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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The Transportation Master Plan (TMP) is the City’s document guiding how long range transportation
needs are to be met for all modes of travel. It includes both facility and policy recommendations, and
acknowledges the assumed condition of surrounding transportation infrastructure based upon adopted,
related plans and dialogue with local and state officials.
The City of Buda last adopted a TMP in 2006. Significant housing and infrastructure has been built since
the previous plan, growing from an estimated 4,904 in 2006 to a reported 7,295 during the 2010 US
Census (source: Texas State Data Center). The transportation network has changed significantly in the
past few years. Four additional major projects to be completed by others, IH 35 ramps, widening FM
1626, Main Street Extension, and FM 2001 (near Sunfield), will address key bottlenecks and, as such,
have the potential to radically change traffic patterns. Traffic patterns and congestion would be further
affected by the planned extension of the Truck Bypass.
Nearly $56 million in roadway improvements are proposed in the most recent Capital Improvement Plan
(CIP). Consequently, the City requires an update to the TMP to revisit the adequacy and appropriateness
of the previous plan’s recommendations relative to these dynamics. At the same time, the update also
afforded the City the opportunity to advance subsequently adopted goals and initiatives that have
transportation implications.
Prior to the TMP, the City Council adopted the Buda 2030 Comprehensive Plan, which included
underpinning objectives for future TMPs. The following needs were developed from public input during
the Comprehensive Plan, with percentages indicating the issues were “very important” or “important:”
• Divert 18-wheel traffic away from downtown - (93%)
• Traffic congestion in Downtown Buda - (92%)
• Divert east/west cut-through traffic away from downtown Buda - (79%)
• Improved pedestrian mobility (sidewalks or paths) - (79%)
• Improved bicycle mobility (lanes or paths) - (63%)
• Traffic congestion in my neighborhood - (60%)
• Public Transportation (Bus or Commuter Rail) - (44%)
Transportation goals appearing in the Comprehensive Plan define system objectives relative to future
development patterns, and provide general direction for City staff and future planning efforts. The
Transportation Master Plan was guided by the following objectives stated in the Comprehensive Plan:
o
o
o
o
o

“plan roadway improvement for existing conditions and future demand,”
“improve connectivity,”
“explore public transportation opportunities to Austin and San Marcos,”
“pursue traffic management techniques, and”
“promote walking and bicycling as transportation alternatives to the car.”

Public involvement activities took place throughout the development of the TMP, including various
public meetings held and surveys distributed. This allowed opportunities for public participation in
differing formats. Public input was also obtained during the concurrent Hays County TMP update
process, which also allowed for the close coordination of City and County planning efforts. Comments
are summarized in Chapter 3 of the TMP and are further detailed in Appendix D.
The recommended roadway plan was produced from analyzing future traffic demands, determined
through detailed evaluation of CAMPO forecasts and other data sources, against planned roadway
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improvements. Conceptual alternatives were presented during public meetings and scheduled
Commission and Council work sessions for comment. The resulting plan reemphasizes the importance of
major road reconstruction projects and the completion of the Truck Bypass. It also prioritizes improving
pedestrian linkages to schools and other destinations, as well as improving walking safety, relative to
other types of non-roadway projects being considered. Additionally, the plan identifies strategies for
facilitating public transportation services and other ridesharing, and supportive policy changes.
With regard to roadway recommendations, the City should focus on extending the Truck Bypass and
reconstructing major collector and arterial routes. Meeting transportation needs, providing the foundation
to address future problems, and improving connectivity are the reasons the Truck Bypass extension to FM
2770 is the most highly-recommended project. Further, the Truck Bypass has the strongest public
support. Several roads within the city need pavement reconstruction and accommodations for
pedestrians. Bicycle facilities should also be constructed on some roads to help develop the
Recommended Pedestrian and Bicycle Networks (see Exhibit 2a and 2b). Complete Streets strategies
outlined in the TMP define the recommended overarching principle for the planning, design, and
construction of local roads.
Comprehensive Plan objectives and benchmarks were consulted to develop specific action items.
Guidance for policy action and new projects is outlined on a short-term, mid-term, and long-term basis in
the following tables.
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Table ES-1 - Short-Term Guidance

Comprehensive Plan Goal

City Policy

Plan roadway improvement
for existing conditions and
future demand

•

Improve Connectivity

•

•

•

Explore public
transportation options in
Austin and San Marcos

•

•

Pursue Traffic Management
Techniques

•

•

New Projects

Adopt CIP with Truck Bypass to
FM 2770
Coordinate with Hays County,
TxDOT, Union Pacific RR

•
•
•
•

Adopt TMP with planned connector
roads
Adopt a connectivity ratio for new
subdivisions

•

Coordinate with Capital Metro,
Hays, Texas State, other cities to
establish an express route
Coordinate with Lone Star Rail to
establish a station in Buda
Allocate budget towards traffic
counts, traffic signal warrant
analyzes
Evaluate roundabouts in place of
traffic signals

•
•
•

•
•
•

•

Promote Walking and
Biking as Transportation
Alternatives to the car

•

Adopt Complete Streets principles

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Truck Bypass
FM 967
Old Black Colony Road
SH 45 Southwest (Advance
Planning coordination)
Main Street/W. Goforth railroad
crossing (Advance Planning
coordination)
Garlic Creek Trail
Address sidewalk gaps
Temporary Park and Ride in
Buda if implementation of
express service is successful

Southbound Right Turn lane at
FM 967 and Main Street
Main St. at both ends of
Downtown
Traffic signal warrant analyzes
on FM 967 at subdivision
entrances
Roundabout at Old Goforth
Road/Old FM 2001/Glenview
Lane
Bluff Street
Main Street Widening and
(Cedar Street – Bradfield Drive)
Main Street Reconfiguration
(Cedar Street – Goforth Road)
Old Black Colony Road
West Goforth
Old FM 2001 (FM 2001 to Old
Goforth Road)
Old Goforth Road
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Table ES-2 - Mid-Term Guidance

Comprehensive Plan Goal City Policy

New Projects

Plan roadway improvement
for existing conditions and
future demand

•
•
•

•
•

Adopt CIP with Truck Bypass to
FM 2770
Coordinate with Hays County,
TxDOT, Union Pacific RR

•

Truck Bypass to FM 1626
Old FM 2001
Hillside Terrace (Dacy Lane to
Old Goforth Road)
SH 45 Southwest (Advance
Planning coordination)
Update Trans. Master Plan
West Goforth - Cabela’s
Bluff Street extension (with
coordination with Buda Mill &
Grain potential redevelopment)
Permanent Park and Ride in
Buda if express service is
successful

Improve Connectivity

•

Enforce connectivity ratio

•
•
•

Explore public
transportation options in
Austin and San Marcos
Pursue Traffic Management
Techniques

•

Same as Short-term

•

•

Allocate budget towards traffic
counts, traffic signal warrant
analyzes
Evaluate roundabouts in place of
traffic signals
Evaluate effectiveness of Complete
Streets principles

•

Roundabout at Hillside Terrace
and Old Goforth Road

•

Old San Antonio Road

•

Promote Walking and
Biking as Transportation
Alternatives to the car

•

Table ES-3 - Long-Term Guidance

Comprehensive Plan Goal City Policy

New Projects

Plan roadway improvement
for existing conditions and
future demand

Master agreement with TxDOT
addressing Garlic Creek Parkway
and SH 45 South
Coordinate with Hays County,
TxDOT

•
•
•

•

•

•

Improve Connectivity

•

Enforce connectivity ratio

•

Explore public
transportation options in
Austin and San Marcos

•

Coordinate with Capital Metro,
Hays, Texas State, Lone Star Rail
on regional services

•

Pursue Traffic Management
Techniques

•

Analyze need to widen existing
roads

•

Promote Walking and
Biking as Transportation
Alternatives to the car

•

No specific current policy

•
•

FM 1626 Overpass at FM 967
Garlic Creek Parkway
Hillside Terrace (Old Goforth
Road to FM 2001)
Widen Main Street east and
west of IH 35
Connectivity projects to be
further defined
Public transportation projects to
be further defined based on
progress on express route and
Lone Star Rail
Traffic management projects to
be further defined
Kelly Smith Lane (IH 35 to
Dacy Lane)
Garison Road
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INTRODUCTION

The Transportation Master Plan (TMP) is the City’s document governing how long range transportation
needs are to be met for all modes of travel. It includes both facility and policy recommendations, and
acknowledges the assumed condition of surrounding transportation infrastructure based upon adopted,
related plans and dialogue with local and state officials.
The City of Buda last adopted a TMP in 2006. Significant housing and infrastructure has been built since
the previous plan, growing from an estimated 4,904 in 2006 to a reported 7,295 during the 2010 US
Census (source: Texas State Data Center). Nearly $56 million in roadway improvements are proposed in
the most recent Capital Improvement Plan (CIP). Consequently, the City requires an update to the TMP to
revisit the adequacy and appropriateness of the previous plan’s recommendations relative to these
dynamics. At the same time, the update also afforded the City the opportunity to advance subsequently
adopted goals and initiatives that have transportation implications.
1.1

Role of the Transportation Master Plan

A TMP is a living document that changes based on transportation needs, land use and development,
public involvement, and financial resources. The cycle below depicts the ongoing process for
transportation planning as it relates to project development for a governmental agency. Most
municipalities conduct a plan update on roughly a five year cycle. Over a five year cycle, some projects
have a chance to advance from planning through implementation, which will influence future needs and
validate the appropriateness of the prior plan’s assumptions and recommendations.

Review
Existing
Conditions

Construct
&
Implement

Develop
Short/Long
Range
Plans

Determine
Short &
Long Term
Needs

Propose
Solutions

The Review Existing Conditions phase is the examination of existing transportation infrastructure and
recent, as well as impending development. Following review of the present, the next step is to Determine
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Short and Long Term Needs. Strengths and weaknesses are identified by the first phase; opportunities
and threats are studied by the second. The following questions are answered by the second phase:
•
•
•
•

What/where/how much development is anticipated?
What improvements are planned?
Will any existing problems be fixed or worsened by future development or infrastructure?
What additional deficiencies could occur in the future?

The first two phases are also called the Needs and Constraints Analysis. The third phase, Propose
Solutions, is the improvement of transportation facilities to address existing and future needs.
Transportation facility improvements fall into three types:
•
•
•

New corridors or amenities,
Improvement of existing corridors or amenities, and
Changes in transportation policies/priorities.

New corridors are identified to provide additional mobility options, such as the Truck Bypass, or define
new roadways in an undeveloped area. An example of a new amenity may be the construction of a parkand-ride lot or bike trail. As the city expands, development will rely upon and influence the configuration
of proposed roadways and other types of facilities. For existing roads and facilities, the TMP will propose
improvements to add capacity or otherwise improve its value in the overall system. For example, a twolane rural road may be rebuilt and expanded into a four-lane divided road with sidewalks in order to
address anticipated vehicular and pedestrian demands.
Sustainability is a key consideration throughout the planning process. A city adding to its transportation
infrastructure must be able to pay for the added annual maintenance of these new and improved facilities.
Changes to policies and priorities may also address sustainability over time.
The Development of Short and Long Range Plans culminate with adoption of the TMP, and is the
precursor to preparation of Buda’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), as well as the adding of any new
regionally significant projects to the Capital Area Metropolitan Area Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).
Projects in the CIP and RTP are created from the recommendations of the TMP. It is recommended that a
decision matrix, or similar decision support tool, be used to facilitate ranking the need for each project
based on factors like citizen support, connectivity, mobility, and economic development. The capital
programming process also presents the opportunity to revisit any TMP recommendations regarding
potential funding sources for individual projects.
Once the Transportation Master Plan and CIP are adopted by City Council, City officials have a
straightforward guidance to the projects and priorities for City resources for the following several years.
The time frame under which the City will need to revisit the Transportation Master Plan depends on the
amount of growth within the Buda area and the number of projects that can be accomplished over time.
1.2

Comprehensive Plan

The City Council adopted the Buda 2030 Comprehensive Plan in October 2011. The Comprehensive Plan
is “a document that articulates a vision for the future of the community and outlines a set of goals,
objectives, and actions to achieve the desired vision. It is a blue print for the growth of a municipality,
providing guidance to city staff, leaders, decision makers, property owners, business, developers, and
residents in the choices and decisions they make.” While the Comprehensive Plan is not regulatory law,
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the elements of zoning, budgets, and capital improvement plans developed will be underpinned by the
guiding goals, objectives, and actions of the Comprehensive Plan.
The purpose of the Transportation Master Plan is to create a system that addresses current transportation
problems and anticipates future ones. Transportation projects should also be fiscally prudent and
consistent with civic values as developed in the Transportation Master Plan and Comprehensive Plan.
Additionally, the needs of different transportation modes – driving, walking, bicycling, and mass transit –
and users, including children, elderly, and disabled, should be addressed in an equitable fashion. The
following transportation objectives and benchmarks were outlined by the Comprehensive Plan:
•

•

“Objectives”
o “Plan roadway improvement for existing conditions and future demand”
o “Improve connectivity”
o “Explore public transportation opportunities to Austin and San Marcos”
o “Pursue traffic management techniques”
o “Promote walking and bicycling as transportation alternatives to the car”
“Benchmarks”
o “Increase average connectivity ratio”
o “Reduce commute mode of driving alone to 80%” (i.e. percentage share of all trips made
directly between home and work)

The connectivity ratio is a measure of links (street segments) to nodes (intersections and cul-de-sacs) in a
neighborhood. A neighborhood with a low connectivity ratio has would have many cul-de-sacs and few
access points; a neighborhood organized like a grid would have a high connectivity ratio. Circuitous
vehicle trips and higher volumes on neighborhood streets can be caused by a low connectivity ratio.
Circuitous trips also discourage bicycle and pedestrian use. In addition, emergency response can be
hindered by poor connectivity. Other objectives and benchmarks, while not within the transportation
section, are relevant to the Transportation Master Plan:
•

•
•
•
•
•

•

“Economic Development and Sustainability:”
o “Complete the truck bypass from IH 35 to FM 1626.”
o “Continue to work with CAMPO and TxDOT to add on and off ramps from IH 35 to
Robert S. Light Boulevard (the truck bypass).”
o “Maximize on connections between Austin-Bergstrom International Airport (ABIA) and
Buda.’
“Parks, Recreation and Space Goal: Develop citywide trail system that connects parks, open
space areas, residential areas, downtown, shopping centers and other destinations”
“Housing Goal: Encourage dense-mixed use projects in appropriate locations as a means of
increasing housing supply while promoting neighborhood vitality”
“Community identity goal: Enhance Buda’s streets with attractive messages and signs”
“Public safety benchmark: Maintain or reduce response times”
“Downtown Buda objectives:”
o “Enhance downtown viability”
o “Establish a Park-Once-and-Walk policy”
Enhance street realm to create a high-quality pedestrian environment that is a safe and inviting
place for people to gather, relax, and play.
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Oversight

The Transportation Master Plan was administered by the Engineering and Planning Department with
additional review from the Office of City Manager. City staff and the Planning and Zoning Commission
gave specific guidance with respect to the following areas:
•
•
•

Transportation concerns and needs for automobile, bicycle, pedestrian and transit modes,
Guidance as to how the City should increase connectivity, and
Classification and design of major thoroughfares.

