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FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.   6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized (less than 25-year capacity) and the area is at risk of street
flooding, property flooding, and potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area.
Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future
planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2571

71

Smithville

Shipp Lake

535

Drainage system improvements - NE 7th, NE 8th, NE 5th, NE 2nd,
SE 2nd, SE 4th

4290.67

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090301

Willow Creek - Colorado River

BastropSmithville

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000001

Drainage System Improvements

Smithville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.1556

012

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a multi-box (2) culvert. The proposed improvements include an upgrade to the
subject crossing. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 917.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

21

Ba s t r o p

Bastrop

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

1,1141.74

1.20

Unnamed Tributary

12090301

Lower Colorado - Cummins

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000002

Shiloh Road Bridge West of State HWY 304

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a corrugated metal pipe crossing. The proposed improvements include a multi-box
(2) culvert. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 341.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1704

969

Webberville

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

1730.27

0.50

Unnamed Tributary

12090301

Lower Colorado - Cummins

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000003

Willie May Way in Precinct 4 at Trib

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

1.34163

023

There are multiple low water crossings that are undersized. The proposed improvements include installing multiple box culverts at each crossing. The existing
road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 115. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the
study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future
funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

21

TX

71
E

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

7781.21

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090301

Alum Creek, Gravelly Creek

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000004

Gotier Trace Low Water Crossings

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.   6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.3862

047115

The sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and
potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more
detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

535

State Highway

State Highway 71 W
Wyldwood

Cedar Creek

Drainage system improvements

3600.56

TBD

Greens Creek

12090301

Greens Creek - Cedar Creek

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000005

Lakeview Drive & Tuck Street

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate the proposed culvert crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design
of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.3349

03867

The road is a low water crossing with no method of conveyance other than over topping at this location. The proposed improvements include a box culvert-
bridge. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 841.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1441

2336

Dunstan
Camp Swift

Sayersville

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

8631.35

1.00

Unnamed Tributary

12090301

Lower Colorado - Cummins

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000006

Green Valley Drive in Precinct 1

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

3.63297

1237443

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a corrugated metal pipe. The proposed improvements include a box culvert
replacement. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 942.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

969

Dunstan
Camp Swift

Bastrop

Ba s t r o p
Bastrop

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

2,9054.54

1.00

Unnamed Tributary

1000517,1000516,10

Lower Colorado - Cummins

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000007

Old McDade Rd in Precinct 4 near Norwood Rd

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

Clear Springs Lake is impounded by an earthen embankment dam with an earthen spillway.  The spillway is eroding threatening downstream houses and
potential breach. The dam does not appear to be regulated by the TCEQ due to size and volume and the existing flood risk is not well defined. Study results
will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

State Hig

State Highway 71 W

Wyldwood

Dam Improvements

00.00

1.00

Clear Springs Lake

12090301

Greens Creek - Cedar Creek

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000008

Clear Springs Lake Dam

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.

Related Goal(s)

The study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14) to identify/verify eligible property owners.

Scope of Study

0.4318

01222

There are up to 48  flood prone properties on/near Pecan Shores Drive that are within the 100-year floodplain and subject to repetitive loss.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2571

71

TX 71 W

Smithville

Shipp La

Voluntary buyout of homes in 100-year FP (48 homes)

290.05

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090301

Willow Creek - Colorado River

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000009

Pecan Shores Subdivision

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.

Related Goal(s)

The study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14) to identify/verify eligible property owners.

Scope of Study

1.1368

03968

There are up to 22 flood prone properties on/near Hidden Shores Loop that are within the 100-year floodplain and subject to repetitive loss.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Alum Creek

2571

71

TX 71 W

Buescher

Voluntary buyout of homes in floodway (22 homes)

890.14

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090301

Willow Creek - Colorado River, Little Piney Creek - Colorado
River

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000010

Hidden Shores Subdivision

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.

Related Goal(s)

The study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14) to identify/verify eligible property owners.

Scope of Study

0.4618

043120

There are up to 12 flood prone properties on/near Waters Edge Terrace Drive that are within the 100-year floodplain and subject to repetitive loss.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Voluntary buyout of homes in 100-year FP (12 homes)

340.05

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090301

Coleman Branch - Colorado River

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000011

Waters Edge Terrace Subdivision

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.19105

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a multiple box culvert. The proposed improvements include upgrades to the existing
crossing. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 115.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2336

95 Camp Swift

Sayersville

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

4000.63

1.50

Big Sandy Creek

12090301

Lower Colorado - Cummins

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000012

Old Sayers Rd & Little Sandy Creek

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.0539

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a corrugated metal pipe crossing. The proposed improvements include a multi-box
(2) culvert. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 24.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2104

