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• Master Street Planning Overview 

- Purpose 
- Benefits
 

- Components
 

• Project Approach 

- Scope of Work
 
- Schedule
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•	 Adopted as the City's Thoroughfare Plan 

•	 Primary Objective is to ensure the preservation 
of adequate right-of-way (ROW) on appropriate 
alignments and of sufficient width 

•	 Allows for the orderly and efficient expansion 
and improvement of the transportation system to 
serve existing and future transportation needs 
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•	 Preserve adequate rights-of-way; 

•	 Identify functional roles for each street; 

•	 Inform citizens; 

•	 Ensure continuity of the system; 

•	 Maximize mobility while minimizing negative 
impacts; 

•	 Provide information to determine priorities. 
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• The MSP delineates a system of thoroughfare 
classes by location, alignment, and functional 
relationship for different types of roadways 

• The MSP includes: 
- An officially adopted thoroughfare system map; 

- Supporting design criteria for each functional class; 
and,
 

- Implementation policies.
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• Work Area 1 - Project Initiation 

• Work Area 2 - Compilation and Review of 
Available Information 

• Work Area 3 ­ Public Involvement 

• Work Area 4 - Assessment of Conditions 
and Needs 

• Work Area 5 - Recommendations and 
Implementation 
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•	 Purpose: Identifies expectations of local 
agencies, items of critical importance, and 
informs stakeholders of the importance of their 
participation. 

• Tasks: 
1.	 Agency Staff Discussions 

2.	 Key Person Interviews - Elected Officials 

3.	 Key Person Interviews - Developers & Groups 

4.	 Project Management Plan 

5.	 Project Announcement 
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• Purpose:	 Review and document existing data, 
current programs and policies, and Jonesboro's 
future vision. 

• Tasks: 
1.	 Available Data Review and Analysis 

2.	 Relevant Studies and Plans Review 

3.	 Growth Projections Review 
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• Existing and Future Land Use Maps;
 
• Existing and Historic Traffic Volumes;
 
• Existing Rights-of-Way for All Streets;
 
• Existing MSP and Typical Sections; 
• Bicycle and Pedestrian Plans; 
• Floodway Maps; 
• Subdivision Platting trends; 
• Major Development trends; 
• Population Forecasts; and, 
• Travel Time and Delay Study. 
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•	 Growth Projections are an important 
consideration in the development of the MSP: 

-	 Coordinate with the Comprehensive Plan update; 

- Review population and employment trends with City 
Staff; 

- Identify projected high growth areas and ensure the 
transportation system can accommodate the growth. 
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•	 Purpose: Obtain meaningful input from the 
community to produce a better MSP. 

• Tasks: 
1.	 Project Website 

2.	 Presentations to Project Review Committee 

3.	 Cross Section Review Meeting 

4.	 Staff Workshops 

5.	 Public Meeting / Open House 

6.	 Static Displays 

7.	 Staff Presentations 

8.	 Boards, Councils, and Commissions Presentations 
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•	 Meetings: 

- Project Review Committee (coordinate with 
Comprehensive Plan update); 

- Cross Section Review with Developers (1); 

- Staff Workshops (2); 

- Public Meeting I Open House (1); 

- Presentations to Boards, Councils, and Commissions 
(as needed); 

•	 Information for City Staff to present to others. 
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study Purpose 

The purpose of this study is to dlMllop an O¥erall Transportation Plan for the C~y of Georgetown, ...mich will include recommended transportation improvements needed to 
accommodate triMll demands though the Year 2025. An implementation program that prioritizes the recommended Plan improvements will also be d_loped and include a 
short-range (2003 to 2007), intermediate-range (2lJJ:l to 2013), and long-range (2013 to 2025) program. Located in Central Williamson County, Georgetown is the county seat 
of the fifth fastest growing county in the United States (US Census Bureau, .mm), and is the northem anchor of the fast growing AustinlSan Antonio Corridor. The city is 
projected to continue to experience population and employment growth, resu~ing in associated mobility and access improvement needs. Potential highway improvements to 
be considered include roadway widenings andlor extensions, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and transit op1ions. 

The study will irMllve an lMlluation of Yarious transportation improvements and will consider impacts related to traffic/mobility, engineering/costs, and lmironmentall1and use 
criteria. This evaluation will provide detailed technical information regarding the impacts of transportation improvements and new location alignments, as well as other selection 
criteria to use ...men evaluating proposed a~ematives for inclusion in the Transportation Improvement Program. 

Study Area I MAP I 

The study area for this project is the C~y of Georgetown and ~s extraterr~orial jurisdiction (ETJ). Major roadways in the stUdy area include ~35, State Highway 29, FM 2338, 
FM 971, FM 1460 and RM 22411. The area will also be served by the new SH 1lJ Toll Road, ...mich will originate in Georgetown and parallel ~35 on the east southward to 
Seguin. Transit options, operated by the Capbl !vea Rural Transportation System (CARTS), also exist within Georgetown and Williamson County, with connections to Austin 
and neighboring counties 

PLEASE NOTE· In order 10 read the follo"""';ng maps and project listing, you must do'r'offlload and install the free Adobe Acrobat Reader, .........-uch maybe dO\M'lloaded for free by clicking her-=. Some of these 
files are large, and may take a few minutes to dO'M"load. 
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:March 26. 2003 