Multiple public Meetings were held with City Staff and elected officials in attendance. Notes from the
following meetings were compiled and included in Appendix D - Summary of Comments Received:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Meeting with department heads - March 19, 2012
City Council workshop - March 20, 2012
Planning and Zoning Workshop - July 24, 2012
Meeting with department heads - September 24, 2012
City Council Workshop - December 4, 2012
Planning and Zoning Workshop and Public Hearing - December 11, 2012
City Council Final Presentation: January 15, 2012
City Council Ratification - January 29, 2012
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EXISTING CONDITIONS
Existing Demographics

The City of Buda is located in Hays County, Texas, just south of and immediately adjacent to the City of
Austin. Buda has experienced rapid growth recently as the Austin area has continued to expand. Table 1
lists the historical population growth.
Table 1 - Population Growth
Population
1990
2000
2010

1,795
2,404
7,295

Annual
Growth Rate
3.0%
11.7%

(Source: U.S. Census Bureau)
Forecasts of future population and employment are developed by CAMPO. These forecasts are then used
to develop travel demand and traffic forecasts. Dot density maps reflecting population and employment
densities in 2010 and 2035 for Buda and its environs are provided in Figure 1 and Figure 2. The
population and employment patterns depicted in Figure 1 appear to be consistent with existing land use
patterns. The majority of population and employment is within the area bounded by IH 35, Main Street,
and FM 967, with a less dense population center appearing north of FM 967 and east of FM 1626.
Increases of 45,000 residents and 7,500 jobs within Buda and its Extraterritorial Jurisdiction (ETJ) are
expected during this period, with their distributions further detailed in Figure 3. Residential growth is
expected to occur in three areas around the city. The most significant growth in population is expected to
occur east of IH 35 and south of the Travis County line, the location of the planned Sunfield development.
Another area of significant growth is bounded by FM 967, Old Black Colony, and FM 1626 which is the
location of the Garlic Creek, Whispering Hollow, and Elm Grove subdivisions. Finally, the area bounded
by IH 35, FM 967, and West Goforth Road is also expected to increase in population. Beyond Buda’s
City Limits, growth in population is mostly expected east of IH 35, and near the intersection of FM 2770
and FM 1626 within Kyle. Most of the employment growth is expected to occur along IH 35 or south of
downtown.
Two areas within Buda are not expected to attract much population growth. The area southwest of FM
967 and FM 1626 is not expected to have a significant population increase because of the Dahlstrom
Reserve and much of the area is within the Edwards Aquifer recharge zone. Additionally, the area south
of Old Black Colony Road is projected to remain relatively unchanged. Centex Materials and Texas
Lehigh, which provide concrete materials, are located south of Onion Creek; and both have long-term
stone reserves at these properties. The area between Cole Springs Road and Old Black Colony Road has
some developable land.
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Figure 1 - 2010 Population and Employment

Figure 2 - 2035 Population and Employment
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Figure 3 - Population and Employment Growth from 2010 to 2035

2.2

Approved Development and Future Demographics

Several approved planned developments, depicted in Figure 4, are either proposed or underway within
Buda. Most of these are subdivisions with single-family detached housing. The exception to this is the
Sunfield development, located mostly outside of the Buda City Limits but within the ETJ. Projected land
uses for the Sunfield development include 760 acres of commercial use, as well as schools and
recreational areas. Local traffic from the development would add trips to FM 2001, Main Street, and
Turnersville Road, with regional trips making use of IH 35 and SH 45. Specific traffic impacts are
discussed later in the report.
The CAMPO demographic forecasts are consistent with approved plans within Buda. Forecasted
population growth is in the same locations as approved developments. Based on the number of lots from
planned developments in Figure 4 and average persons per household, the population projection may be
high. 6,971 residential units are proposed by the Sunfield development, while it is entirely included
within the approximately 9,200 households forecasted by CAMPO in roughly the same area.

DRAFT

10
Page 10

City of Buda Transportation Master Plan Update

November 2012

Figure 4 - Planned Developments

2.3

Physical Constraints and Planning Considerations

Water features and the associated topography are the most significant physical constraints within Buda’s
vicinity. Most of Buda west of IH 35 is on top of the Edwards Aquifer, with areas west of FM 1626
within the aquifer recharge zone. Within this area, water will seep from the surface into the aquifer. Since
the Edwards Aquifer provides drinking water, special water quality and development regulations apply to
such recharge zones.
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In addition to the aquifer, Buda is crossed by Onion and Garlic Creeks. Onion Creek has two crossings
within Buda, FM 967 west of Buda Elementary and Garison Road. The roadway crossing at Garison
Road has only one lane and identified as a low water crossing by Hays County. In addition, several local
roads are within the Onion Creek 100-year floodplain, including Old Black Colony Road, Cole Springs
Road, and Bluff Street. Garlic Creek has three crossings within Buda; FM 1626 and two on FM 967.
Other major constraints include the Union Pacific Railroad line and Old San Antonio Road. Downtown
Buda is bisected by the railroad with three at-grade crossings, two on Main Street and one on Peach Street
south of City Hall. The railroad presently serves as an active freight line. The Lone Star Regional Rail is
proposed to use this line for passenger service, once freight service can be rerouted away from the
corridor. Old San Antonio Road is part of the El Camino Real de los Tejas, which was designated a
National Historic Trail in 2004. Any major work on Old San Antonio Road, such as widening, would
require an archeological survey to identify any historic features along the roadway. If historic features are
identified, design and construction of the improvements would be required to avoid or mitigate historic
impacts. The Texas Historic Commission and National Park Service jointly oversee development and
administration of the El Camino Trail and would be involved in any required historical mitigation.
Prominent civic locations (shown in Figure 5) within Buda include two cemeteries, several parks and
state historical markers, and two national historical districts. The main park, City Park, is located
downtown at Main Street and San Antonio Street. Many city-wide events are held at City Park. The
Stagecoach Park area, north of Main Street and east of the railroad tracks, includes Allen Cemetery, and
Onion Creek Post Office and Stagecoach House Historical District. The other historical district is
Downtown Buda, roughly bounded by Elm, Main, China, and Austin Streets. The Antioch Cemetery,
another historical location, is on Old Black Colony Road about one mile east of FM 1626.
Federal agencies are required to identify and mitigate disproportionate impacts on environmental justice
(EJ) populations. EJ populations are defined by the following criteria, as set by CAMPO:
• At least 50% of the population lived in families earning less that 80% of the county median
family income.
• At least 50% of the population was a minority.
• Al least 25% of the population falls below the federal poverty level (e.g., a family of three that
earns $17,102 or less during 2009).
Environmental justice maps (Figure 6) are produced by CAMPO to indicate areas that require further
analysis. Based on these maps, no areas within Buda’s ETJ are flagged for EJ consideration.
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Figure 5 - Constraints Map
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Figure 6 - Environmental Justice Map

2.4

Existing Thoroughfare Plan

The current Buda Master Transportation Plan was adopted January 17, 2006. The existing plan limits are
the Buda ETJ, plus SH 45 to the north and the planned Kyle Outer Loop to the south. Existing and
proposed corridors were identified, as well as intersection improvements. Immediate, short-term, and
long-term corridor and intersection recommendations were identified, and planning level cost estimates
were completed. The existing and proposed roadway network was divided into four classes:
• Collector – requiring a 60-foot wide right of way (ROW),
• Arterial – requiring a 90-foot wide ROW,
• Parkway – requiring a 110-foot wide ROW, and
• Highway – with ROW requirements dictated by individual facility.
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The roadway classes were determined by the proposed size of the road. For example, Main Street between
FM 967 and Garison Road is identified as a Collector because this section is proposed to remain a twolane road.
Regionally significant corridors within the Buda Transportation Plan appear in the CAMPO RTP with the
notable exception of SH 45 South and Southwest from Mopac Boulevard (Loop 1) to IH 35. The western
section, SH 45 Southwest (Mopac Boulevard to FM 1626), is in the CAMPO RTP as a construction
project and has an expected completion date of 2025. The final section, SH 45 South (FM 1626 to IH 35),
is planned, but a construction date is not set. The Travis County Commissioners Court approved a
conceptual schematic (Figure 11) of SH 45 South between IH 35 and Onion Creek.
Several projects have been completed since the existing Plan was adopted. Among the most significant is
the complete of SH 45 Southeast, which provides a direct connection to ABIA. Other projects within
Buda include FM 2001, first part of the Truck Bypass, and Main Street Widening. The planned signal at
Main Street and Bradfield Drive is under construction. Detailed descriptions of recently completed or
ongoing projects are below.
FM 2001
FM 2001 (Overpass Road) was widened and extended to the main road as part of the Sunfield
development. This four-lane divided road is proposed to be part of the state system once it is completed as
part of the Sunfield development.
Truck Bypass
The first part of the Truck Bypass (Robert S. Light Boulevard) was completed in 2007. The extension of
the truck bypass to FM 2770, including a bridge over the Union Pacific Railroad, is listed as immediateneed in the current plan. Extending the truck bypass further to FM 1626 is listed as a short-term need.
Main Street Widening
Main Street was recently widened to four-lanes from Santa Cruz Catholic Church to IH 35.
SH 45 (SE)
SH 45 Southeast is a six-lane tollway that extends east to SH 130 two miles north of Main Street. SH 45
is connected to Buda by Old San Antonio Road, IH 35, and Turnersville Road. The construction of SH 45
provides Buda residents a high speed connection to ABIA.
Signal at Main Street and Bradfield Drive
A signal at Main Street and Bradfield Drive is under development as of this writing. During the TMP
Update public involvement process, safety concerns and congestion were stated in several comments,
especially by residents in Bradfield Village. Construction is expected to be completed in 2012.
2.5

Sunfield Planned Development

A Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) of the Sunfield development was performed in 2010. The development
is expected to generate 85,708 trips based on planned land uses. Projected volumes of surrounding roads
are listed in Table 2, and Table 3 lists the roads constructed as part of the development. The developer
proposed $23 million in roadway construction to mitigate their traffic impacts. The following roads will
be built as part of the development’s mitigation measures: Main Street from IH 35 to SH 45, FM 2001,
and Turnersville Road. Most of the other mitigation measures, which are listed in Table 4, are traffic
signals; plus Main Street is proposed to be widened to six lanes between IH 35 and Collector 1 (a planned
collector road within the development).
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Table 2 - Sunfield Buildout Volumes
Road

Segment

Main Street
Main Street
Main Street
Main Street
Cabelas
FM 2001
FM 2001
FM 2001
Satterwhite
Turnersville
Turnersville
S. Turnersville

Old San Antonio - IH 35
IH 35 - Firecracker
Firecracker - Turnersville
Turnersville - SH 45
Old San Antonio - IH 35
IH 35 - Old FM 2001
Old FM 2001 - Sunbright Blvd
Sunbright Blvd - Exist. FM 2001
FM 2001 - Turnersville
IH 35 - Firecracker
Firecracker - Main
Main Street - Satterwhite

2030 Projected
Peak Hour
3,644
5,124
3,479
2,661
1,166
4,332
4,062
3,406
750
1,186
594
149

2030 Daily
Volume
36,400
51,200
34,800
26,600
11,700
43,300
40,600
34,100
7,500
11,900
5,900
1,500

Table 3 - Costs Borne by Project
Road
Main Street
Main Street
Main Street
Firecracker
Drive
Firecracker
Drive
FM 2001
FM 2001
Turnersville
Road
Turnersville
Road
Total

Limits
Firecracker - MUD 2 Boundary
Firecracker - MUD 2 Boundary
MUD 2 Boundary - N. Turnersville

Total ($)
2,011,817
1,476,885
5,689,111

Comments
Build 3 Lanes
Widen to 5 Lanes

FM 2001 - Main

1,995,551

Main - Turnersville

1,438,830

Overpass Road - Current End
Current End to FM 2001

3,787,309
2,500,000

43,300
4 lane Divided

IH 35 - County Line

2,161,496

5 Lane Section

County Line - N. Turnersville

2,280,069

½ of 4 Lane Divided

$23,341,067
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Table 4 - Additional Cost of Mitigation
Road
Main Street
Intersection 1&2

Limits
IH 35 - Collector 1
SH 45 N. Turnersville

Total ($)
1,667,242
200,000

Intersection 7

IH 35 / Cabelas

154,000

Intersection 11
Intersection 12
Intersection 13
Intersection 16
Intersection 18
Intersection 19
Total

Main / Firecracker
Main / Collector 1
Main / Collector 4
Firecracker / Collector 6
FM 2001 / Firecracker
FM 2001 / Collector