Hills

2239

W Highw
ay

290

SerbinRoadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

6471.01

1.25

Unnamed Tributary

12090301

Lower Colorado - Cummins

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000013

Paffen Rd & Grassy Creek Draw

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.062

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. There does not appear to be an existing culvert or bridge. The proposed improvements include upgrades to
the subject crossing. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 65.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

304

535

Rosanky

Togo

Kova

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

2830.44

0.38

Unnamed Tributary

12090301

Lower Colorado - Cummins

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000014

Meduna Rd & Barton Oaks Draw 1

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a corrugated metal pipe crossing. The proposed improvements include a multi-box
(2) culvert. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 230.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

304

535

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

1260.20

0.66

Unnamed Tributary

12090301

Lower Colorado - Cummins

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000015

Pine Canyon Dr & Wet Weather Creek

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.21419

023

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a multiple box culvert. The proposed improvements include an upgrade of the
subject crossing. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 11.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

95

2571 Smithville

Clearview Hills Prairie

Rosanky

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

5,0847.94

0.65

Unnamed Tributary

1000502,1000501

Lower Colorado - Cummins

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000016

Hall Rd & Young's Branch

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.49458

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a single box culvert. The proposed improvements include a multi-box (3) culvert.
The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 38.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2104

21

Hills

Paige 2440

290

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

3,0414.75

2.70

Unnamed Tributary

1000508,1000504

Lower Colorado - Cummins

Bastrop,LeeN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000017

Friendship Rd & Turner Creek A and B

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing bridge.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

1.39914

057

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a wooden bridge. The proposed improvements include a multi-box (2) culvert. The
existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 39.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

304

95

String Prairie

Stellar

Rosanky

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

8,23912.87

1.00

Barton's Creek

1000501,1000476,10

Lower Colorado - Cummins

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000018

Patterson Rd & Barton's Creek

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.19347

01854

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a corrugated metal pipe. The proposed improvements include a multi-box (2)
culvert. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 398.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1704

969

Webberville

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

1,9423.03

0.50

Unnamed Tributary

1000512,1000510,10

Lower Colorado - Cummins

Bastrop,TravisN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000019

Upper Elgin River Rd & Cotton Creek

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

2.32894

090191

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a corrugated metal pipe. The proposed improvements include a multi-box (2)
culvert-bridge. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 251.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Elgin

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

12,48219.50

TBD

Little Sandy Creek

12090301

Lower Colorado - Cummins

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000020

Old Sayers Rd & Big Sandy Creek

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

2.672,402

0149334

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a corrugated metal pipe. The proposed improvements include a multi-box (2)
culvert. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 411.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1327

Onion Creek

1625

812

W

Cedar Cre

Elroy

Lytton Springs

Mustang Ridge

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

16,78826.23

0.50

Cedar Creek

1000518,1000497,10

Lower Colorado - Cummins

Bastrop,Caldwell,TravisN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000021

Caldwell Rd & Wet Weather Creek

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.

Related Goal(s)

Evaluate the existing building and determine feasibility and costs associated with providing expanded capacity.

Scope of Study

2.14403

065629

Sponsor has indicated the desire to expand and improve the shelter-in-place capability of the Center.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2571 Smithville

Kirtley
Structure/Infrastructure

3,7545.87

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

1000502,1000501,10

Willow Creek - Colorado River

BastropSmithville

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000026

Smithville Recreation Center Expansion

Smithville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossings and channel modifications. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with
Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-
cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.0828

012

The existing crossings are undersized and overtop. The existing crossing is a bridge. The proposed improvements include construction of a 100 foot bridge and
1,700 feet of channel modifications. The existing main stem road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 9,088. The existing risk indicators are
based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood
risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

21

Lytton Springs

812

812
Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

7721.21

TBD

Alum Creek

12090301

Alum Creek - Walnut Creek

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000028

FM 812 at Alum Creek South

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.667

027276

The existing roadside ditch and culvert are undersized resulting in localized flooding and roadway overtopping. Proposed improvements include
improvements to the ditch and culvert. The existing main stem road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 5,804. The existing risk indicators
are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential
flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

3064

2524

377

High
way 84

Bluff View

2126

2525

2524

Ricker

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

480.07

TBD

Willis Creek

12090107

Delaware Creek - Pecan Bayou

BrownBrownwood

0.28

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000029

Magnolia St

Brownwood (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design
of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.81147

060748

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The proposed improvements include building a multi-span bridge crossing. The existing main stem road is a
2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 265. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study.
Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding
cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1855

281

Marble Falls

Granite Shoals

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

2,6934.21

TBD

Whitman Branch

12090205

Backbone Creek

BurnetMarble Falls

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000032

Mission Hills Street

Marble Falls (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.8569

01114

The existing crossings are undersized and overtop. The proposed improvements include upsizing the existing crossings. The existing risk indicators are based
on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood risk and assess
potential future projects.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

