fee - Water  $ 5,400
Impact Fee Attributable to WTP4 $3,173

WTP4 = 59% of new water impact fee of $5,400



Figure 1: Facilities Eligible for Impact Fees by State
Storm Solid

Roads Water Sewer Water Parks Fire Police Library Waste School

Arizona (cities) | [ ] | | | [ u

Arizona (counties) | m ] | | [

Arkansas (cities) | [ ] [ | | [ u

California n u [ u n [ [ u [ m
Colorado [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ n

Florida | [ [ [ n [ [ [ [ n
Georgia L] [ L] [ ] ] L] L]

Hawaii | [ [ [ n [ [ [ [ n
Idaho n [ | [ | n m [

lllinois n

Indiana n | | [ n

Maine n m u [ [ n
Montana | [ [ u * [ [ * * *
Nevada | [ [ u [ [ [ %K
New Hampshire n [ [ u n [ [ [ [ n
New Jersey n [ [ u

New Mexico n u [ u (] [ u

Oregon n u [ u n A
Pennsylvania [

Rhode Island n [ | [ | n [ [ n n n
South Carolina | [ ] [ n | [

Texas (cities) n [ m =

Utah (] [ [ u n [ [

Vermont ] ] ] | ] ] | | ] ]
Virginia**** L]

Washington L] ] [ ]
West Virginia L] [ L] [ ] [ L] ]
Wisconsin (cities) n m ] [ | | [ u n




NATIONAL IMPACT FEE SURVEY: 2012

Table 1. Average Fees by Land Use and Facility Type, 2012

Single- Multi-

Family Family Retail Office Industrial
Facility Type (Unit) (Unit) (1,000 sf) (1,000 sf) (1,000 sf)
Roads ) $3,228 $2,202 $5,685 $3,430 $2,076
Water $3,863 $1,440 $690 $629 $656
Wastewater $3,725 $1,771 $741 $690 $765
Drainage $1,476 $790 $1,013 $868 $983
Parks $2,774 $2,086 ** ** *x
Library $402 $305 *x® *® %
Fire $512 $376 $402 $358 $248
Police $372 $295 $401 $260 $180
General Government $1,699 $1,285 $618 $607 $385
Schools $4,677 $2,494 *x® *® %
Total Non-Utility* $8,111 $5,359 $6,174 $4,172 $2,763
Total* $11,583 $6,718 $6,347 $4,483 $3,190

National Average: $3,228
Austin: $ O
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Road impact fees were passed by:

Fort Worth Mayor Mike Moncrief and City Councll

vore %
HERE ]
VOTE b 7
AQUI 2

(ST

Full support from:
Greater Fort Worth Builders Association
Associated General Contractors
AlA
Greater Fort Worth Real Estate Council who stated,

“Solving the traffic congestion puzzle will take
sacrifice from all of us. Our profession has to be
part of the solution. We support the proposed
impact fee. We don’t want Fort Worth to become
where the west begins and mobility ends.”



Fort Worth Transportation Impact Fee Schedule

CO”ECﬁOh Amount SChEdUle [Excluding credits and discounts)

Land Use Category TE Ig;:chUse Develuc:::'tent ,I, b, ,

Industrial: General Light Industrial 110 1,000 SF GFA 3309 359 50

| Industrial: Industrial Park 130 1,000 SF GFA 5272 55722 50

I Residential: Single-Family Detatched Housing 210 Dwelling Unit %382 $733 30

I Residential: Apartment / Multi-Family 220 Dweelling Unit 4243 2450 30
Office; General Office Building 710 1,000 SF GFA 4513 Lags 50
Office: Office / Business Park 750 1,000 SF GFA 1516 5991 50
Dining: Restaurant with Drive-Through 934 1,000 SF GFA 510,268 12,613 $5,019 50
Other Retail: Free-Standing Retail Store 215 1,000 SF GFA, 52,817 $77 51,377 50
Other Retail: Shopping Center 820 1,000 5F GFA 51,973 4502 5964 30
Services: Bank (Driveln) 912 1,000 SF GFA 310,172 52,539 %4,972 30
Comprehensive list of land uses and collection amounts available at Ww.fortworthgov.orn_:;—ﬁmpactfees. l.

FORT WORTH

City of Fort Worth
Planning & Development Department
1000 Throckmorton Street Fort Worth, TX 76102
[817) 392-2222

www.fortworthgov.org/impactfees



“necessitated by and
attributable to new
development”.