165,000
165,000
165,000
165,000
165,000
165,000
$3,011,242

2.6

Comments
Widen to 6 Lanes
Traffic Signal
Convert SBRight turn lane
to a shared SBThru-Right
Lane; relocate signal poles
Traffic Signal
Traffic Signal
Traffic Signal
Traffic Signal
Traffic Signal
Traffic Signal

Planned Transportation Improvements

The Transportation Master Plan provides Buda the opportunity to coordinate transportation improvement
projects with adjoining jurisdictions. Funded improvements by the City, Hays County, TxDOT, and
CTRMA are listed in Table 5. Most of the improvements in the Buda CIP are anticipated to be financed
by bonds that are not approved yet.
Safe Routes to School
In addition to the planned improvements, the City, in coordination with Hays ISD, received a federal Safe
Routes to School (SRTS) grant in 2009 that will address specific pedestrian connectivity issues. SRTS is
a federally-administered program that provides funding for projects that provide more appealing walking
and biking routes to schools. Projects should accomplish three goals:
1. New or upgraded walking and biking connections between neighborhoods and schools.
2. The reduction or elimination of student crossings at major roadways, where feasible.
3. The route should provide ADA-accessibility to allow students of all abilities to walk or bike to
school.
The 2009 SRTS grant encompassed the following improvements:
• Buda Elementary: Sidewalks by school and City Park along San Marcos and San Antonio Street,
• Tom Green Elementary: Sidewalks along Old Goforth Road and Tom Green School Road,
• Elm Grove Elementary: Sidewalks along FM 1626 and Old Black Colony Road,
• Dahlstrom Middle: Sidewalks along FM 967, and
• A pedestrian bridge over Garlic Creek.
These improvements are intended to fill in gaps in the sidewalk infrastructure between neighborhoods and
schools. Additional pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure would need to be accomplished using other
funding programs to complete Buda’s pedestrian network.
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Table 5 - Funded Improvements
Sponsor*
Buda

Road
Bluff

Source
*CIP

From
FM 967

Buda

Old Goforth

*CIP

FM 2001

Dacy Ln

*CIP

Hillside Terrace

Signal
Signal
W. Goforth
Truck Bypass
Truck Bypass
Old Black
Colony
Old San
Antonio

CIP
*CIP
*CIP
*CIP
*CIP

Cedar
FM 2770
FM 2770

*CIP
*CIP

Buda

Truck Bypass

*CIP

Buda
Buda

Main Street
Cabelas
Old San
Antonio
IH 35

*CIP
*CIP

Garrison
Travis CL

Cabelas
Main

*CIP

Main

Travis CL

Hays
County
Buda
Buda
Buda
Buda
Buda
Buda
Buda

Buda
TxDOT

CAMPO/Hays
Hays Co
FM 1626
County Bond
CAMPO/Hays
Hays Co
FM 1626
Co Bond
CTRMA
SH 45
CAMPO
* To be financed by CO/GO Bonds

2.7

Improvement
Reconstruction

Year
2013

Reconstruction

2013

Reconstruction

2013

IH-35
FM 967
FM 967

Bradford and Main signal
Sequoyah and Main signal
Reconstruction
Construct 4-lane roadway
Construct overpass at RR

2012
2013
2013
2015
2015

FM 1626

FM 967

Reconstruction

2014

FM 1327

Travis CL

Reconstruction

2015

FM 1626
Hays CL
Loop 1

To
FM 2770
Hillside
Terrace
Beebe
Road

Travis CL
Bliss
Spillar
FM 1626

Construct overpass at FM
967
Widen to 4-lanes
Construct 2-lane roadway

2015
2015
2013

Reconstruction

2016

Add ramps

2014

Widen to 4-lanes

2012

Widen to 4-lanes

2012

Construct 4-lane tollway

2025

Regional Planning Efforts

The long-range planning efforts of adjoining jurisdictions and public authorities should be considered in
the TMP. The objective in doing this is to identify roadway, transit, bicycle and pedestrian corridors
proposed that will eventually connect to the TMP network, so that alignments and facility types may be
compatible. Master Plan documents of surrounding jurisdictions were reviewed to identify and analyze
the role of the roadway, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian features. The location and role of each potential
improvement of interest were then addressed during TMP preparation.
Several jurisdictional plans were evaluated, and the same projects are often listed on multiple plans. Of
the jurisdictional plans evaluated, the following plans had specific features requiring consideration with
the preparation of the TMP:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

2025 Austin Metropolitan Area Transportation Plan (as amended through August 2003)
Austin Bicycle Master Plan (2009)
Capital Area Regional Bicycle Map (2012)
City of Kyle Transportation Plan (2010)
Hays County 2008 Bond Program (March 2010)
TxDOT STIP and UTP (2010)
CAMPO 2035 RTP (May 2010)
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Austin
Several connections to Buda are identified by the 2025 Austin Metropolitan Area Transportation Plan
(AMATP). However, this plan was last amended in 2003 and should be considered out of date. Several
roadways within the Buda City Limits and ETJ were listed in the AMATP with proposed number of
lanes, ROW requirements, and bicycle facilities. The AMATP identifies the following roadway classes;
and roads near Buda are listed in Table 6:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Freeway (FWY)
Parkway (PKY)
Expressway (EXY)
Major Arterial Divided (MAD)
Major Arterial Undivided (MAU)
Minor Arterial (MNR)
Table 6 - AMATP Roads near Buda

Roadway

Segment

Existing
2010

2025
AMATP

Required
ROW

Existing
ROW

IH 35

FM 1626 –
FM 1327
FM 1327 –
3/4 mi. South
of Yarrington
Loop 1 – FM
1626
IH 35 – US
183
Manchaca
Road. –
Travis CL
Travis CL –
FM 967
FM 967 – FM
2770
Ruby Ranch
Road – FM
1626
Loop 4 –
Study
Boundary
IH 35 –
Thaxton
Road
IH 35 – US
183

FWY 6

FWY 8

400

<400

Austin Bike
Recommend
Bike Facility
Wc/15

FWY 6

Existing

400

<400

Wc/15

PKY 4

300

PKY 6

Existing

300

300

MAU 2

MAD 4

114

80

Bi -6

Preserve ROW for
MAD 6

MAU 2

MAD 4

114

80

Sh 6

MAU 2

Existing

MNR 2

MAU 2

Preserve ROW for
MAD 6
Preserve ROW for
MAD 6
Preserve ROW for
MAD 4

MNR 2

Existing

MNR 2

MAU 2

74

100

Bi 6

MNR 2

MNR 2

62

70

Sh 6

SH 46 (SW)
SH 45 (SE)
FM 1626

FM 967

FM 2770

FM 2001

CR 105 /
Turnersville
Road
Arterial 6
(Hays County)
Loop 4

FM 967 –
Travis CL
FM 967 – IH
35

Bi -6
Tolled

Sh 6
74

Remark

70

Bi 6

Bi 6

Preserve ROW for
MAD 4

MAD 4
MAU 2

MAU 2

Bi 6 - Bicycle lane, 6 feet wide; Sh 6 - Shoulder, 6 feet wide; Wc/15 - Wide curb, 15-foot lane, sharrow
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The City of Austin completed the Bicycle Master Plan Update in 2009. Improvements to the bicycle
network are proposed by the Bicycle Master Plan. This plan does not explicitly depict connections within
Buda; however, portions of FM 1626 and Old San Antonio Road are included within the Austin City
Limits. FM 1626 and Old San Antonio Road are proposed to have wide shoulders. As discussed in
Section 2.3, however, Old San Antonio is a historic roadway (part of El Camino Real), and work there
would require coordination with the Texas Historic Commission and the National Park Service.
The Capital Area Regional Bike Map, jointly produced by the City of Austin and CAMPO, depicts a
comfort level for all roads within the five-county region. Roads and bike trails were given a comfort grade
according to criteria set by the Federal Highways Administration Bicycle Compatibility Index. The
following levels were used:
• High - Specific bicycle accommodations, wide shoulders or low speeds and volumes
• Medium - Bicycle accommodations or wide shoulders on high-speed roads, shared lanes on
medium speed roads, or high speed roads with good sight distance and very little traffic
• Low - Important connections with high traffic volumes and speeds, and no bicycle
accommodations
• Very Low - Not recommended for travel, but the only available route
Table 7 - Buda Roads in Regional Bike Map
Road
FM 1626
FM 1626
Canyon Wren Drive
Killdeer Drive
Eagle Nest Drive
FM 967
FM 967
FM 967
Main Street
Old Black Colony
Road
Old San Antonio
Road
FM 2770
Cabelas Drive
FM 2001
Old Goforth Road
Hillside Terrace Drive
FM 2001
S. Turnersville Road

Segment
FM 2770 - FM 967
Eagle Nest Drive - Brodie Lane
FM 967 - Killdeer Drive
Canyon Wren Drive - Eagle Nest
Drive
Killdeer - FM 1626
ETJ - FM 1626
FM 1626 - Main Street
Main Street - FM 2770
FM 967 - Old San Antonio Road

Comfort
Medium
Very Low
Medium

Note/Logic
Alternate to FM 1626

Medium

Alternate to FM 1626

Medium
Low
Low
Low
Low

Alternate to FM 1626
-

FM 1626 - FM 967

Medium

-

Main Street - Travis CL

Medium

-

FM 1626 - FM 967
Main Street - IH 35
IH 35 - Old Goforth Road
FM 2001 - Hillside Terrace Drive
Dacy Lane - FM 2001
Satterwhite Road - Hillside Terrace
Drive
SH 45 - Satterwhite Road

Low
High
Very Low
Medium
Medium

-

Very Low

-

Medium

-
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Kyle
The City of Kyle recently completed a Comprehensive Plan in 2010, which included an updated
Transportation Plan. The Transportation Plan, shown in Figure 7, designated the following road types:
• Parkway,
• Major Arterial,
• Arterial,
• Major Collector, and
• Tandem Streets.
Figure 7 - Excerpt from Kyle Transportation Plan

(source: City of Kyle Comprehensive Plan, June 15, 2010)
Three Arterials (FM 1626, FM 967, and Dacy Lane) in the transportation plan are also in the existing
Buda TMP. All three arterials connect to the Kyle Outer Loop, which is designated as a Parkway.
The Kyle Outer Loop, which connects to IH 35, would provide an alternate route for truck and other
east/west trips moving through downtown Buda between the IH 35 and FM 1626 corridors. However, it
would be three miles south of downtown which limits its benefit. While congestion in downtown Buda
could be partially mitigated by the Kyle Outer Loop, additional corridors within Buda are necessary to
address local circulation needs and other regional trips.
The Kyle Transportation Plan needs to be amended in the following ways to reflect recent changes:
Dacy Lane
Dacy Lane is depicted as realigned into Old Goforth Road at Hillside Terrace Drive. Currently under
design, this section of Dacy Lane is proposed to follow the existing alignment rather than route depicted
in Figure 7. The City of Buda should coordinate with Hays County, which is the project sponsor, and the
City of Kyle to keep Dacy Lane on the existing alignment. Dacy Lane should not be realigned because a
four mile parallel corridor to IH 35 will be created from Kyle Parkway to FM 2001. As IH 35 traffic
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conditions worsen over time, more travellers could use the Dacy Lane/Old Goforth Road corridor as an
alternate route for local trips. This would not be desirable because it would impact residential uses and
Tom Green Elementary School, which are presently served by Old Goforth Road.
Hillside Terrace Drive
Hillside Terrace Drive forms the Buda-Kyle ETJ boundary between Dacy Lane and FM 2001. The Kyle
Transportation Plan does not acknowledge this east-west corridor. In the previous Buda Transportation
Master Plan, Hillside Terrace Drive was classified as an arterial with an ultimate four-lane undivided
section.
Shadow Creek Subdivisions and Vicinity
The area bounded by Hillside Terrace Drive, Dacy Lane, FM 2001, and Windy Hill Road is within the
Kyle ETJ; however a transportation network does not appear in the plan. Specifically, Spanish Trails
Boulevard and Shadow Creek Boulevard are prominent roads, constructed as part of the Shadow Creek
subdivision. The City of Buda should coordinate with Kyle to develop a network in this area with the
following links:
• Shadow Creek Boulevard Extension of Green Meadows Lane,
• A link between Spanish Trails Boulevard and Dacy Lane, and
• A link between Dacy Lane and FM 2001 about ½ miles south of Hillside Terrace Drive.
2.8

Hays County

Hays County is currently updating their Transportation Master Plan, which provides the opportunity to
coordinate TMP preparation. Existing and proposed corridors that affect both Hays County and Buda can
be addressed by these coordination efforts.
The crucial component for both these two issues is identifying the ultimate ROW needs for each corridor.
An existing two-lane road that is proposed to be a four-lane divided road may not be improved all at once,
the City or County may opt to improve a corridor in phases; however, it would be prudent and less
disruptive to acquire the ultimate ROW needed as part of a short-term project.
In 2008, Hays County voters passed a proposition to issue $207 million in bonds to pay for roadway
safety and mobility improvements. This bond program includes both segments of FM 1626 within Buda.
The section of FM 1626, between FM 967 and Brodie Lane, is designed and proposed to go to
construction in 2012. The urban section for this road (Figure 8) includes a sidewalk on the west side and
four-foot shoulders. Most of FM 1626, within the Buda ETJ, will have this urban section. North of Jerry’s
Lane, FM 1626 is planned to remain a rural section, shown in Figure 9. The southern section, FM 2770 to
FM 967, is under design.
Figure 8 - FM 1626 Urban Section
(FM 967 to Hays City Limit)
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Figure 9 - FM 1626 Rural Section