60

2919

59

Kendleton

59

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

9051.41

TBD

Brooks Branch

12090401

Boone Branch - San Bernard River

Fort BendKendleton

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000034

Lum Rd, Hilltop Rd, FM 2919 N

Kendleton (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.8569

01114

The Sponsor has indicated the existing outlet/right-of-way stormwater infrastructure is undersized and the area is at risk of localized flooding. The existing
flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and
potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

60

2919

59

Kendleton

59

Drainage System Improvements

9051.41

TBD

Brooks Branch

12090401

Boone Branch - San Bernard River

Fort BendKendleton

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000035

Drainage Improvements to Crawford Outlet Right-of-Way

Kendleton (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate the proposed culvert crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design
of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The proposed improvements include installation of culverts. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an
average daily traffic count of 321. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will
include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

36

Needville

36

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

1040.16

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090401,12070104

Cedar Creek

Fort BendNeedville

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000037

Gene and Church Streets

Needville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a multi-box (2) crossing. The proposed improvements include channels and drop
structures. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 510. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be
better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in
evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

7,46611.67

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000038

800 Block W San Antonio

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

There is a lack of conveyance from Acorn Street to Barons Creek. Stormwater runs off public right-of-way through private property and is creating local
flooding issues as well as eroding the left bank of the Creek. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the
study. Study results would provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for
future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Channel Improvements

7,46611.67

0.10

Barons Creek

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000039

South End of Acorn Street

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

The storm sewer system and curb inlets need to be upgraded to include two 36" RCPs. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be
better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to
evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Drainage System Improvements

7,46611.67

TBD

Barons Creek

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000042

Bowie & Peach Street

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
project.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impact, preparation of cost estimate and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability.

Scope of Study

0.0042

0913

This study evolved out of the previous Edison Street at Barons Creek Study. The project was identified based on staff knowledge and was intended to reduce
local street flooding, mobility, with possible structural risk reduction. The project was evaluated under Task 12 of the planning process. A 2D rain-on-grid
model was developed to analyze proposed local drainage improvements and related alternatives. Due to the limited local flood risk reduction benefits, the city
amended the action to include a broader study area to evaluate potential drainage system and/or roadway improvements for the residential areas upstream of
Milam Street.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1631

16965

E
M

a
in

St

W US Highway 290

Fredericksburg

Drainage System and Roadway/Crossing Improvements

3010.47

1.55

Barons Creek

12090206

Pedernales

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000043

Barons Creek Watershed - Southwest City

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

There is a lack of conveyance from Park Street to Barons Creek. Stormwater runs off public right-of-way through private property and is creating local
flooding issues as well as eroding the left bank of the Creek. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the
study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future
planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Channel Improvements

7,46611.67

0.10

Unnamed Tributary

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000044

112 W Park

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and
potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more
detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Drainage System Improvements

7,46611.67

TBD

Town Creek

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000048

Trailmoor near Llano Hwy

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00154

000

There is existing erosion along the Pedernales River Tributary 2 near the City's Emergency Management System building that is threatening utilities servicing
the building and nearby residential structures. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study
results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1631

16
87

Fredericksburg

Channel Improvements/erosion protection

2,7784.34

0.50

Unnamed Tributary

1000259,1000257,10

Muesebach Creek - Pedernales River

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000050

Drainage Channel near EMS Building

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a corrugated metal pipe crossing. The proposed improvements include a multi-pipe
(2) culvert. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 265. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be
better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in
evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1631

2093
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Fredericksburg

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

5620.88

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

1000259,1000275

Muesebach Creek - Pedernales River

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000051

Bob White Trail

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$15,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g., City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.   6.2  Increase the
number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing is a single pipe culvert. The proposed improvements include redesigning the
intersection and installing FEWS. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 265. The existing risk indicators are based on
available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk
reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Roadway/Crossing Improvements and Install Flood Early Waning
System

7,46611.67

TBD

Town Creek

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000053

N Edison Low Water Crossing

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing consists of a single pipe culvert. The proposed improvements include lowering the
channel and adding drop structures and installing five 9'x5' box culverts. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 269. The
existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing
flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

7,46611.67

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000054

Schubert Low Water Crossing

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

Town Creek is eroding on the downstream side of Orange Street. Localized scour is occurring at the outfall and along this steeper section of the channel
threatening existing utilities. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a
more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Channel Improvements/erosion protection

7,46611.67

0.50

Town Creek

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000055

200 Block N Orange

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

The storm sewer system needs to be created to capture flow with curb/drop inlets to mitigate flows. The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater
infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and potential structural flooding. The existing risk
indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood
and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Drainage System Improvements

7,46611.67

TBD

Barons Creek

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000056

Crockett Street South of Travis

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

Drainage system along Cross Mountain West is undersized and the Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized
and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators
are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to
evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Drainage System Improvements