Fort Worth divided into 27 areas of 6 mile radius




City of Fort Worth - 2006 Transportation Impact Fee Study

Capital Improvamant Plan for Transportation Impact Faas
Appandx A - Summary of Concaptusl Level Projedt Cost Projsctions

Roadway/Iintersection Improvements - Service Area A

" Class Project Limits Cost
. . .
A1 PsD M. Baash B1.{1) Litzay Rd. do 1830° 5. of Fulure Eagle o 7505, 000
A2 BED M. Beasn 21020 rallar Hagiel i EH 170 3 1,219,004
A3, 0-23 BED M. Beash 21030 BH 170 te Timbeariand 3 7037 000
] AAA AT Pary Wiedg Had 114 TR ofEoss atia Teaaly i S 170 = qTHT 1
Al e O Bifs W ustR Bisd. o 0" 8, & SNaTE LneaE 0 - L} x o, F e
A5 MaAD haenendancs Peay. (1) Lisey Bd. o Hensetis Croa 1 1]
A5 MAAD {12} |idependanse Poay. (2) Henriatia Creal io 255" M. of 3H 170 G 1]
AT BaD {173} Cevaland Gitbs Rd. M. Oty Ll (870" S.afSH 114 iz Liisey Rd z 0
A8 PsD Litsay Rd. (1) 190" E. of Bizabaficwn io Cleveiand Glbs 1
A3 VaAD Litsay Rd. (2} Oeveand Gisbs is 500" W. of Indepandence G
A-1d YAd4AD Litgey Rd. (3} H-35"% 1o Fuluras M. Boacsh 51 z
A-11 MaAD Eagls Phay. (1) Od Denden Rd. i 350° E. of Fulure Baach 1
A-12 VaAD Eagle Blary. (2} W . City Lisrits ¥s Fulure Park Vista G
A-13 VA4AD Henriatla Crasak Rd. 700" E. of Fulura Park Wisia io Independence 3
A-14 ERAD (152 vresian Phoany. |2 H-35 NBFRE & 740" Easlaf IH-35W MBFR 3
A-15 YAadD Wiesizor Ploan. (3 740" Eastel IH-35W WNBFR i Fulure M. Beash 31, | 3
A-18 VA4AD Wasinorl Phoay. (4) 805" E. of Fulura W. Beach 3. io Hasel Roancks |3
A-1T VAAD Waslnor Pioayy. |5 770 E. of Haslet-Roanoka o SH 170 WEBFR 3
A-18 YAadD Wesiaor Ploany. (8 BEH 170 EBFR 1o 150" W, of Park \Vista Bivd. 3
A-18 MAAD 172}  |Wasioor Puan. {T) 165" E. of Park Visla io 1,450 W. of Indegendancs | 3
A-20,0-18 VAAD Tirberiand Bivd. (1) M. Beach 5110 Cotlageville Ln, 3
A2, D-20 WMAAD (12 | Tembardand Bivd. {2 Cofiageville Ln. o 440" E. of Lillybrook Ln. 3
A= YRdAD Tiribariand Biwd. (3 30" E. of Park Wisls o E. Oty Liimits 3 2032004

TOTAL = 86,025,000
"Tatal may be higher than presaniad in Tadke 4 (10-Year Cagpita
mprovemant Flan for Transporiaton Imgadt Feas Wik Concasiul
Lavel Cosl Ophions) because he cosl of some propecls ane shansd

oeTaNsaT SaRAE BNeES.

NOTE: These coelprojechons Bsled in this agpendix have besn devedged for Imgact Fee caloulatons anly and shauld nod be usad fae

- . . = - '
any fuiune Capital Impacwamen] Plamning aithin the CRly of Fed Wi,




City of Fort Worth

2006 Transportation Impact Fee Study
Conceptual Level Project Cost Projection

Project Information:

This projec

Narme: M. Baach St. (1)

Limits: Litssy Rd. to 1830 5. of Futura Eagle six-lane divided principal arterial.
Costing Class: PSD

Ultimate Class: Principal Artarig

Length (If}: 5 B35

Service Area(s): A

Kimlsy-Harn and Associaiss, nc.