2.9

TxDOT

The primary agency responsible for construction, maintenance, and operation of state roads is TxDOT.
Short-term and long-term plans for TxDOT are produced in their Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) and Unified Transportation Program (UTP). Project sponsors other
than TxDOT are also identified. The only projects identified in the STIP and UTP are the previously
mentioned FM 1626, which is funded through a Pass-Through Financing agreement with Hays County,
and SH 45 Southwest. The project sponsor for SH 45 Southwest is CTRMA.
Several improvements to IH 35 are proposed and underway by TxDOT. In conjunction with Hays
County, TxDOT is reconfiguring ramps, adding turnarounds, and adding two-lanes to the Robert S. Light
Boulevard bridge. The ramp reconfiguration project has the potential to improve connectivity between
the IH 35 and Robert S. Light Boulevard and Hillside Terrace. The existing and ultimate ramp
configurations are shown in Figure 10. All of these improvements are funded with Proposition 12 bonds
and construction is expected to start in August 2013.
Figure 10 - IH 35 Ramps: Existing and Ultimate Conditions

(Source: City of Buda, City Council Agenda Packet, May 17, 2011)
The Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (CTRMA) is an independent agency that was created to
improve transportation in Travis and Williamson Counties. SH 45 Southeast, which connected IH 35 and
SH 130, opened in 2006. The SH 45 Southwest extension to Mopac Boulevard is divided into two
projects at FM 1626. The western section, currently branded the Manchaca Expressway by CTRMA, is a
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proposed four-lane tollway from Mopac Boulevard to FM 1626 and in the vicinity of the Travis County
Line. The Manchaca Expressway opening is planned for 2025.
SH 45 South, from FM 1626 to IH 35, is not planned for construction; however the environmental study
and schematic are identified as a long-term project with Hays County funding. While an exact alignment
and interchanges have not been identified, it is likely development in southern Travis County will
influence the design of SH 45. The Travis County Commissioners Court approved a conceptual schematic
(Figure 11) for SH 45 South between IH 35 and Onion Creek.
Figure 11 - SH 45 South Conceptual Schematic

(Source: Estancia Hill Country Preliminary Plan)
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Public involvement activities took place throughout the project, including various public meetings held
and surveys distributed. This allowed opportunities for public participation in differing formats. To
establish a general direction for the Transportation Master plan, the project team reviewed the public
input collected for the Comprehensive Plan, which was sorted by theme. The following needs were
developed from public input during the Comprehensive Plan, with percentages indicating the issues were
“very important” or “important:”
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Divert 18-wheel traffic away from downtown - (93%)
Traffic congestion in Downtown Buda - (92%)
Divert east/west cut-through traffic away from downtown Buda - (79%)
Improved pedestrian mobility (sidewalks or paths) - (79%)
Improved bicycle mobility (lanes or paths) - (63%)
Traffic congestion in my neighborhood - (60%)
Public Transportation (Bus or Commuter Rail) - (44%)

The top three most important transportation issues related to downtown Buda. Overall, pedestrian and
bicycle mobility ranked next highest as an issue; however, 16% of respondents rated pedestrian mobility
more important than downtown issues. Traffic congestion within neighborhoods was rated slightly less
important than both of these themes; and public transportation was identified as the issue of lowest
relative importance, with less than 50% of respondents viewing it as important.
3.1

Methods

Feedback was collected to clarify issues raised by the Comprehensive Plan outreach, identify specific
problems, propose solutions, and establish funding and project priorities. During the project, three public
meetings were held to collect feedback:
Meeting #1 - Community Kick-off Meeting
The first meeting was held on January 26th, 2012 at Buda Elementary School. The purpose of this
meeting was to introduce the community to the transportation planning process and solicit feedback on
existing and future problems. Following an introductory presentation, attendees were asked to provide
feedback on maps and answer sheets. Most citizens commented on the need for new corridors around the
city and pedestrian improvements in existing subdivisions.
Meeting #2 - Alternatives and Concepts Review
The second meeting was held on April 26th, 2012 at Tom Green Elementary. During this meeting, new
alternatives and concepts were shown for feedback that were intended to address growing needs and
concerns identified from the previous meeting. Two sets of roadway improvement alternatives were
developed for this meeting: corridors north of Main Street crossing Onion Creek, and various alternatives
to improve downtown circulation. In addition, options for placement of a park-and-ride lot and
construction of pedestrian and bicycle network corridors were discussed, as well as techniques to improve
existing thoroughfares and local roads to make them more conducive to bicycle and pedestrian traffic.
During the course of the meeting, citizens were asked to express their opinions regarding these concepts,
as well as prioritize their preferred recommendations.
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Meeting #3 - Plan Presentation
The third public meeting was held on August 16th, 2012 at Elm Grove Elementary. This meeting was a
summary of the draft plan to be shown to the Planning and Zoning Commission and City Council. Plan
maps and project priorities were presented to citizens, so that questions, if any, could be addressed and
further feedback obtained.
In addition to the meetings, public feedback was collected in the following ways:
A project website was created by City staff shortly after the kickoff meeting. The website was used to
post important announcements, material from the public meetings, and provide access to an online survey.
A City-wide mail back/drop off survey was sent with the April 2012 utility bill. The survey had nine
questions and a total of 78 responses were collected by either return mail or hand delivery before the
cutoff date. To group answers, respondents were asked to provide their subdivision. The following
questions were asked:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

What locations in Buda are currently congested?
Are there any intersections with potential safety issues?
Where should new corridors or streets be located?
Which corridors or streets should be improved?
Which areas or corridors need better bicycle and pedestrian accommodations?
Which locations within Buda are challenging to get to?
What types of public transportation services (e.g. local bus, express bus, commuter rail) would
provide the most benefit to Buda?
8. How would you spend $1.00 to expand transportation options in Buda? (To better analyze results,
the following options were given)
a. Expand new roads
b. Build new roads
c. Build bike lanes
d. Add sidewalk connections
e. Add local bus
f. Add commuter bus to Austin and San Marcos
g. Other (please specify)
An online survey was linked to the project website. Identical to the utility survey, a total of 27 responses
were received between February and April 2012.
3.2

Summary of Comments Received

Citizen responses were compiled from the public meetings, online survey, and mail back/drop off survey.
Topics on the feedback forms included congestion, safety issues, pedestrian/bicycle accommodations,
transit services, additional infrastructure, and spending priorities. The findings of these efforts are
presented in Appendix D.
Roadway Issues and Needs
The general issues identified during preparation of the Comprehensive Plan were reiterated during these
outreach efforts. Downtown congestion was a frequent complaint. Most people responded that Main
Street and FM 967 is a congested intersection during the peak hour. The specific issues of poor east-west
mobility, and the need to reduce truck traffic within downtown were not frequently repeated during the
input process. However, there have been no developments since the adoption of the Comprehensive Plan
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that would diminish the significance of these issues. The completion of SH 45 between Mopac Boulevard
and IH 35 is strongly supported by Buda residents. Many residents perceive SH 45 as the preferred
solution to east/west mobility issues.
Multiple comments indicated problems entering or leaving their subdivisions during rush hour,
particularly on FM 967. Four subdivisions, Oxbow Trails, Garlic Creek, Coves of Cimarron and
Creekside Park are accessed solely by FM 967 and many residents expressed frustration that no signals or
turn lanes were provided on FM 967 to improve access. Access to and from FM 1626 for Whispering
Hollow subdivision via Coldwater Hollow was also discussed.
Several people commented on issues being addressed by recently completed or upcoming transportation
projects. The intersection of Main Street and Bradfield Drive, which generated many congestion and
safety related comments, should be improved by the impending construction of a new signal. Other
locations included Main Street at IH 35 and general congestion on FM 1626. Congestion at Main Street
near IH 35 should decrease because a TxDOT road widening and interchange project was recently
completed in this area. FM 1626 is also about to be widened from FM 967 to Brodie Lane in Travis
County.
The recent conversion of the IH 35 frontage roads from two-way to one-way operation created a
transportation access issue from the connecting cross streets. Several citizens stated that the conversion to
one-way frontage roads reduced connectivity from subdivisions on West Goforth Road to the retail
businesses off Main Street and northbound IH 35. Previously, these trips would be accommodated using
the two-way west-side frontage road to travel between West Goforth Road and Cabela’s Drive/FM 2001.
After the one-way conversion, trips are routed through neighborhoods, or require up to three miles of
diversion along the IH 35 frontage road system. The concern was expressed that economic activity will be
affected by this connectivity issue. A few responders stated that this configuration will discourage them
from shopping at the Wal-Mart and H-E-B at Main Street and Old San Antonio Road.
Multi-Modal Issues and Needs
Pedestrian mobility was frequently discussed. Responses were centered on improving pedestrian
facilities on major corridors. FM 967 between FM 1626 and Main Street, Main Street, and Old Goforth
Road were the corridors most frequently discussed. The primary concern for both FM 967 and Old
Goforth Road was mobility to and from schools and youth activities. Several neighborhoods are near
Dahlstrom Middle School, the YMCA, and the Sportsplex by FM 967, but sidewalks or bike paths are not
present. Beyond the school related issue, responders were not willing to use the FM 967 corridor for
walking in general, due to the 55 mph speed limit and lack of pedestrian separation. Old Goforth Road is
similar in context as Tom Green Elementary School and its surrounding neighborhoods are connected via
this road, but sidewalks are not present.
Bicycle mobility comments focused on two main topics. First, citizens who are willing to bike do not
because they perceive existing streets as hazardous. Second, bicycle groups in surrounding areas travel to
Buda on weekends and travel on Old San Antonio Road, Main Street, FM 967 and FM 1626. Several
responses stated that this is unsafe for both motorists and the bicyclists. Similar to pedestrian mobility,
general consensus states that bicycle and pedestrian accommodations are inadequate.
Transit mobility comments were varied. Four transit modes were considered: local bus, special-event
service, commuter bus, and commuter rail. General sentiment was that commuter bus or rail would
improve mobility to Austin. Many residents were enthusiastic about the commuter rail, but recognized
that it is a very long-term project. Local bus was discussed, but it was not clear what connections needed
to be made. Special-event service was not frequently discussed.
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Constraints and Opposition
Citizens expressed concern with future transportation improvements in two specific regards, these being
preserving Buda’s small city charm (particularly downtown), and opposition to bike and local transit
projects as being out of character or unneeded. Many citizens stated on feedback forms how much they
love living in the city. While citizens acknowledged the need for more roads within downtown area, using
adjacent neighborhood streets to divert through traffic was not a viable option.
3.3

Plan Implications

General conclusions were developed after the second public meeting and receipt of completed mail
back/drop off and online surveys. These conclusions were used to identify and prioritize local projects.
Additionally, different types of projects were identified, such as locations to add sidewalks or construct
bike lanes during major roadway construction.
Truck Bypass Remains Critical
The Truck Bypass extension had the greatest consensus of all proposed projects within Buda. Most
citizens want to see it extended to FM 1626, not just to FM 2770.
Upgrade nearby Collectors and Arterials
After the truck bypass, most citizens are concerned with planned projects near their homes. There are
several projects within the CIP that would benefit specific areas of the city/ETJ. The CIP should include
these projects and prioritize them in an equitable manner. Based on feedback from the utility and online
surveys, the following roads are requested for improvement by residents from nearby subdivisions:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Old Black Colony Road - Whispering Hollow responders
FM 967 (FM 1626 to Main Street) - Creekside Park, Garlic Creek, Oxbow Trails responders
Main Street at Bradfield Drive Signal - Bradfield Village responders
Old Goforth Road - Stonefield and Stoneridge responders
West Goforth Street/Cabelas Drive Connector - Bradfield Village, Ashford Park, Sequoyah, and
Bonita Vista subdivision responders
Various subdivision roads - Bonita Vista responders

More Regional Connections and Access
Many comments centered on options to enter and leave Buda. In the near-term, more ramps are planned
on IH 35 within Buda, which will partially address this issue. It was acknowledged that the ramp
improvements are the result of a collaborative effort between Hays County, Buda, TxDOT, CAMPO and
private landowners. The ability to accomplish future regional connectivity projects will depend on further
coordination to overcome geographical, financial and other obstacles.
The regional project with the most community support is SH 45 from Mopac Boulevard to IH 35.
Residents within Buda see this link, which has been identified in various plans for the past 20 years, as
critical to mobility within Buda as well as regional connectivity. Other regional projects with significant
support are the Lone Star Rail passenger service, and a new north-south arterial connecting Manchaca
Road in Travis County to Buda. Other agencies have jurisdiction for these potential projects, and the City
must participate as a stakeholder to work towards their completion.
Funding Priorities
Funding priorities were compared to the survey responses, shown in Figure 12. Strong public support
exists to build new roads. Major roadway construction projects should include sidewalk and illumination
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elements, especially adjacent to schools and neighborhoods. Most responders viewed improving the Main
Street and FM 967 intersection as an issue, but one generally confined to peak periods and that other
mobility needs should be addressed first. Support for bicycle and transit improvements is mixed. Some
citizens strongly favor bicycle or transit improvements, while others are strongly against. Several citizens
expressed interest in commuter transit routes as part of corridor services between Austin and San Marcos.
Figure 12 - Spending Priorities in Buda
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ROADWAY PLAN DEVELOPMENT

The recommended roadway plan was produced from analyzing future traffic demands against planned
roadway improvements. Conceptual alternatives were presented during public meetings and scheduled
Commission and Council work sessions for comment. The resulting plan reemphasizes the importance of
major road reconstruction projects and the completion of the Truck Bypass. It also prioritizes improving
pedestrian linkages to schools and other destinations, as well as improving walking safety, relative to
other types of non-roadway projects being considered.
4.1

Review of CAMPO Traffic Forecasts

Traffic forecasts produced by CAMPO were reviewed relative to expected growth patterns to determine
the planned transportation network adequacy. Major components of the traffic analysis included adjusting
CAMPO assigned volumes to better replicate local travel patterns, and performing a roadway level-ofservice analysis for the future 2035 collector and arterial network. Traffic forecasts were revised based on
the most recently obtainable TxDOT and City furnished traffic counts.
The following transportation projects in the vicinity of Buda are assumed to be in operation by 2035
within the CAMPO model:
•
•
•