7,46611.67

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000057

Cross Mountain West

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and
potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more
detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Drainage System Improvements

7,46611.67

TBD

Town Creek

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000058

N Milam at West Travis

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.08238

058

Dripping Springs Park Dam is a small earthen embankment dam with earthen spillway upstream of HWY 12. The dam does not appear to be regulated by the
TCEQ due to size and volume and the existing flood risk is not well defined. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and
potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles. The Sponsor has identified the need to work with FEMA to
evaluate and remediate the dam.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

12

12

185

290
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Springs

Dam Improvements

5,0097.83

0.50

Little Barton Creek
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Headwaters Barton Creek

HaysDripping Springs
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Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000059

Repair of Little Barton Creek Dam

Dripping Springs (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$25,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.

Related Goal(s)

Coordinate with agencies and local governments as necessary to develop/update the evacuation plan.

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The Sponsor's evacuation plan(s) are out of date and need to be updated to assist with emergency coordination during a flood event.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

150

1626

150

35

P
u
rp
le

H
e
a
rt
T
rl

Mountain City

Local Plans & Regulations

2680.42

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205,12100203

Mustang Branch - Onion Creek

HaysMountain City

0.17

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000061

Prepare Evacuation Plan

Mountain City (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert-bridge. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

5.34170

0223689

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing/bridge class structure is a multi-box (2) culvert-bridge. The proposed improvements
include upgrades to the subject crossing. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 152.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

822

822

US
-59

N

U
S
-5
9
S

Edna

Manson

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Storm Drainage System

1,0371.62

2.00

Post Oak Branch

12100101,12100102

Lavaca

JacksonEdna

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000062

MLK Blvd to Mexico Street

Edna (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$200,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.   6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water
crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

26.26137

21,2231,908

The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and
potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more
detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles. Sponsor has indicated
targeted buyouts area also a potential outcome.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

822

El Toro 1822

3131

59

J a c k s on

Edna

Drainage System Improvements

2,6014.06

TBD

Dry Creek

12100101,12100102

Post Oak Branch - Dry Creek

JacksonEdna

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000063

Stormwater Diversion Project

Edna (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.

Related Goal(s)

The study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14) to identify/verify the most appropriate location for this development.

Scope of Study

0.4228

02877

The current facility is located within the 100-year floodplain. The study will investigate possible sites and cost for relocation and may include the need to
extend floodplain models upstream to verify the new location is outside the floodplain.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

710

59

US
-59

N

Ganado

1157

US
-5
9
N

Local Plans & Regulations

7171.12

TBD

Devers Creek

12100102

Devers Creek - Mustang Creek

JacksonGanado

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000064

Land Purchase for New EMS/Fire/Police Building

Ganado (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2  Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas and flood risk reduction measures (e.g., alternatives analysis and preliminary
engineering).  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood
mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), and may include preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis,
verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility
conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.120

035

The southern portion of the study area is located in the 100-year floodplain of Dry Creek and multiple structures are at risk. The existing risk indicators are
based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential
flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1822

822

59

U
S
-5
9
S

J a c k

Edna

Manson

Jackson County Hospital Flood Plan

570.09

TBD

Dry Creek

12100101

Post Oak Branch - Dry Creek

JacksonN/A

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000065

Jackson County Hospital District

Jackson (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.6115

01016

CR480 runs parallel to Matagorda Bay and is threatened by erosion. The road serves as one of the primary means of ingress/egress to several residential areas
in southern Jackson County. The proposed improvements include construction of a wall to protect and strengthen the roadway. The existing road is a 2-lane
road with an average daily traffic count of 36. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study
results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

410.06

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100401

Matagorda Bay, East Carancahau Creek - Frontal Carancahua
Bay

JacksonN/A

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000066

County Road 480

Jackson (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.   6.2  Increase the
number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Evaluate the type of flood early warnings system (flashers, barricades, signage) and communication systems requirements for the installation and long-term
maintenance of the system. Include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (if needed) including depth, duration and frequency of flooding, daily traffic counts,
and length of detour (minutes),

Scope of Study

0.2010,644

05149

The County has identified multiple roadway/crossing that overtop and where structural improvements are not feasible. Proposed study will identify priority
crossings to receive flood warning systems or other safety improvements.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Kerrville

Fredericksbu

Install Flood Early Warning System

705,9411,103.03

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090204,12090206,

Multiple Watersheds

KerrN/A

0.36

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000067

Various Streets - Install Flood Early Warning System

Kerr (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.0014

000

The City has identified the need to dredge Lake Jackson to improve hydraulics and increase storage capacity. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and
the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that
will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

481

K imb l e
Junction

Local Plans & Regulations

420.07

TBD

South Llano River

12090203

Joy Creek - South Llano River

KimbleJunction

0.33

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000068

Lake Junction Dredging

Junction (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$200,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts,
preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and
constructability).