updanad

121372007

consists of the construction of a new

Roadway Construction Cost Projection

Nag. |tem Description Quantity | Unit Unit Price Item Cost
108 |Unclzssifisd Strest Excavation 35,025 = 5 500|% 216,150
206 |§" Lims Stabilization (with Lims @ 328/sy) 55,020 sy ] 00| % 275,100
308 (8" Concrete Pavemant 52,400 5y 5 3200 % 1,678,800
408 (4" Topso 28,185 5y 5 3TE| % 105,618
508 |4 Concrats Sidewalk 47,160 sf 5 3TH| 5 178,850
601 |Turn Lanss and Madian Opanings 4,262 Sy 5 41.00( 5 174,725
Paving Construction Cost Subtotal: § 2,625 244
ltem Description Notes Allowance Item Cost
Prap ROW Bl 5 131,282
Traffic Contro Nane Amdcipated 0%l 3 -
Pawvemant Markings/Marksrs U 131,282
Roadway Drainags Minar Adussmams 35%] & 818,835
Spacial Drainags Structures Naona Aricipaed 0%l 5 -
Watar Minar Adusimems e 131,282
Sawar Minar Adusmems 5] 5 131,282
Landscaping |Basic) Sodding and Erasian Camral 23] 5 52, 505
llumination Siandard Iuminasan Systam %) 5 157,515
Traffic Signalization Assuma Signa par Half Mils 5125,000] 5 250,000
Cithar: 50] 5 -
Allowance Subtotal:] & 1,803,804
Paving and Allowance Subtotal:] & 4,520 148
Construction Contingency: 15%] 5 &78,372
Construction Cost TOTAL:] $ 5,209,000
Impact Fea Project Cost Summan
ltem Description Motes: Allowance Item Cost
Construction: -15 5,208,000
Engineering/Survey/ Testing: 20%] 5 1,041,800
Mobilizetion &%l 5 312,540
ROW/Eesement Acquisition: sy Boadway Mlignmant 20%] & 1,041,800
Impact Fee Non-Recoverable Costs
Impact Fee Project Cost TOTAL:| & 7,605,000
HOTE: Thasa glann T3 s SOET Orgectans s3ad in Fis appandix hay e baan devalopad for impac: Fae caloulaians an'y and should na: ba

usad for any fure Capital Improvamant Planning wishin tha City of Fart Warh



V.IMPACT FEE CALCULATION

A MAXIMUM ASSESSABLE IMPACT FEE PERSERVICE UNIT
This section presents the maximum assessable impact fee rate caleolated for each service area. The
maximum assessable impact fee s the sum of the eligible Impact Fee CIP costs for the service area

divided by the growth in travel attributable to new development projected to occur within the [ 0-year

perind. A majority of the components of this caleulation have been deseribed and presented in

previous sections of this report. The purpose of this seetion is to document the computation for each

service ared and to demonstrate that the guidelines provided by Chapter 395 of the Texas Local
Govemment Code have been addressed. Table 7 illustrates the computation of the maximum

assessable impact fee computed for each service ares. Each row in the table is numbered to simplify

explanation of the caleulation.

Line

Title

Description

1

Taral Veldcle-Miles af
Canacly Added by the
CIP

The total number of wehicle-miles added to the service area based on
the capacity, length, and number of lanes in each project | from
Appendix B — CIP Units of Supply)

Each projoct identified in the Impact Foe CIP will add a certain amount of capacity to the City"s roadway
network based on its length and classifieation. This line displays the total amount added within cach
SETVioe arca.

Toral Vehicle-Milex af
Exlsting Demand

A measure of the amount of traffic cumrently using the roadway
facilities upon which capacity is being added. {from Appendix B -
CIP Units of Supply)

A number of facilities identified in the Impact Fee CIP have traffic cumently wtilizing a portion of their
cxisting capacity. This line displays the total amount of capacity along these facilities currently be wsed
by existing traffic.

Tatal Vehicle-Miles af
Exirting Deficiencles

Wumher of wehicle-miles of travel that are not accommaodated by the
existing roadway system (from Appendix C — Existing Facilities
Inventory)

In order to ensure that existing deficiencies on the City’s roadway network ane not recoverable through
impact foes, this line is based on the entire roadway network within the service arca. Any roadway
within the service arcathat is deficient — even those not identified on the Impact Foe CIP — will have
these additional trips removed from the calculation.