A 

Ag.nda 

• RlNiBW Project Management Plan 
• Id.ntify Data N.eds 
• Existing Transportation Issues 
• Develop Goals and Objectives 
• Coordination for Public Meeting #1 

• RlNiBW Existing Conditions Evaluation 
• RlNiBW TlP Process Developm.nt 
• RlNiBW Public M••ting No. 1 

• Dewlop additional future a~emative transportation solutions 
,. RlNiBW TlP Project Selection Criteria and Process 

• Coordination for Public Meeting NO.2 
• RlNiBW of Improvement Alternatives 
• Status of Tr_1 Demand Model Development 
• Roadway Cross Sections and Proposed Functional Classification System 

,. Present Study Purpose and Objectives 
Present Initial Data Findings 
Present Preliminary Existing Transportation Conditions 

• RlNi8W TlP Process Development 
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•	 Purpose: Identify corridor deficiencies and 
alternative improvements to enhance the 
transportation system. 

• Tasks: 
1.	 Identify Existing Deficiencies and Traffic Conditions 

2.	 Travel Demand Forecast 

3.	 Functional Classification System and Design 
Standards 

4.	 Analysis of Needs 

5.	 Improvement Alternatives 

6.	 Recommended Improvements 
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• Travel Demand Forecasts based on: 
- Historical Growth Rates;
 

- Population Forecasts;
 

- Employment Forecasts;
 

- Future Land Use; and,
 

- Local Knowledge obtained from Stakeholders.
 

• Volumes Development approaches: 
- Build-up using trip generation estimates 

- Growth rates using historical trends 
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• Revise Roadway Cross Section Standards 
- update existing roadway cross-section standards to 

ensure that the standards are in sync with today's 
state of the practice 

• Preserve right-of-way to accommodate future 
traffic needs 
- Provision of sidewalks or bicycle lanes;
 
- Space for efficient vehicle operations;
 
- Provision of raised medians to improve safety and
 

possibilities for improved aesthetics and
 
beautification; and,
 

- Adequate room for turning movements.
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•	 Recommendations for Short and Long Term 
Improvements involve: 

-	 Analysis of Various Improvement Types to address 
Documented Needs; 

• Roadway Widenings, New Roadways, Intersection 
Improvements, Alignment Corrections, Access 
Improvements, Operations Improvements 

-	 Planning Level Cost Estimates; 

-	 Review of Environmental and Social Impacts; and, 

-	 Consideration of Public Input. 
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•	 Purpose: Document the development of the 
MSP and assist staff in seeing the plan through 
to adoption. 

• Tasks: 
1.	 Functional Classification System 

2.	 Typical Design Sections 

3.	 Policies and Regulations for Implementation 

4.	 Draft and Final Report 

5.	 Hearings and Meetings on the MSP 

6.	 Final Plan Adoption 
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• Five Month Schedule 
Task Durations. Weeks 

Work A rea I - Project Initiation 
Task 1.1 Agency Staff Discussions 
Task 1.2 Key Person Interviews with Elected Officials 
Task 1.3 Key Person Interviews with Developers and Advocacy Groups 
Task 1.4 Project Management Plan 
Task 1.5 Project Announcement 
Work Area 1 - Compilation a nd Review ofA vailable Information 
Task 2.1 Request, Compile and Review Available Data 
Task 2.2 Request, Compile and Review Relevant Studies and Plans 
Task2.3 Request,Compile and Review Growth Projections 

Existing Data Technical Memorandum 
Project Meeting with Project Review Committee 

Work Area.i - Public Involvement 
Task 3.1 Project Website 
Task 3.2 Presentations to the Project Review Committee 
Task 3.3 Cross Section Review Meeting 
Task 3.4 Staff Workshops 
Task 3.5 Pu blic M eeting/O pen House 
Task 3.6 Static Displays 
Task 3.7 Staff presentations 
Task 3.8 Presentations to Boards, Councils and Commissions 
Work Area 4 - Assessment ofConditions and Needs 
Task4.1 Identification of existing deficiencies and tramc conditions 
Task 4.2 Travel demand forecast. 
Task 4.3 Functional classification system and design standards 
Task 4.4 Analysis of needs 
Task 4.5 Improvement alternatives 
Task 4.6 Recommended improvements 

Assessmentof Needs Technical Memorandum 
Project Meeting with Project Review Committee 

Work Area 5 - Recommendations and Implementation 
Task 5.1 Fu nctiona I Classification System 
Task 5.2 Typical design sections 
Task 5.3 Policies and regulations for implementation of the MSP 
Task 5.4 Draft and Final Report 

Project Meeting with Project Review Committee 
Task 5.5 Hearings and meetings on the Proposed Plan 
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Task 5.6 Final Plan adoption 
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•	 Extensive Experience with Thoroughfare 
Planning 

• Experienced and Available Staff 
•	 Local Support with HKB 

•	 Local Knowledge from Previous Studies
 

•	 And Most Importantly ..... 
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• The Master Street Plan prepared by WSA 
will be: 

- A product of the community developed with 
stakeholder input, 

- Technically sound and defensible, 

- Easily understood by the community, and, 

-	 A valuable tool for local staff to more easily 
accomplish their jobs. 
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