•
•
•
4.2

Extension of the Truck Bypass to FM 1626
Completion of SH 45 Southwest from Mopac Boulevard to FM 1626
Widening the following roads to four lanes:
o FM 1626
o FM 967 (FM 1626 to Main Street)
o FM 967 (West Goforth Road to IH 35)
o FM 2770 (FM 1626 to FM 967)
o Main Street (Garison Road to IH 35)
Extension of Main Street to SH 45 east of IH 35
Completion and widening (four lanes) of FM 2001 from IH 35 to the ETJ
Proposed Arterial west of Garlic Creek (extending north from FM 967).
Traffic Forecast Adjustments

Traffic forecasts were prepared in terms of average daily traffic (ADT), and were adjusted prior to
analyzing roadway capacity. Forecasts were only adjusted if there a significant difference existed
between the base year CAMPO model and the most recently observed traffic volumes, or if subsequent
traffic studies provided new and more refined information. Traffic adjustments are listed in Table 8.
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Table 8 - Summary of Traffic Forecast Adjustments
Road
FM 967
FM 967
FM 967
FM 967
FM 967
FM 967
Main Street
Main Street
Main Street
Main Street
Old Goforth Road
New FM 2001
New FM 2001
S. Turnersville

Segment
FM 1626 - Garlic
Creek
Garlic Creek - Old
Black Colony
Old Black Colony Main Street
Main Street - FM 2770
FM 2770 - W. Goforth
Richmond Branch - IH
35
Garison - Cabelas
Cabelas - IH 35
IH 35 - Firecracker
Firecracker Turnersville
Old FM 2001 Hillside Terrace
Old FM 2001 Satterwhite
Satterwhite - Windy
Hill
Main - Satterwhite

2035 ADT
CAMPO
Projected

2035 ADT
LAN -Adjusted

Data Source1

8,900

34,000

Traffic Count

14,800

29,500

Traffic Count

16,100

25,300

Traffic Count

14,700
10,400

10,800
7,500

Traffic Count
Traffic Count

6,250

15,000

Traffic Count

21,200
18,400
17,800

40,300
44,700
51,200

*Traffic Count
*Traffic Count
Sunfield TIA

14,400

34,800

Sunfield TIA

9,100

4,000

Traffic Count

16,600

35,200

Traffic Count

11,800

22,000

Traffic Count

13,400

1,500

Sunfield TIA

(1Sources: All Traffic Counts from TxDOT, except counts with asterisk from City of Buda)
4.3

Capacity Analysis

An analysis was performed to identify deficient roadways in the year 2035. Projected 2035 ADTs
(forecasted future traffic volumes) were compared against approximate roadway planned capacities, as
determined by the anticipated number of lanes and facility type. If the planned capacity is lower than the
projected volume, then additional lanes may be proposed as one solution to accommodate anticipated
demand. Separate capacity analyses were conducted east and west of the IH 35 corridor, because of its
dominant role in providing regional connectivity for Buda.
Results in Table 9 and Table 10 present the findings of these analyses for area east and west of IH 35,
respectively. Again, “planned” lanes are called for in existing plans, while “proposed” are
recommendations of this document. Areas east of IH 35 will require development of an additional
corridor. Volumes along various portions of Main Street and FM 2001 are projected to exceed the
capacity of a four-lane road, particularly in the vicinity of IH 35. Hillside Terrace Drive could be
expanded to serve as a relief route for FM 2001, after TxDOT completes ramps on IH 35 that would
afford more direct access for this road. While the projected volumes on Main Street are significantly
above the planned capacity, expanding Main Street to six lanes should mitigate congestion to acceptable
levels, according to the Sunfield TIA. Changing the development patterns or transportation improvements
could significantly impact traffic volumes on regional roadways west of IH 35. Listed in Table 10,
volumes on Main Street and FM 967 are projected to exceed capacity. Construction of the Truck Bypass
to FM 1626 and IH 35 ramp improvements can serve to relieve Main Street and FM 967. The Truck
Bypass extension to FM 1626 may not be sufficient to relieve Main Street in the long-term, requiring
construction of SH 45 South.
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Table 9 - Capacity Analysis east of IH 35
Road

Segment

2035
Projected
ADT

Lanes

Capacity

Proposed
Lanes

Main Street
Main Street
Main Street
FM 2001
FM 2001
FM 2001
Hillside Terrace
Hillside Terrace
Hillside Terrace
Old FM 2001
Old Goforth
Satterwhite
Turnersville
S. Turnersville

IH 35 - Firecracker
Firecracker - Turnersville
Turnersville - SH 45
IH 35 - Old FM 2001
Old FM 2001 - Sunbright Blvd
Sunbright Blvd - Exist. FM 2001
IH 35 - Dacy
Dacy - Old Goforth
Old Goforth - FM 2001
FM 2001 - Old Goforth
Old Goforth - Hillside Terrace
FM 2001 - Turnersville
IH 35 - Main Street
Main Street - Satterwhite

51,200
34,800
30,000
41,000
33,500
35,500
10,200
11,500
7,200
9,200
4,000
100
7,200
1,500

6
4
4
4
4
4
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2

39,800
26,600
26,600
26,600
26,600
26,600
13,200
13,200
13,200
13,200
13,200
13,200
13,200
13,200

6
6
4
6
4
4
4
4
4
2
2
2
2
2

2035 Planned

Table 10 - Capacity Analysis west of IH 35
Planned
Lanes
Capacity

Road

Segment

Projected
2035 ADT

FM 1626
FM 1626
FM 1626
FM 1626
FM 967
FM 967
FM 967
FM 967
FM 967
FM 967
FM 967
FM 967
Main Street
Main Street
Main Street
FM 2770
FM 2770
W. Goforth
Old Black
Colony
Truck Bypass
Truck Bypass
Truck Bypass

SH 45 - FM 967
FM 967 - Old Black Colony
Old Black Colony - Truck Bypass
Truck Bypass - FM 2770
ETJ - FM 1626
FM 1626 - Garlic Creek
Garlic Creek - Old Black Colony
Old Black Colony - Main Street
Main Street - FM 2770
FM 2770 - W. Goforth
W. Goforth - Truck Bypass
Truck Bypass - ETJ
FM 967 - Garison
Garison to Cabelas
Cabelas to IH 35
ETJ - Truck Bypass
Truck Bypass - FM 967
FM 967 - IH 35

44,000
40,500
39,000
36,000
16,200
34,000
29,500
25,300
14,200
7,500
12,800
15,000
16,000
38,000
44,700
12,700
12,100
4,900

4
4
4
4
2
4
4
4
2
2
4
4
2
4
4
4
2
2

26,600
26,600
26,600
26,600
13,200
26,600
26,600
26,600
13,200
13,200
26,600
26,600
13,200
26,600
26,600
26,600
13,200
13,200

6
6
6
6
4
2
2
2
2
2
2
4
2
4
6
4
2
2

FM 1626 - FM 967

500

2

13,200

2

FM 1626 - FM 2770
FM 2770 - FM 967
FM 967 - IH 35

3,200
3,900
8,200

4
4
2

26,600
26,600
13,200

4
4
4
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Context Sensitive Solutions

Context-sensitive design is the integration of land use and surrounding environment into transportation
projects. Aesthetic, community, environmental and historic character considerations are incorporated into
all aspects of the design process. Generally used in major reconstruction projects, section and streetscape
elements are designed to best serve projected land uses and otherwise address these considerations.
Most transportation projects in Buda are the reconstruction or expansion of existing roads. Contextsensitive design should be used on all roadway projects. Context-sensitive features are most defined on
FM 967 and Main Street, which are discussed below and further detailed in Appendix A.
FM 967
FM 967, between FM 1626 and Onion Creek, is a two-lane undivided road without shoulders or
sidewalks on most sections. A four-lane undivided arterial was recommended in the 2006 TMP. Recent
land development activity and desires to maintain roadway aesthetics, however, requires a different
approach to improving FM 967. As subdivisions develop, FM 967 no longer serves as a predominantly
rural highway, but a local thoroughfare. The Garlic Creek subdivision, for example, is planned to expand,
potentially adding 9,000 residents (CAMPO). FM 967 also connects subdivisions to three schools
(shown in Figure 13), Buda Elementary, Dahlstrom Middle School, and Elm Grove Elementary.
Figure 13 - Schools near FM 967

New concepts for FM 967 were generated through the public involvement process. Many citizens
affirmed that subdivisions need improved access locations and pedestrian accommodations. Public input
during the concurrent Hays County TMP update process also supported these improvements. In addition,
many responders stated that growing bicycle traffic created an unsafe situation for both motorists and
cyclists.
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Adding a center-turn lane on FM 967 is supported by projected land use. As Garlic Creek subdivision
expands, signals may be warranted at certain intersections. Sidewalks are recommended based on existing
and future land use. Constructing sidewalks may ease congestion as residents choose to walk or bike to
nearby schools or potential retail development, in lieu of driving. FM 967 is currently designated as a
Gateway Corridor Overlay District in the City’s Unified Development Code (UDC), which specifies
eight-foot wide sidewalks on both sides of the road. Reducing sidewalk widths to six feet may be required
to minimize right-of-way impacts to the surrounding neighborhoods, such as tree removal. Finally,
continuous wide shoulders (usable as bicycle lanes) should be constructed to accommodate the growing
number of bicycle users and improve vehicular safety.
A fatal accident occurred on FM 967 during the TMP Update. A large truck struck a vehicle turning left
at the Creekside Villa Apartments. The vehicle slowed in the southbound lane to turn left, and delivery
truck, while trying to avoid a rear-end collision, moved into the opposing lane to pass. The car turned as
the truck was passing, and the truck struck the car. A center turn lane would have provided refuge for the
turning vehicle and the accident would have been prevented.
As documented above, projected traffic volumes on FM 967 are too high for a two lane road.
Construction of turn lanes is not enough to mitigate failing traffic conditions caused by projected traffic
volumes. However, other planned projects have the potential to address this future demand, specifically:
•
•

SH 45 South, between FM 1626 and IH 35, and
Extension of the Truck Bypass to FM 1626.