Ny Amount af Feflele- | A measurement of the amount of vehicle-miles added by the CIP that
4 Miles of Capaciry will ot be wtilized by existing demand (Line 1 — Line 2-Line 3)
Added

This calculation identifies the portion of the Impact Fee CIP {in vehicle-miles) that may be recoverable
throwgh the collaction of impact foes.




B. PLAN FOR AWARDING THE TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE CREDIT

Chapter 395 of the Texas Local Government Code requires the Capital Improvements Plan for
Transportation Impact Fees contain specific snumeration of a plan for awarding the impact fee

credit. Section 395,014 of the Code states:

“17) A plan for awarding:

{A) acredit for ‘the portion of ad valorem tax and utility servics revenoes generated
bv newe service units during the program period that is used for the payment of
mmprovements, including the payment of debt, that are included in the capital
improvements plan; or

(B) I the alternative, a credit equal to 50 percent of the total projected cost of
mmplementing the capital improvements plan...™

The plan is summarized. as preparsd by BLW. Beck, Ine., in Appendix D and E, Plan for Awarding

the Transportation Impact Fes Credit. The following table summarizes the portions of Table 7 that

utilize this credit caleolation.

Line Title Description
12 Financing Costs {from .-!;|.:|.|:|e ndix [¥— Plan for Awarding the Transportation mpact
Foe Credit)
11 Tuteres: Exnings {FEL;:-nEr.EiEHE ndix [?— Plan for Awarding the Transportation [mpact
Cost af the CIP and The sum of the Cost of Capacity Added Attributable to New Gronwth,
14 Finaneing Attribuwtable | Financing Costs, and Interest Earnings. {Line 11+ Line 12+ Line
fa New Growtk 13}
Pre-tredit Maxlnmem F-.:ul_r.»:'_ by _-:iiri:iir.gll'.-: 'ECEI'L of the -C[F: a.r..:i Fir.a.r.cir.g .ﬂ.l..ll'ij!ll;lahk: 1o
15 Fee Per Service Unit Mew Growth {Line 14) by the Total ."p-::l'.bzle- Miles of Mew Demand
Crvver Ten Years{Line K. {Line 14/ Line §)
A gredit for the portion of ad valorem taxes projected to be generated
Credit for Ad Valorem | by the new service units, as per Saction 395,014 of the Local
16 Taxes Government Code.  {from Appendix - Plan for Awarding the
Transportation Impact Foe Cradit)
Recoverahle Cost of The difference between the Cost of the CIP and Financing
17 CIF and h’mmc]’n,é Atributable to New Growth {(Line 14) and the Credit for Ad Valorem
Taxes (Line 161 (Line 14— Line 16)
Vi Asressahle Found by dividing the Recoverable Cost of the CIP and Financing
18 -FE-E Per EEJ‘L':I\:;E.C:.I:?.I'I {Line 17)by the Total YVehicle- Miles of Wew Demand Cver Ten
) Wgars (Line E). (Line 17/ Line &)




Fort Worth Transportation Impact Fee Schedule

CO”ECﬁOh Amount SChEdUle [Excluding credits and discounts)

Land Use Category TE Ig;:chUse Develuc:::'tent ,I, b, ,

Industrial: General Light Industrial 110 1,000 SF GFA 3309 359 50

| Industrial: Industrial Park 130 1,000 SF GFA 5272 55722 50

I Residential: Single-Family Detatched Housing 210 Dwelling Unit %382 $733 30

I Residential: Apartment / Multi-Family 220 Dweelling Unit 4243 2450 30
Office; General Office Building 710 1,000 SF GFA 4513 Lags 50
Office: Office / Business Park 750 1,000 SF GFA 1516 5991 50
Dining: Restaurant with Drive-Through 934 1,000 SF GFA 510,268 12,613 $5,019 50
Other Retail: Free-Standing Retail Store 215 1,000 SF GFA, 52,817 $77 51,377 50
Other Retail: Shopping Center 820 1,000 5F GFA 51,973 4502 5964 30
Services: Bank (Driveln) 912 1,000 SF GFA 310,172 52,539 %4,972 30
Comprehensive list of land uses and collection amounts available at Ww.fortworthgov.orn_:;—ﬁmpactfees. l.