Scope of Study

0.04427

0130192

The City has identified numerous erosion locations along the Llano River impacting Lake Junction and will undertake a study to develop and implement
projects to prevent erosion. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include
detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1674

K imb l eJunction

Channel Improvements/erosion protection

1,5272.39

1.60

Llano River

12090202,12090204,

Elm Slough - North Llano River, Joy Creek - South Llano
River

KimbleJunction

0.33

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000069

Llano River Erosion

Junction (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling of preliminary design of improvements (if needed) risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse
impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way
needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

3.48464

0181445

The City has identified numerous maintenance issues in the Johnson Creek, Pecan Creek, Oatman Creek, and Wrights Creek watersheds as well as potential
channel modifications/stabilization needs to prevent erosion and mitigate local flooding. The proposed study will evaluate the need for structural infrastructure
improvements and develop a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction (if appropriate) that will be used to evaluate projects
for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

29

71

Lone Grove

152

71L l a no

Llano

Channel Improvements

3,6855.76

TBD

Llano River

12090204

Johnson Creek - Llano River, Pecan Creek - Llano River,
Oatman Creek - Llano River, Wrights Creek - Llano River

LlanoLlano

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000070

Llano River Channel Maintenance/Improvements

Llano (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.82101

0330422

The City has identified a number of drainage channels that need to be maintained as well as improved to provide additional conveyance to prevent erosion and
mitigate local flooding. The proposed improvements will include channel modifications and develop a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential
flood risk reduction (where appropriate) that will used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2900

71

Granite Shoals

Highland
Haven

Horseshoe BayChannel Improvements

1,6882.64

TBD

Unnamed Tributaries

12090201

Sandy Creek - Lake Lyndon B Johnson

LlanoSunrise Beach Village

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000071

Drainage Ditch Maintenance/Improvements

Sunrise Beach Village (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$25,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.

Related Goal(s)

Coordinate with agencies and local governments as necessary to develop/update the evacuation plan.

Scope of Study

15.1744,594

32,7393,718

The Sponsor's evacuation plan(s) are out of date and need to be updated to assist with emergency coordination during a flood event.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Mason

Local Plans & Regulations

615,962962.44

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090201,12090204,

Multiple Watersheds

LlanoN/A

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000072

Prepare Evacuation Plan

Llano (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00216

02017

The subdivision has multiple local drainage problems and portions of the subdivision are at risk of flooding including a risk of street flooding, property
flooding, and potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will
provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2900

71

Kingsland

Granite

Highland
Haven

Watershed Study

3,7035.79

TBD

Moss Creek

12090201,12090204

Honey Creek - Lake Lyndon B Johnson

LlanoN/A

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000073

Comanche Rancherias Subdivision

Llano (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.

Related Goal(s)

The study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14) to identify/verify the most appropriate location for this development.

Scope of Study

6.8848

0247305

The city has identified the need to construct an emergency operation center for the safety of the community. The study will investigate possible sites and cost
for the location and may include the need to extend floodplain models upstream to verify the location is outside the floodplain.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

35

Palacios

Collegeport

Local Plans & Regulations

2,1453.35

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100401

Tres Palacios River - Frontal Tres Palacios Bay

MatagordaPalacios

0.84

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000074

Construct Emergency Operation Center

Palacios (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2  Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas and flood risk reduction measures (e.g., alternatives analysis and preliminary
engineering). 5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions,
relocations, floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the
implementation of structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.004

032

The airport is located within the 100-year floodplain of Tres Palacios Bay and has local drainage problems with portions of the area at risk of flooding. The
existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of
existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2853

35

35

Palacios

Colle

Watershed Study

4500.70

TBD

Reed Creek, Horn Creek

12100401

Tres Palacios River - Frontal Tres Palacios Bay

MatagordaPalacios

0.84

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000075

Airport Drainage Improvements

Palacios (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g., ,
City of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.   6.2  Increase
the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Evaluate the type of flood early warnings system (flashers, barricades, signage) and communication systems requirements for the installation and long-term
maintenance of the system. Include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (if needed) including depth, duration and frequency of flooding, daily traffic counts,
and length of detour (minutes),

Scope of Study

75.8328,386

11,8053,840

The county has identified multiple roadway/crossings on the Tres Palacios River that overtop and where structural improvements are not feasible. The
proposed study will identify priority crossings to receive flood warning systems or other safety improvements.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Bay City

Victoria

Install Flood Early Warning System

234,181365.91

TBD

Tres Palacios River

12090302,12100401,

Multiple Watersheds

MatagordaN/A

0.84

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000076

Tres Palacios River

Matagorda (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$3,000,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.1  Increase the number of entities that have updated watershed models and floodplain maps to reflect current conditions, including as applicable Atlas 14
(Volume 11) revised rainfall data.   3.3  Increase the number of entities that have digital flood insurance rate maps (DFIRMs) that reflect current conditions.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) and will develop new floodplain maps that reflect current flood risk.