Main Street
Main Street, between the Union Pacific Railroad and Cabelas Drive, is predominantly a two-lane road
with a center turn lane. Surrounding land uses include residential subdivisions to the south. Stagecoach
Park and Santa Cruz Catholic Church are located to the north of Main Street. In addition, several large
trees are located along Main Street. Main Street was proposed to be improved to a four-lane undivided
arterial in the 2006 TMP. Unlike FM 967, most of the area around Main Street is developed, and
increasing volumes are the result of growing amounts of through traffic.
Many comments for this section of Main Street centered on maintaining tree canopy, subdivisions access,
pedestrian connectivity, and bicycle traffic. The subdivision access problems are addressed by on-going
projects and current plans. A signal at Main Street and Bradfield Drive is planned to be built by the end of
2012; and a signal at Main Street and Sequoyah Street is planned for implementation during 2013.
Pedestrian and bicycle connectivity issues remain to be addressed.
Main Street should be rebuilt as a four-lane undivided road with bike lanes and sidewalks. Bike lanes are
recommended to accommodate high volumes of cyclists on the weekends. Sidewalks are proposed to
connect central neighborhoods to Stagecoach Park and retail by IH 35. Main Street is also identified as a
Gateway Corridor Overlay District in the UDC, which requires eight-foot wide sidewalks. Care needs to
be exercised to minimize the impacts of the widening project upon the mature trees and other aesthetic
features of this corridor.
Old Black Colony Road and Old Goforth Road
Old Black Colony Road is an undivided road with connections to developing subdivisions. This road is
currently only 20 feet, no sidewalks, and three sharp curves. Many residents stated that the road should
be reconstructed with sidewalks and the sharp curves eliminated. Based on the continued expansion of
nearby subdivisions, it is likely that future users will be similar but in higher volumes to existing
conditions. Old Black Colony should be reconstructed as an undivided two-lane road with pedestrian
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accommodations. ROW should be reserved for potential expansion of bicycle facilities in the future. FM
967 is currently used by advanced roadway bicyclists and Old Black Colony Road could become a
preferred route for this type of user. An eight-foot multi-use trail is proposed by the Trails Master Plan,
and it is recommended that the multi-use trail be constructed on the north side of Old Black Colony Road.
Old Goforth Road, located east of IH 35, is similar in land-use context to Old Black Colony Road. In
addition to developing subdivisions, Tom Green Elementary School is accessed by Old Goforth Road.
This road is of adequate width at 24 feet, however, sidewalks are not present. Future automobile traffic is
likely to be similar to Old Black Colony, however, pedestrian and bicycle facilities should be designed
with a special emphasis for children. The Trails Master Plan proposed a multi-use path along Old
Goforth Road. A multi-use path is ideal along this street to provide children a safer option to bike to
school. Any crossing located near the school should have sufficient illumination and advance signage.
The roadway itself should be two-lane road with a center turn lane.
Hillside Terrace Drive
Hillside Terrace Drive is a two-lane road that connects IH 35 and FM 2001. West of FM 2001, Hillside
Terrace Drive continues at Robert S. Light Drive. A complete east-west arterial south of downtown Buda
from FM 1626 to FM 2001 would be created after extension of Robert S. Light Boulevard. Hays County
plans to widen the section between IH 35 and Dacy Lane as part of a project on Dacy Lane. Widening of
Hillside Terrace Drive to Old Goforth Road and eventually to FM 2001 should be driven by development
of nearly subdivisions. Right-of-way should be reserved for the following facilities:
• Four-lane undivided section to FM 2001 for mid-term to long-term development,
• A multi-use path on north side to provide a bicycle and pedestrian connection,
• Wider corner clips at Old Goforth Road to accommodate a multi-lane roundabout.
Truck Bypass (Robert S. Light Boulevard)
The extension of Robert S. Light Boulevard is intended to serve two functions: provide an alternative
route to IH 35 for trucks, and provide an east-west connection between FM 1626 and IH 35. Shown in
the 2006 TMP, the recommended route of the Truck Bypass has changed. The proposed connection to
FM 1626 was moved to south of Onion Creek, and a long-term extension west of FM 1626 was removed
from the plan. A potential extension west of FM 1626 is not justified due to the lack of developable land.
The Truck Bypass is intended to accommodate truck traffic at speeds exceeding city streets. Pedestrian
and bicycle traffic is not expected along this corridor due the surrounding rural and industrial uses and
corridor-wide facilities are not necessary. A trail easement and constructing a sidewalk on one side of the
bridges at the Union Pacific Railroad and Mustang Branch is recommended to allow future installation of
pedestrian and bike facilities.
Bluff Street
Bluff Street is an undivided two-lane road in downtown that connects FM 967 and FM 2770 and its
reconstruction is currently in the CIP. In addition to the reconstruction, Bluff Street should be extended
to West Goforth Road at Main Street. The extension will require dedication from the Buda Old Grain and
Mill site. Since the dedication cannot be compelled, the City will need to coordinate with the site owner
to acquire the land for the extension and intersection with Main Street and W. Goforth Road. A
roundabout should be considered at this location.
West Goforth Road
West Goforth Road is an existing two-lane road with a two-way left turn lane (TWLTL) from Cedar
Street to IH 35. Surrounding land use is mostly single-family residential with some industrial use near IH
35. East of Cedar Street, it is recommended that West Goforth Road be reconstructed and placement of
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bike lanes instead of a TWLWL. West of Cedar Street, addition of a bike lane is prevented by the
constrained ROW. A sidewalk should be added on the south side to provide a continuous pedestrian
corridor from Main Street to IH 35.
Old FM 2001
The context of FM 2001 will be changed by the realignment by the Sunfield development. After
completion of the realignment, it is anticipated that existing sections of FM 2001 (“Old FM 2001”) will
be owned by the County. Old FM 2001 should be reconstructed to provide more bike and pedestrian
accommodations to serve surrounding land use. Additionally, the connections from Old FM 2001 to Old
Goforth Road and Glenview Lane should be consolidated into a single intersection. ROW should be
reserved for a roundabout at this location.
Old San Antonio Road
Old San Antonio Road is an undivided two-lane that parallels IH 35 to Travis County. Extending north
past FM 1626 and terminating at South Park Meadows, Old San Antonio Road serves as an alternate
route to IH 35 for trips to south Austin. In addition to motorists, bicyclist groups travel on Old San
Antonio Road during weekend rides. Currently in the CIP, reconstruction of Old San Antonio road
should include a two-lane undivided section with shoulders to accommodate bicyclists. ROW should be
reserved for sidewalks in the future if development occurs. As stated in previously, Old San Antonio
Road is part of the El Camino Real de los Tejas and an archeological survey to identify any historic
features along the roadway prior to any major works.
Garison Road
Major reconstruction is not planned on Garison Road in the short-term. Population and employment
projections provided by CAMPO indicate low growth. New or unanticipated development may require
reconstruction before the City can allocate funding. If substantial development on Garison Road occurs
north of Onion Creek, the existing bridge should be rebuilt. The existing bridge is only one lane wide and
the roadway is nearly at water surface elevation. If a major development were to require reconstruction of
the bridge, the City should require the developer to either rebuild the Garison Road bridge or extend and
widen Marks Overlook as part of the development agreement.
The intersection of Garison Road/San Antonio Street/Main Street should be reconfigured to remedy a
non-standard intersection. One conceptual alternative may be to curve San Antonio Street into Garison
Road and create a stub connection to Main Street. Any reconfiguration will likely require property
acquisition from City Park and residence at the corner of San Antonio Street and Main Street.
Significant New Corridors
Two significant new corridors are proposed by the TMP Update: Garlic Creek Parkway and Manchaca
Springs Road. The construction of these roads is dependent on build-out of SH 45 South. If SH 45 South
is built, Garlic Creek Parkway is recommended to connect FM 967 to SH 45. It is anticipated that this
road will be built in phases. A two-lane section is recommended at the opening of SH 45, which ultimate
expansion to four-lane divided and generous pedestrian and bicycle accommodations.
The alignment for Manchaca Springs Road should be further developed if SH 45 does not come to
fruition. This corridor will be a very expensive to construct due crossings at Onion Creek, Union Pacific
Railroad, the Garlic Creek. A connection to Turnersville Road east of IH 35 is not anticipated as major
work will be required on the cross streets or IH 35 main lanes and ramps.
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Rejected Alternatives
Many public comments centered on traffic congestion at FM 967 at Main Street and lack of east-west
alternatives. The current plans to address this problem are the Truck Bypass extension to FM 1626 and
extending SH 45 to Mopac. The Truck Bypass, while it has strong public support, is very expensive and
committed funding has not been identified. SH 45 has mixed public support within the Central Texas
area, and funding for construction has not been identified.
Downtown Options
Several options reconfiguring streets within downtown Buda were presented to City Council and at the
second public meeting. These options used one-way couplets to increase capacity along Main Street from
Garison Road to FM 967. One option proposed an addition couplet of FM 967 and Peach Street. All of
these options would require roadway reconstruction, signaling, and coordination with Union Pacific. In
addition to the couplets, the Bluff Street extension was proposed by all options.
Many citizens voiced concerns about impacting residential neighborhoods and emergency access. City
Council had a similar response. Additionally, many residents did not see it as a high priority. The money
required to implement this solution would be better spent on other projects, such as the Truck Bypass and
local streets.
Four options were presented and no option received enough support to be recommended in the TMP
Update. The Bluff Street extension component was well-received and carried forward. Any future study
of downtown streets should incorporate the following lessons learned.
Lesson Learned #1: Residential streets should not be converted to one-way operations.
Lesson Learned #2: Impacts to convenient connectivity need to be considered. Some citizens expressed
concern about connectivity through downtown. Some trips from one neighborhood to another would be
negatively impacted. Many citizens viewed the FM 967/Main Street as a rush-hour problem, and are not
willing to trade better conditions at rush hour for decreased connectivity.
Lesson Learned #3: Any reconfiguration option should have a cost/benefit analysis against a no-build and
a less costly option, such as turn bays, restriping, or a traffic signal. Similar to Lesson Learned #2, many
citizens questioned the need to undertake a very ambitious project to fix a problem that occurs one hour
per day.
North Corridor Options
Three options were developed for a corridor north of Main Street and presented for public comment. The
options ranged in effectiveness, feasibility, and cost.
Option 1: Extend Garison Road west of Garlic Creek to FM 967
Option 2: A connection from IH 35 to FM 967
Option 3: Option 1 plus extending Garison Road to FM 1626 near Manchaca Road in Travis County
Table 11 is qualitative comparison of the feasibility of the North Corridor Options. Of the three options,
Option 1 is the least expensive and within the City’s ETJ, which would minimize agency coordination.
The Option 1, however, may not provide an adequate long-term solution if traffic on Main Street west of
IH 35 continues to grow. Traffic growth on Main Street is addressed by Option 2 at additional cost and
more agency coordination. Option 2 would require coordination with TxDOT, Travis County, and
CTRMA, because of a potential connection at SH 45. Many citizens noted that a corridor from FM 1626
to IH 35 along FM 967 would be created by Option 2. This new corridor could result in much more

DRAFT

37
Page 37

City of Buda Transportation Master Plan Update

November 2012

traffic using FM 967. Option 3 was generally supported in concept during the public meetings.
However, this option would require the unlikely approval and financial assistance of Travis County.
Table 11 - Qualitative Assessment of North Corridor Options
Option

Description

Cost

Mobility

Agency
Coordination

Time

1
2
3

Extend Garison Road to FM 967
Connect IH 35 to FM 967
Option 1 + Extend Garison Road to FM 1626

4
2
1

1
3
3

3
2
0

3
2
1

(scale: 0 - lowest, 4 - highest)
An option is not recommended by the TMP update. Public support was mixed on Options 1 and 2, and
while Option 3 received the most support, the implementation will require coordination, approval, and
financial assistance from Travis County that would appear unlikely.
Many citizens proposed to realign Main Street to intersect FM 967 north of its current location and bypass
downtown. This alternative was analyzed in a previous study by LAN in 2004. Three grade separated
alignments over the UPRR that intersected Main Street between the UPRR and Bradfield Drive. Specific
findings of the study included:
• Any alignment would be very costly
• Costly ROW acquisition
• Impacting City parkland could be divisive to the community
• The large structure required would cause noise and aesthetic issues
• Maintenance and operational costs of a long bridge are unattractive
• This alternative would not improve Main Street from Bradfield Drive to IH 35
The study recommended that other options north of the study area be considered and analyzed before this
alternative is revisited. Options 1 and 2 discussed previously are comparable to the Main Street
alternative alignment; however, a feasibility analysis was not performed as part of the TMP Update. It
cannot be determined that Option 1 and 2 are inferior options to the Main Street alternative alignment. It
is recommended that a comprehensive analysis of north corridor options be performed prior to advancing
the Main Street alternative alignment. This analysis should include at a minimum the following options
SH 45, Option 1, Option 2, Main Street alternative, and a no-build condition.
4.5

Intersections and Local Street Considerations

Implementing the TMP Update will require the examination of intersection operations. Intersection
improvements need to be examined separately as part of roadway improvement projects to ensure that
they provide movement commensurate capacities for all movements. In some cases, straightforward
addition or modification of traffic signals may not be the best approach. Traffic flow through a
roundabout, for example, can be more efficient than through a signal under certain conditions.
Intersections that have skewed approaches, more than four approaches, balanced approach volumes, or
high turning movements are generally better served by a roundabout instead of a traffic signal.
Conversely, signals may be the preferred solution at intersections with unbalanced approach volumes, can
function as part of coordinated systems of signals, or are required in developed areas where acquiring
rights-of-way is expensive. Roundabouts can be used at railroad crossings, as shown in Figure 14, which
is located in Daingerfield, Texas. Installation of a similar roundabout at Bluff Street/West Goforth
Road/Main Street in Buda would require coordination with Union Pacific Railroad.
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Figure 14 - Roundabout Bisected by a Railroad Line

(Image source: Bing Maps)
Accessing local streets from major roads was a frequent comment during the public involvement process,
and will also be an ongoing consideration in implementing the TMP Update. City staff took action to
address this concern at the Main Street and Bradfield Drive intersection by constructing a traffic signal.
While a traffic signal was appropriate at the Main Street and Bradfield Drive location, it may not be the
ideal solution at other intersections. Local street volumes may not be sufficient to justify a signal, or the
nature of the access issues being addressed may dictate other types of improvements. Geometric features,
such as improving sight distances, signing and striping changes, and turn movement channelization
should be evaluated.
Local streets provide access to individual residences and businesses and are not explicitly depicted in the
TMP. Design issues for local streets include parking, traffic calming, and connectivity. Local streets
that allow parking require a wider roadway to maintain traffic flow and emergency access. Wider streets,
however, can allow speeding through neighborhoods. The City has a local street width of 28 feet. This is
an appropriate width to accommodate on-street parking and limited through traffic if parking is not
heavily used. Speeding can be especially problematic on neighborhood spine roads fronted by single
family homes. Traffic calming measures, such as chicanes or splitter islands should be considered on
these roads.
Local road connectivity is determined for a new subdivision when it is designed. Primary considerations
of a subdivision layout are connectivity within a subdivision and to the surrounding major roads.
Circuitous trips within a subdivision can be created by cul-de-sacs. At the same time, few access points
can negatively impact emergency response time. If the connections to surrounding major roads are too
direct in terms of distance and speed, however, they may become prone to becoming cut-through routes.
As new subdivisions are platted, it will be important to both provide sufficient points of access to the
surrounding major road network and to exercise care in discouraging these cut-through maneuvers.