FORT WORTH

City of Fort Worth
Planning & Development Department
1000 Throckmorton Street Fort Worth, TX 76102
[817) 392-2222

www.fortworthgov.org/impactfees
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Table 2-10

Summary of Methods Used to Assess Road Costs Associated with

New Housing in Austin, 2014

Roadway Costs

Funding Entitz

per New
Method Used Housing Unit
Long-Range Planning Estimate (CAMPQO) $14,577
Local Portion of Long-Range PIng (estimate)* $3,207
Level of Service (LOS) Method $42,634
Actual Expenditure Method: Road Bonds $3,136
Actual Expenditure Method: CIP Spending $6,217

All Governments
City of Austin
All Governments
City of Austin
City of Austin

1 This is a rough approximation based on 22% local share report in previous CAMPO 2030 Plan.

In terms of actual spending by the City of Austin, the last two methods provide

the most reasonable estimates. Road bonds are the primary source of funding for

new roads, however, since other funding sources are also used, the figure of
$3,136 may be low. The CIP spending method reflects all revenues sources the

City uses to pay for new roads, and therefore the figure of $6,217 reflects more of
the actual costs. Both of these methods required making assumptions regarding

the allocation of capital costs for road projects between capacity-increasing
improvements and system maintenance.



Table 2-11

Five-Year Road Cost for New Housing

Cost per Number

New Housing
Housing Units Added Total 5-Year
Cost Estimate Unit 2009-13 Cost
Low Cost Estimate? $3,136 27,651 $86,700,986
_High Cost Estimate” $6,217 27,651  $171,902,545

1 Based on actual road bond spending.
2 Based on actual Capital Improvement Plan spending.



Cityof & | ¥ | £
New Braunfels 1

Roadway Impact Fees

Construction Cost Recuperation
In 2007 the City of New Braunfels adopted impact fees to offset the cost of new road construction. The Impact Fee Study is
updated every 5 years.

220 Dwalling Unit 5 393 (5 128 /F% 1151(5 1151(3F 1151 |§% 1131 Residential road |mpactfee.

134 Badz g 130 | % 451§ 408 | 5 400 | 3 408 | 5 400

253 Dwelling Uniss § 107|545 |F w75 400(3 40e|s 40 .
Mobile Horns Park / Mamufactured Housing 240 Dwallinz Unit 5 T4|§5 125 |F L1095 |5 1.005|3 10055 1,005 Duplex $1,260.00 (both units)
Fesidantizl Candorninfmn Townhome Thuple: 230 Drwalling Unit g 3300 % 108 | ¥ 065 | 5 9485 | § 65 | % Q65 . ) ) )
Senior Adult Housinz-Attached 152 Dwelling Unit 5 155(3  108)F STO|3 965 |3 065 |5 043 Multi- family 5504.00 per dwelling unit
Semior Adult Housing-Detached 251 Drwalling Unit 3 171 [ § 00| ¥ 613 |5 1875(3 1875 (% 1326
Sinzle Family Desached Housing 210 Dwalling Unit § 635§ 200 F LETS|5 18753 1875 |8 187 i i i i
Snglea m g Unit Yoy lely el ey et Ve Retirement housing $189.00 per dwelling unit

Single- family dwelling $819.00

= TaYLOR"
\\\ THE ZEST OF TEXAS

Roadwav Impact Fees
Applicable Fees in Enterprise & Empowerment Zones are charged 30% of the posted rates.
Residential Single Family (1 LUE Equivalency) 5 480.32
Residential Multi-Family (0.61 LUE Equivalency) $ 293.00
Retail/Commercial (1000/Sq Ft = 1.73 LUE Equivalency) 5 830.95
S
5

Industrial (1000/Sq Ft = 1.01 LUE Equivalency) 485.12
Prison (1000/Sq Ft = 2.40 LUE Equivalency) 1.152.77

In 2007, Taylor adopted roadway impact fees under the requirements of Chapter 395 of the Texas Local Government
Code. (Ordinance 2007-10). The Code requires that the City update its fee program at least every five years.




The End



	Slide Number 1
	Slide Number 2
	Slide Number 3
	Slide Number 4
	Slide Number 5
	Slide Number 6
	Slide Number 7
	Slide Number 8
	Slide Number 9
	Slide Number 10
	Slide Number 11
	Slide Number 12
	Slide Number 13
	Fort Worth divided into 27 areas of 6 mile radius
	Slide Number 15
	Slide Number 16
	Slide Number 17
	Slide Number 18
	Slide Number 19
	Slide Number 20
	Slide Number 21
	Slide Number 22
	Slide Number 23
	The End