Scope of Study

183.22124,179

67,01710,584

The existing floodplain maps are outdated and do not reflect current flood risk.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Bay City

Victoria

Lake Jackson

Watershed Study

727,0931,136.08

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090402,12090302,

Multiple Watersheds

MatagordaN/A

0.84

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000077

Update Flood Insurance Study & Flood Insurance Rate Maps

Matagorda (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2  Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas and flood risk reduction measures (e.g., alternatives analysis and preliminary
engineering). 5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions,
relocations, floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the
implementation of structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

1.87695

04334

The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area and numerous houses are located in the 100-year floodplain. The existing
risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing
flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2997
45

190

Hall

Algerita

Richland
Springs

Watershed Study

3,4795.44

TBD

Richland Springs Creek

12090109,12090106

Lower Richland Springs Creek

San SabaN/A

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000078

Hooten Holler in Richland Springs

San Saba (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$25,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.

Related Goal(s)

Coordinate with agencies and local governments as necessary to develop/update the evacuation plan.

Scope of Study

2.48423

0321562

The Sponsor's evacuation plan(s) are out of date and need to be updated to assist with emergency coordination during a flood event.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2243

1431

Anderson Mill

Jonestown

Lago Vista

Cedar Park

Hudson Bend

Jolly

Local Plans & Regulations

4,8327.55

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205

Hurst Creek - Lake Travis, Big Sandy Creek

TravisJonestown

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000080

Community Evacuation Plan

Jonestown (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2  Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas and flood risk reduction measures (e.g., alternatives analysis and preliminary
engineering). 5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions,
relocations, floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the
implementation of structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The Citywide study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

10.48658

1543754

The City has multiple local drainage problems and portions of the City are at risk of flooding. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will
be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be
used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Spicewood

71

1431

And

Jonestown

Lago Vista

Cedar

Hudson Bend

Watershed Study

9,92615.51

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205

Bee Creek - Lake Travis, Hurst Creek - Lake Travis

TravisLago Vista

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000082

Citywide Drainage Study

Lago Vista (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$25,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.

Related Goal(s)

Coordinate with agencies and local governments as necessary to develop/update the evacuation plan.

Scope of Study

10.48658

1543754

The City has identified the need to develop/update an evacuation plan for the safety of the community.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Spicewood

71

1431

And

Jonestown

Lago Vista

Cedar

Hudson Bend

Local Plans & Regulations

9,92615.51

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205

Bee Creek - Lake Travis, Hurst Creek - Lake Travis

TravisLago Vista

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000083

Community Evacuation Plan

Lago Vista (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.   6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.4718

01431

The existing channel and road crossings are undersized resulting in localized erosion as well as flood risk to houses along Yaupon Valley Road and Laurel
Valley Road.  The area has experienced excessive flow depth and velocity, has structures at risk, historical flood damages, and channel erosion. Study results
will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2244

2244Lost Creek

West Lake Hills

Channel Improvements

6771.06

1.25

Little Bee Creek

12090205

Lake Austin - Town Lake

TravisWest Lake Hills

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000084

Bee Creek Drainage Improvements

West Lake Hills (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$25,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.

Related Goal(s)

Coordinate with agencies and local governments as necessary to develop/update the evacuation plan.

Scope of Study

0.6580

0167403

The Sponsor's evacuation plan(s) are out of date and need to be updated to assist with emergency coordination during a flood event.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Lake Travi

620

Huds

Briarcliff

Buffalo Gap

Lakeway
Local Plans & Regulations

6020.94

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205

Bee Creek - Lake Travis, Hurst Creek - Lake Travis

TravisPoint Venture

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000085

Create emergency evacuation plan

Point Venture (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2  Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas and flood risk reduction measures (e.g., alternatives analysis and preliminary
engineering). 5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions,
relocations, floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the
implementation of structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The Citywide study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.4098

049114

The City has multiple local drainage problems and portions of the City are at risk of flooding. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will
be better defined as part of the study. Study will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to
evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

45

Onion Creek
Metro Park

Circle C Ranch
on Slaughter

Creek

Pleasant Hill

Shady Hollow

Ford Oaks

Onion Creek
Manchaca

HaysWatershed Study

1,8372.87

TBD

Slaughter Creek

1000251,1000244

Slaughter Creek - Onion Creek

TravisSan Leanna

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000086

Citywide Drainage Study

San Leanna (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$25,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.1  Increase the number of entities that have updated watershed models and floodplain maps to reflect current conditions, including as applicable Atlas 14
(Volume 11) revised rainfall data. 3.3  Increase the number of entities that have digital flood insurance rate maps (DFIRMs) that reflect current conditions.