DRAFT

39
Page 39

City of Buda Transportation Master Plan Update

4.6

November 2012

Recommended Roadway Plan

The recommended roadway plan is a map depicting existing and proposed roads and the major roadway
planning guide. The roadway plan map (Exhibit 1) depicts existing and proposed roads by functional
class. Routes for proposed roads are preliminary and subject to change as the project advances. The
functional classification system is unchanged from the 2006 TMP, however, the functional class used to
depict the role in the roadway network, not the proposed typical section. The typical section, priority, and
potential timeline of major improvements are listed in the major roadway planning guide (Appendix B).
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MULTI-MODAL PLANS DEVELOPMENT
Complete Streets Overview and Policy

A Complete Streets (CS) policy within Buda is recommended in the Comprehensive Plan. Complete
Streets infrastructure and policy are defined by the National Complete Streets Coalition (Coalition):
“Complete Streets are streets for everyone. They are designed and operated to enable safe access for
all users. Pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists and transit riders of all ages and abilities must be able to
safely move along and across a complete street. Creating complete streets means transportation
agencies must change their approach to community roads. By adopting a Complete Streets policy,
communities direct their transportation planners and engineers to routinely design and operate the
entire right of way to enable safe access for all users, regardless of age, ability, or mode of
transportation.”
(source: http://www.completestreets.org/complete-streets-fundamentals/)
CS policies are intended to impact all types of projects – maintenance, rehabilitation, new construction,
major expansion, and new development. CS policies are also “context-sensitive,” which reviews the role a
road will serve within a community in relationship to the surrounding land uses and activity types, and
that the road is designed to serve that role.
CS policies could open the City to additional funding opportunities. CAMPO intends to set aside 50
percent of Surface Transportation Program-Metropolitan Mobility funding to support projects based on its
“Centers” growth plan. The Centers growth plan assumes that the region will see more high-density,
mixed use development due to the inability to invest in major regional infrastructure projects. Downtown
Buda is identified as a center in CAMPO’s growth plan; however, this does not restrict zoning or capital
improvement projects.
Key Principles for Complete Streets in Buda
A successful Complete Streets policy in Buda is dependent on three principles:
1. developing appropriate design standards and codes for future construction,
2. completing major reconstruction projects with complete streets elements, and
3. funding an annual program to add multi-modal facilities.
The first tenet is addressed by crafting proper standards into the UDC. The UDC is the most effective tool
for the City to implement standards for new development. New development standards need to focus on
adequate sidewalks, illumination, and connectivity. Current street requirements in Chapter 9 of the UDC
require sidewalks on both sides of parkways, arterials, and collectors, one side on local streets, with no
requirement for local side street and alley accommodations. It is recommended that these requirements be
amended to add sidewalks on both sides of local streets and at least one side of local side streets, to
provide for increased pedestrian connectivity. Current parking accommodations are discussed in Section
6.2 of this report; in general, the City allows on-street parking only on local and minor streets.
Illumination standards are vague and a minimum lighting standard should be established. Chapter 9
references Section 7.10 and states that “Street lights shall be installed by the subdivider or site developer
at major street intersections within the subdivision or site development and at major intersections on the
boundaries of the subdivision in accordance with the requirements set forth in this Code, Section 7.10
Lighting.” Within Section 7.10, however, several standards are listed in that limit lighting, and the
purpose and intent is to “regulate outdoor lighting in order to reduce or prevent light pollution in the
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City.” A minimum street lighting standard for public streets within subdivisions does not exist.
Establishing such a standard would make streets more walkable at night, and is therefore recommended.
Road networks with good connectivity do not force circuitous trips. If the route is more direct, walking
and biking become more attractive trip options. Neighborhoods with poor connectivity not only
discourage walking and biking, traffic is focused on arterials which can result in congestion.
The first applicable CS principle applies to new construction and land development. However, significant
improvements are required on existing corridors to create a connected complete streets network. Within
the existing CIP, several corridors are planned for reconstruction. Major reconstruction is the prime
opportunity to complete several streets within Buda. Current design standards generally ensure adequate
provisions for both motorists and pedestrians. More opportunities could exist with other types of
construction projects, such as water and wastewater line replacements. The opportunity to complete
streets should be evaluated in the early design phases for all road impacting projects.
Completing streets will require more than new construction standards and piggybacking off of major
reconstruction. Sidewalks are not present along several streets in Buda, especially in older neighborhoods.
Full reconstruction of these streets will not be a priority until the pavement is failing. Establishing a
dedicated fund to construct sidewalks throughout the city would be the most direct way to complete the
streets. The improvements would be similar in format to the national Safe Routes to School program.
Bicycle facilities should be considered on a case-by-case basis, in an effort to create an interconnected
network. Bicycle lanes on roads used by weekend cycling groups would benefit motorists and cyclists.
When practical, a shared-use path should be installed for use by pedestrians and cyclists. Shared-use
paths at least eight feet wide can accommodate pedestrians and cyclists simultaneously.
The City is currently considering the types and locations for future transit services. Certain treatments for
transit users such as bus-only lanes, queue jumps, and transit signal priority treatments cannot be
considered at this time, because the nature of these services has not been defined. Based on existing and
future demographics, a commuter bus to Austin and/or San Marcos with a park-and-ride facility is the
most likely initial infrastructure. Complete streets principles should be applied to site development of any
park-and-ride facility, potentially resulting in the provision of bicycle racks, separate points of
bicycle/pedestrian access, or other related amenities.
5.2

Bicycle/Pedestrian Features

Most of the pedestrian and bicycle network overlaps the roadway network. If complete street principles
are followed then constructing several roadway projects will improve pedestrian and bicycle mobility.
The remaining bicycle and pedestrian features are improvements to developed corridors or projects that
address specific gaps. The Safe Routes to School initiative is an example of a program that addresses
specific gaps in the bicycle and pedestrian network. Additional projects will be required to address gaps
that are not fixed by major roadway projects.
Two types of sidewalk gaps need to be identified. The first type is within developed areas that require
City attention. In a number of instances, sidewalks have not been built along older roadways, and
roadway reconstruction projects are not forthcoming. As seen in Figure 15, until Bluff Street or FM 967 is
improved, the sidewalk gap indicated by the yellow arrow would remain until specifically addressed.
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The second gap type is associated with remaining undeveloped property. These gaps should not be
addressed by the City, since the nature of the demand is driven by the need to serve the development, and
will ultimately be accomplished without committing City resources.
Figure 15 - Bluff Street at FM 967

(Image source: Google Earth)
Projects proposed by the TMP will address sidewalk connectivity and bicycle mobility within Buda and
include bicycle/pedestrian network gap elimination projects requiring City action. The pedestrian and
bicycle networks and facilities are shown in Exhibit 2a and Exhibit 2b, respectively. Many of the
pedestrian and bicycle improvements are planned parts of major roadway projects. Off-street trails, such
as the Garlic Creek Hike and Bike Path, are a critical component of the pedestrian and bicycle
infrastructure as well. A network of trails was developed by the Buda Parks, Recreation, Trails, and Open
Space Master Plan. Several trails are located next to roads where pedestrian and bike accommodations
are critical, including Main Street, Old Black Colony, FM 967, Old Goforth Road, and West Goforth
Road. It is recommended that these trails be incorporated into roadway projects and constructed
as eight-foot wide multiuse sidewalks where space permits.
5.3

Transit/Rideshare Features

Buda is not within the Capital Metro service area, and is not presently served by CARTS. Of the transit
and shared ride alternatives considered, a park-and-ride lot should be pursued to maximize the benefit
of the IH 35 corridor and facilitate future commuter bus services. Local bus is not viable within Buda at
this time, based upon development densities, and the proposed Lone Star Rail is a longer term
improvement, given its magnitude and the need to reroute existing freight traffic away from the corridor.
Any park-and-ride lot should be located near IH 35 or otherwise be convenient for future commuters and
efficient for bus routing. It would also require sufficient parking, bicycle racks, shelters, and sidewalk
access. There are four potential locations, shown in Figure 16 for a park-and-ride within Buda:
•
•
•
•

Leased parking spaces from Cabelas, Wal-Mart, or HEB,
Reconstructed truck stop east of IH 35,
Added parking to the Sportsplex at FM 1626 and FM 967, and
Designated public parking spaces south of City Hall.
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The first two sites are convenient to the IH 35 corridor. The Sportsplex site is expected to gain in benefit
to commuters with the planned opening of SH 45 Southwest between Mopac Boulevard and FM 1626.
The spaces south of City Hall are centrally located, and facilitate the future implementation of a Lone Star
Rail passenger station in the downtown area.
Figure 16 - Potential Park and Ride Locations

The Sportsplex and old truck stop could require environmental mitigation for any development. The
Sportsplex is located in the Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone and the old truck stop has the potential for
environmental contaminants from previous use. A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment should be
conducted in these instances as due diligence efforts before further consideration of either location.
Leasing retail spaces and using parking near City Hall would not require environmental mitigation.
The Austin Community College (ACC) System is opening the Hays Campus located at FM 1626 and
Kohler’s Crossing in 2014. The opening of ACC - Hays will add a major destination for transit service in
Hays County. ACC students, faculty, and staff ride bus and rail for free through a paid agreement with
Capital Metro. While dedicated shuttles to ACC facilities do not exist, a route may be created to provide
transit service to the Hays Campus. This route has the potential to be regional and may provide access
between ACC campuses in Austin or Texas State in San Marcos. If this route is established, City officials
should coordinate with ACC and Capital Metro to “piggy-back” and establish a transit stop in Buda.
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A comprehensive Transportation Master Plan is depicted in Exhibit 3. Existing and proposed roadways
are displayed by functional class, locations of dedicated bike facilities, and potential park-and-ride
locations are shown in Figure 16.
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IMPLEMENTATION

As acknowledged in Section 1.2, the Comprehensive Plan included a number of objectives and
benchmarks intended to reduce reliance on drive alone automobile trips and promote alternative modes of
travel. This TMP update creates the opportunity and direction to reduce single-occupancy vehicle trips by
offering policy and design guidance, removing obstacles, and adding infrastructure to increase the
attractiveness of walking, biking, and transit use.
6.1

Policy Plan

The Comprehensive Plan goal of increasing the connectivity ratio is best accomplished in conjunction
with approval of future developments. It is highly likely that existing and approved subdivisions cannot
have such a connectivity ratio imposed without either a substantial retrofit cost to the city, or other
hardship. Future subdivision approval should require the minimum connectivity ratio of 1.4 by
ordinance. A connectivity ratio of 1.4 was adopted by the City of Durham and referenced to by the
Comprehensive Plan. Additionally, the City should require additional connections from proposed
developments to the surrounding roadway network, if the number of daily trips exceeds certain
thresholds, both to address connectivity and assure adequate access for emergency service vehicles.
Figure 17 - Calculation of Connectivity Ratio

(source: Durham, NC Unified Development Ordinance, p. 13-7)
In terms of promoting bicycle and pedestrian travel, it is recommended that the City establish a dedicated
fund to address gap segments of sidewalk and strategic multi-use path connections through existing
developed areas. As there is no current funding stream, an equitable means to prioritize these funds will
need to be established. It could include impact fees, a special-purpose district, or some other source, and
could include considerations such as community support, cost, availability of right-of-way, and
geographic distribution. It is also recommended that an assessment of complete streets improvement
opportunities and costs be conducted whenever road impacting capital improvement projects are
programmed.
The City will need to continue to partner with other agencies to fulfill the recommended improvements in
the TMP. Traditional external funding sources for transportation improvements include Hays County,
TxDOT, CTRMA, and federal funds programmed through CAMPO. The primary considerations with any
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partnership are the programming of matching funds and inclusion of desired design stipulations, such as
the previously discussed context sensitive and complete streets considerations. As an example, TxDOT
may provide funding for road reconstruction and turn lanes along a state highway, but the City would be
responsible for any bike or pedestrian facilities identified as complete street betterments.
TxDOT partnered with City and County staff to construct new ramps on IH 35 within Buda. This project,
currently under design, will improve access to and from IH 35 within Buda. FM 967 is a future partnering
opportunity. Based on feedback during preparation of the TMP and Hays County TMP, FM 967 should
be reconstructed to improve mobility and safety to nearby subdivisions, not simply building a major
through route as originally planned. Short-term improvements should focus on adding a center turn lane,
sidewalks for pedestrians, and adding shoulders for bicyclists.
Two regional projects require coordination from Buda, SH 45 and the Lone Star Rail. The City and Hays
County should continue to work with CTRMA, TxDOT and CAMPO to complete SH 45 between
Mopac Boulevard and IH 35. The City needs to coordinate with these agencies to keep the project on
schedule, and that the final design provides connectivity to and from Buda. Previous plans from CAMPO
and Travis County indicate that SH 45 will have interchanges at FM 1626, Old San Antonio Road, and IH
35. An additional interchange between FM 1626 and Old San Antonio Road is necessary to improve eastwest mobility within Buda. The City should also continue to support the Lone Star Rail project to
accommodate growing interregional travel needs by passenger rail.
6.2

Typical Sections

Proposed typical sections were developed during the Transportation Master Plan Update. Contextsensitive typical sections were developed for Main Street and FM 967, the remaining are more universal
in application and are intended to guide project planning. Sidewalks were included in all typical sections,
in keeping with the need to provide more pedestrian connections throughout the City. Characteristics of
all typical sections are listed in Table 12, and shown in Appendix A.
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Table 12 - Summary of Typical Sections
Typical
Section

Functional
Class

MAD6
MAD4

ROW

Lanes

Median

Parking

Parkway

120

6

Yes

No

Parkway

120

4

Yes

No

Arterial

100

4

Yes

No

Lane (5’)

Arterial

100

4

Yes

No

MAD4

Arterial

90

4

TWLTL

No

MAU4

Arterial

80

4

No

No

MAD2

Collector

70

2

TWLTL

No

None
8’ multiuse
path /Sharrows
Sharrows
8’ multiuse
path

60

2

No

No

60

2

No

See note

MAD4 Bike
MAD4

MNR2Collector
Bike
MNR2/
Collector/
Local
Local
Street
Defined Sections

Bike
8’ multiuse
path
8’ multiuse
path

Note

Potential widening to MAD6

Proposed for Truck Bypass
Path if speed limit >35
Sharrows if speed limit < 35
11-foot lanes acceptable

Lane (5’)
Potential
shared-use path

Main St

Arterial

90

4

No

No

Lane (5’)

FM 967

Arterial

90

2

TWLTL

No

Shoulder (8’)

Parking only if Local*

Minimize tree removal, 6-foot
sidewalk acceptable
Minimize tree removal, 6-foot
sidewalk acceptable

TWLTL = Two-Way Left Turn Lane
*Downtown streets may have on-street parking grandfathered, or by special exception
6.3

Transit Policy

Buda is already identified within the region as a bedroom community of Austin. Land use and
demographic forecasts indicate this trend will continue. Four transit options were reviewed during this
study: local bus, commuter rail, commuter bus, and special-event service. Public support is significantly
higher for commuter bus than local bus. Additionally, many citizens support the planned Lone Star Rail
between Austin and San Antonio.
Commuter Bus Opportunities
Buda should pursue commuter bus services to Austin and San Marcos through the advancement of a
park-and-ride lot in one of the location options discussed in Section 5.3 and ongoing dialogue with
TxDOT Public Transportation Division and other agencies. The city does not presently have the land
use patterns or expressed demand for local bus services, and the Lone Star regional rail is a longer term
project by its nature.
Commuter service to Austin would likely be operated by Capital Metro, the primary transit agency in
central Texas, so as to better coordinate with other regional services. Capital Metro requires a one-cent
sales tax from member cities; if Buda were to join Capital Metro, it would need to divert existing program
revenues because the current sales tax, set at 8.25 percent, is the maximum rate under state law. However,
it may be preferable to enter into a service agreement with Capital Metro with other major stakeholders in
Hays County, whereby specific services are contracted for a specific price. Kyle, San Marcos, and Texas
State University formed an Urban Transit District in 2012 to pursue federal funding for transit service.
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Commuter Rail Opportunities
If a commuter rail stop is to be located within Buda, the ideal location would be in downtown, due to its
central location and infrastructure suitable to support transit oriented land uses. The City will need to
remain involved in discussions with the Lone Star Rail District to identify opportunities and provide a
rail station to serve the City.
6.4