Related Goal(s)

The study would review the existing floodplain management plan and regulations, and make recommendations for improvements such as adopting higher
standards and establish an annual review cycle.

Scope of Study

0.20136

0150279

The city is located on the banks of Lake Travis and has numerous houses located in, or adjacent to, the 100-year floodplain. The purpose of this study is to
review the city's floodplain management plan.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

And

Jonestown

Lago Vista

2769

Hudson BendLocal Plans & Regulations

1,3082.04

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205

Hurst Creek - Lake Travis, Cypress Creek - Lake Travis

TravisVolente

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000088

Review and Update Floodplain Management Plan

Volente (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$25,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.

Related Goal(s)

Coordinate with agencies and local governments as necessary to develop/update the evacuation plan.

Scope of Study

0.20136

0150279

The Sponsor's evacuation plan(s) are out of date and need to be updated to assist with emergency coordination during a flood event.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

And

Jonestown

Lago Vista

2769

Hudson BendLocal Plans & Regulations

1,3082.04

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205

Hurst Creek - Lake Travis, Cypress Creek - Lake Travis

TravisVolente

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000089

Develop an Emergency Operations and Evacuation Plan

Volente (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The Sponsor has indicated there are multiple low water crossings that are undersized and overtop. Proposed improvements include upsizing the culverts. The
existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing
flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Inez

Victoria

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

28,54844.61

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100204,12100402

Unnamed Watershed

VictoriaVictoria

0.62

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000090

Various Streets - Upgrade Existing Roadway Crossings

Victoria (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

Perform a feasibility study to determine if some or all of the city infrastructure should be hardened or flood proofed, establish costs, and prioritize
improvements.

Scope of Study

0.00849

13681,942

Numerous city buildings and other critical infrastructure are at risk due to flood damage. The purpose of the study will be to evaluate the existing
infrastructure and determine feasibility and costs for increasing resiliency. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as
part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for
future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Inez

Victoria

Local Plans & Regulations

23,49336.71

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100204,12100402

Placedo Creek, Marcado Creek - Gracitas Creek

VictoriaVictoria

0.62

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000091

Harden City Buildings, Critical Infrastructure

Victoria (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2  Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas and flood risk reduction measures (e.g., alternatives analysis and preliminary
engineering). 5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions,
relocations, floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the
implementation of structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.1037,406

37762,432

The sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and
potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more
detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Victoria

Watershed Study

566,920885.81

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100204,12100402,

Multiple Watersheds

VictoriaVictoria

0.62

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000092

Citywide Drainage Study

Victoria (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossings and bridges.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14
rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-
analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.1037,406

37762,432

The Sponsor has indicated there are multiple low water crossings that are undersized and overtop. They have also identified that a number of bridges do not
have sufficient hydraulic capacity and should be raised above the base flood elevation. Proposed improvements include upsizing the culverts and elevating
bridges. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed
assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Victoria

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

566,920885.81

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100204,12100402,

Multiple Watersheds

VictoriaN/A

0.62

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000093

Various Streets - Upgrade Existing Roadway Crossings and Bridges

Victoria (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.

Related Goal(s)

Perform a feasibility study to determine if some or all of the houses should be elevated or removed.

Scope of Study

0.1037,406

37762,432

There are multiple flood prone properties that are within the County that are within the 100-year floodplain and subject to repetitive loss. Study results will
provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate voluntary buyouts for future planning
cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Victoria

Voluntary buyout

566,920885.81

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100204,12100402,

Multiple Watersheds

VictoriaN/A

0.62

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000095

Identify and Buyout Repetitive Loss Properties

Victoria (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.1037,406

37762,432

Numerous County buildings and other critical infrastructure are at risk due to flood damage. The purpose of the study will be to evaluate the existing
infrastructure and determine the feasibility and costs for increasing resiliency. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better
defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating
projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Victoria

Local Plans & Regulations

566,920885.81

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100204,12100402,

Multiple Watersheds

VictoriaN/A

0.62

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000096

Harden county buildings, critical infrastructure, and government buildings

Victoria (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate potential detention alternatives.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design
of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

34.72874

11,5894,199

The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and
potential structural flooding. There are numerous structures in the 100-year floodplain, particularly in the northeast and southwest sections of the city. The
existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of
existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1300

Hillje

71

Pierce

1162

59

El Campo

Regional Detention

6,1999.69

TBD

Tres Palacios River, Blue Creek, Mud Creek

12090302,12100401,

Tres Palacios River - Frontal Tres Palacios Bay, Mud Creek -
Blue Creek, East Mustang Creek

WhartonEl Campo

0.81

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000098

Tres Palacios, Blue Creek, East Mustang Creek

El Campo (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

1.1 Increase the number of public outreach and educational communications and activities conducted by the RFPG to improve awareness of flood hazards and
benefits of flood planning in the flood planning region.