Project Implementation

Projects were identified from the Recommended Roadway, Bike and Pedestrian Plans. Using the typical
sections developed in Appendix A, project cost estimates were developed. In addition to construction,
these estimates include preliminary and construction engineering, ROW acquisition, and contingency at
30%. The projects were identified by High, Medium, and Low Priority. This is not necessarily a
timeline, as some project may be considered a high priority, but their implementation may need to be
delayed in favor of other projects that are simpler to implement.
Over the next five years, the City should focus on the completion of the Truck Bypass to FM 2770 and
reconstruction of major collectors and arterials. The Truck Bypass is a critical link in the transportation
network and its construction will address the top three transportation issues identified by citizens. It will
also support commercial development in keeping with the Comprehensive Plan. The additional ramps on
IH 35 will improve access to the Truck Bypass, and its ultimate completion to FM 1626 will create an
alternative to the Main Street/FM 967 corridor.
Completing the Truck Bypass to FM 1626 has significant support and should be pursued in partnership
with Hays County, TxDOT, and CAMPO owing to its high relatively costs and benefits. Again, the
opening of this corridor, between FM 1626 and IH 35, addresses the expressed highest-priority needs of
the community, and helps accomplish the land use objectives of the Comprehensive Plan. Funding from
other sources, such as TxDOT, Hays County, and CAMPO, would distribute the cost of this regional
road. The Truck Bypass is regionally significant, as a direct connection between FM 1626 and IH 35
does not exist in northern Hays County. SH 45 South, a proposed freeway between FM 1626 and IH 35
along the Travis County line, is not planned to be built prior to 2035.
The Cabelas - West Goforth Connector is strongly supported by citizens in surrounding neighborhoods.
The estimated project cost is relatively high, however, as it requires a significant investment in ROW to
improve local access.
FM 1626 is projected to be over capacity in 2035 based on existing travel demand models, which include
completion of SH 45 Southwest, but not SH 45 South. Based on existing conditions, widening FM 1626
to six-lanes may not be feasible. ROW at FM 967 should be preserved to build an overpass, once
warranted by traffic volumes.
Several collectors and arterials in Buda do not have sufficient pavement width, sidewalks, or illumination.
These reconstruction projects should be first evaluated for potential improvements to bicycle and
pedestrian circulation with sidewalks and/or multi-use paths in keeping with the Recommend Pedestrian
Network and Recommended Bicycle Network (see Exhibits 2a and 2b). High priority projects are listed
in Table 13, and depicted in Exhibit 4. Typical sections of these projects are included in Appendix A.
The ROW and appropriate section for the corridors in Tables 13, 14, and 15 are shown in Exhibit 3. The
description the tables show lane configurations based on traffic projections and the corridors role in the
regional network.
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Table 13 – High Priority Projects
Type

Roadway

Project
Robert S. Light
Blvd
(Truck Bypass)
Robert S. Light
Blvd
(Truck Bypass)
Old Goforth
Road

Sponsor

Timeline

Cost

Description

FM 2770 Main Street

TxDOT,
County, City

0 - 5 years

$16,873,000

New four-lane divided,
RR overpass

FM 1626 FM 2770

TxDOT,
County, City
CAMPO

5 - 10 years

$24,160,000

New four-lane divided

Old FM 2001 Hillside Terrace

County, City

0 - 5 years

$4,560,000

Reconstruct, add center
turn lane and sidewalks

Old Black
Colony Road

FM 1626 FM 967

County, City

0 - 5 years

$9,450,000

Reconstruct, add
sidewalks, relocate
intersection with FM 967

Bluff Street

FM 2770 FM 967

City

0 - 5 years

$1,620,000

FM 967

FM 1626 Onion Creek

County,
City, State

0 - 5 years

$7,240,000

Main Street

Cedar Street Cabelas Drive

City

0 - 5 years

$4,340,000

City

5 - 10 years

$2,560,000

City

0 -5 years

Cabelas Goforth
IH 35
Connection

Limits

W. Goforth Road
Cabelas Drive
Old San Antonio
Road
IH 35 SB
Frontage

FM 1626
Old FM 2001 Sunbright Blvd
W. Goforth
FM 967
Road
Cedar Street
Pedestrian
Garlic Creek
Bridge
Trail
FM 967
Bluff Street/West Goforth
Road/Main Street
New FM 2001
Pedestrian
/Bike

Intersection

Main Street / FM 967
Total

$100,000

TxDOT,
County

10 + years

$500,000

City

0 - 5 years

$210,000

City,
CAMPO

0 - 5 years

$40,000

City,
CAMPO

0 - 5 years

$400,000

City

5 - 10 years

$500,000

City.

0 - 5 years

$20,000

Reconstruct with
sidewalks
Reconstruct and widen
to four-lanes with bike
lanes, and sidewalks.
Minimize tree impacts
Reconstruct and widen
to four-lanes with bike
lanes, and sidewalks.
Minimize tree impacts
Construct two-lane road
with sidewalks
Construct two-lane
connection to IH 35
Conduct preliminary
study to identify ROW
needs at FM 967 for an
overpass
Add 8’ sidewalks on
both sides
Add sidewalk on one
side
Identified as part of
Parks and Trails Plan
Intersection Analysis Potential Roundabout
Add Southbound Right
Turn Lane

$72,573,000.00
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Medium and Low Priority

Recommended medium- and low- priority plans are listed in Table 14, and are shown in Exhibits 5 and 6.
The prioritization certainty of these projects varies, as future development and traffic demand could
change the prioritization of these projects. Note, though, that even low-priority projects have been
identified as beneficial to area mobility, and are recommended for implementation.
The Bluff Street Extension to FM 967 (Main Street) has strong public support, but several items must be
addressed prior to its construction. Redevelopment of the Buda Mill & Grain buildings near this corridor
has been discussed, and site plans, when filed, would need to coordinate with any roadway extensions.
Also, the connection to FM 967 will impact the railroad crossing; therefore a suitable intersection
configuration must be developed and approved by TxDOT and Union Pacific Railroad. Based on
intersection geometry and potentially high turning movements, a roundabout should be considered.
Reaching an agreement with TxDOT and Union Pacific Railroad could take a few years, so City staff
should start discussions in the next two years to accomplish this project in the mid-term.
Two low-priority projects are dependent on the alignment and completion of SH 45 South: Garlic Creek
Parkway and an overpass for FM 967 at FM 1626. Garlic Creek Parkway is proposed to extend north
of FM 967 and provide access to SH 45 South. A preliminary alignment and typical section for a six-lane
parkway should be preserved as long as SH 45 South is planned to be implemented.
As previously discussed, the construction of SH 45 South, between FM 1626 and IH 35, does not
appear within CAMPO’s adopted long range plan. City staff should continue to coordinate with Hays
County, TxDOT, and Travis County to advance this project. At the same time, City staff needs to
preserve ROW and plan future development to allow for construction of both SH 45 South itself as well
as Garlic Creek Parkway.
Table 14 - Medium Priority Projects
Type

Roadway

Project

Limits

Sponsor

Timeline

Cost

Old FM 2001

FM 2001 Old Goforth Road

City,
County

0 - 5 years

$1,670,000

Bluff Street
Extension

FM 2770
Main Street

City, Dev.
Agreement

5 - 10 years

$1,100,000

W. Goforth
Road
Hillside Terrace
Drive

Cedar Street
IH 35
Old Goforth Road
FM 2001

City

0 - 5 years

$4,090,000

City,
County

0 - 5 years

$5,330,000

Hillside Terrace
Drive

IH 35
Old Goforth Road

City,
County

5 - 10 years

$2,990,000

Bluff Street
Main Street
Garlic Creek
Pedestrian Bridge FM 967

City,
CAMPO

5 - 10 years

$30,000

City,
CAMPO

5 - 10 years

$170,000

Construct 8’
hike/bike path

City

0 - 5 years

$300,000

Intersection
Improvements

FM 2770
Pedestrian
/Bike

Intersection
Total

Garlic Creek
Trail

Main Street/Garison Road

Description
Reconstruct, add
center lane and
sidewalks
Construct two-lane
collector with
sidewalks
Reconstruct with bike
lanes
Construct four-lane
road with sidewalks
Construct four-lane
road with sidewalks,
potential roundabout
at Old Goforth Road
Add sidewalk on one
side

$15,680,000.00
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Table 15 - Low Priority Projects
Type
Roadway

Project
Old San
Antonio
Road

Limits

Sponsor

Timeline

Main Street ETJ

City,
County

10 + years

$2,060,000

Reconstruct two-lane road
with sidewalks

Dacy Lane

Hillside Terrace Beebe Road
(Kyle)

County

0 - 5 years

$16,400,000

Reconstruct and widen to
four-lane undivided, add
center turn lane at key ints.

Garison
Road

Main Street Current terminus

10 + years

$4,410,000

Reconstruct two-lane road
with sidewalks

FM 967

W. Goforth Robert S. Light

10 + years

$2,490,000

Garlic
Creek
Parkway

FM 967 SH 45 (S)

City,
County,
CTRMA

10 + years

$18,110,000

Manchaca
Springs Rd

FM 967 - IH 35

City,
County,
State

10+ years

$36,320,000

City

10 + years

$800,000

City

10 + years

$1,667,000

County

10 + years

$2,880,000

City

0 - 5 years

$90,000

Main Street
Main Street

Pedestrian
/Bike
Intersection

Total

Cabelas Drive IH 35
IH 35 Collector 2

Kelly
Smith Lane

IH 35 Dacy Lane

Old San
Antonio
Road

Cabelas Drive Main Street

IH 35/Cabelas Drive

City,
County,
Dev.
Agreement
County,
State

City

5 - 10
years
5 - 10
years
5 - 10
years
5 - 10
years

Cost

Description

$160,000

Glenview Lane / Old Goforth
Road
New FM 2001 / Sunbright
Boulevard

City,
County

Main Street / Firecracker Road

City

Main Street / Sequoyah Street

City

0 - 5 years

$170,000

Main Street / FM 967

City

0 - 5 years

$20,000

Main Street/Collector 4

City

Robert S. Light Boulevard / FM
1626

State

City

5 - 10
years
5 - 10
years

$500,000
$170,000
$170,000

$170,000
$170,000

Construct four-lane
undivided with sidewalks
Construct four-lane divided
parkway with sidewalks.
Route TBD after
identification of
interchange with SH 45
Construct four-lane divided
parkway with sidewalks,
not required if SH 45
South constructed
Widen to six-lanes
Widen to six-lanes
Reconstruct two-lane road,
add turn lane and
sidewalks
Add sidewalk on one side
Intersection improvements,
relocate signal poles
Intersection Analysis Potential Roundabout
Study Traffic Signal
Warrant, Construct Signal
Study Traffic Signal
Warrant, Construct Signal
Study Traffic Signal
Warrant, Construct Signal
Add Southbound Right
Turn Lane
Study Traffic Signal
Warrant, Construct Signal
Study Traffic Signal
Warrant, Construct Signal

$86,757,000.00
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EXHIBIT 1 - Recommended Roadway Network Plan
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EXHIBIT 2a - Recommended Pedestrian Network
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EXHIBIT 2b - Recommended Bicycle Network
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EXHIBIT 3 - Transportation Master Plan

DRAFT

DRAFT
Grade Separations
Exist. Overpass

±
³

1626

1327

§
¦
¨

rl
Ga

GARLIC

O
AN
TO
NI

BL
VD

RD

HT

ER
CK
A
CR
RE
I
F

a
Æ

W GOFORTH ST

35

FM 967

±
³

2770

(70'-110')

Collector

(60'-90')

Legend
River/Creek

Lake/Pond/Reservoir

SATTERWHITE RD

County Boundary
Buda City Limit

HILLSIDE TERRACE

Buda ETJ

yC

h
us

±
³

Br

ree

k

Miles
2

Potential
Park and Ride

Railroad

DACY LN

1

a
Æ

¯

KELLY SMITH LN

0.5

Arterial

On-street Pedestrian and Bicycle
Facilites shown in Exhibits 2a & 2b.

2001

2001

0

(70'-110')

8' Off-Street Trail*

±
³

OLD FM 2001

OLD GOFORTH RD

§
¦
¨

120'

*ROW varies based on typical section.
Please refer to the Major Roadway
Planning Guide for ROW widths of
individual segments.

SU
NB
RI
G

a
Æ

120'

New Collector (60'-90')

OL
D

Cr

CABEL
AS

MANDAN ST

ST
BL
UF
F

SA
N

k

TURNERSVILLE RD

a
Æ

ROBERT S. LIGHT BLVD
(TRUCK BYPASS)

ch

New Arterial

MAIN ST

GLENVIEW RD

ran

New Highway

Parkway

S. TURNERSVILLE RD

±
³

Classification

Highway

DR

ST
MAIN

OLD BLACK COLONY RD

COLE SPRINGS RD

n

ROW*

New Parkway

ee

N RD

O n io

GARIS
O

FM 967

±
³

967

M u s t an g B

Roadway Network

RD

±
³
a
Æ

1626

45

35

967

±
³

r

k
ee

±
³

C
ic

CREEK

REMUDA TRL

PKWY

New Overpass

DRAFT

EXHIBIT 4 - Short-Term Roadway Projects
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EXHIBIT 5 - Mid-Term Roadway Projects
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Appendix A
Typical Sections

Appendix B
Major Roadway Planning Guide

Appendix C
Public Involvement Forms
(to be submitted with Final Report)

Appendix D
Summary of Comments Received
(to be submitted with Final Report)