Related Goal(s)

Collect known hazard maps and create a digital map (geographic information system map) for the purpose of education. The study will include evaluating
options for sharing the maps publicly and developing an ongoing maintenance/update cycle.

Scope of Study

34.72874

11,5894,199

The City has identified the need to generate digital maps to overlay and display all known hazards for the purpose of notifying and informing residents.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1300

Hillje

71

Pierce

1162

59

El Campo

Local Plans & Regulations

6,1999.69

TBD

Tres Palacios River, Blue Creek, Mud Creek

12090302,12100401,

Tres Palacios River - Frontal Tres Palacios Bay, Mud Creek -
Blue Creek, East Mustang Creek

WhartonEl Campo

0.81

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000099

Use Digital Maps of All Hazards and Educate Residents

El Campo (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects. 6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street and local flooding. The existing
risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing
flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description
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El Campo

Drainage System Improvements

30.00

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100401

Tres Palacios River - Frontal Tres Palacios Bay

WhartonEl Campo

0.81

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000100

Pecan Street

El Campo (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects. 6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street and local flooding. The existing
risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing
flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description
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El Campo

Drainage System Improvements

20.00

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100401

Tres Palacios River - Frontal Tres Palacios Bay

WhartonEl Campo

0.81

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000101

Town & Country Drive

El Campo (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

3.685,786

0103241

Additions to the watershed would require improvements to the existing undersized drainage system in the JC Madison Addition. The sponsor has indicated the
existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and potential structural flooding.
The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing
flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1704

969

Garfield

Webberville

Wyldwood

2336

Camp Swift

Dunstan

Drainage System Improvements

30,87448.24

TBD

Wilbarger Creek

12090301

Wilbarger Bend, Colorado River, Lower Wilbarger Creek, Big
Sandy Creek - Colorado River

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000103

Drainage System Improvements - JC Madison Addition

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$500,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.  6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water
crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

3.79335

083616

The sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and
potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more
detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

153

2571

Buescher

Smithville

Kirtley

Drainage System Improvements

2,5704.02

TBD

Gazley Creek, Willow Creek

12090301

Willow Creek - Colorado River

BastropSmithville

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000104

Citywide Drainage System Improvements

Smithville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$25,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.

Related Goal(s)

Evaluate the type of flood early warnings system (flashers, barricades, signage) and communication systems requirements for the installation and long-term
maintenance of the system. Include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (if needed) including depth, duration and frequency of flooding, daily traffic counts,
and length of detour (minutes).

Scope of Study

5.9325,478

0294592

The City has identified the need to develop/update an evacuation plan for the safety of the community.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Fredericksburg

San Marcos

Austi

Local Plans & Regulations

455,029710.98

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090201,12090205,

Multiple Watersheds

BlancoN/A

0.07

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000105

Update and Maintain Emergency Management Plan

Blanco (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossings.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

5.9325,478

0294592

The Sponsor has indicated there are multiple low water crossings throughout the County that are undersized and overtop. Proposed improvements include
upsizing the culverts. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed
assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Fredericksburg

San Marcos

Austi

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

455,029710.98

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090201,12090205,

Multiple Watersheds

BlancoN/A

0.07

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000106

Various Locations - Upgrade Low Water Crossings

Blanco (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation. 6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.   6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water
crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

The Citywide study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.0067

048394

The City has multiple local drainage problems and portions of the City are at risk of flooding from the Pedernales River, Flat Creek, Town Creek, and Deer
Creek. The sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property
flooding, and potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will
provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description
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(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000107

Citywide Drainage Plan

Johnson City (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.1  Increase the number of entities that have updated watershed models and floodplain maps to reflect current conditions, including as applicable Atlas 14
(Volume 11) revised rainfall data.   3.3  Increase the number of entities that have digital flood insurance rate maps (DFIRMs) that reflect current conditions.

Related Goal(s)

The study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) and will develop new floodplain maps that reflect current flood risk.

Scope of Study

0.0067

048394

The existing floodplain maps are outdated and do not reflect current flood risk.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description
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Johnson City
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1,1511.80
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Town Creek

12090206
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BlancoJohnson City
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Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000108

Develop New/Updated Floodplain Maps

Johnson City (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)
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TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

2.8915

0916

The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure on CR322 is undersized. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators
are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to
evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

524

316

321

Sweeny

Old Ocean

Wild Peach
Village

Drainage System Improvements

1370.21

TBD

Cedar Lake Creek

12090402,12090401

East Matagorda Bay, Bell Creek - San Bernard River

BrazoriaSweeny

0.21

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000109

CR 332 Drainage Improvements

Sweeny (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$125,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culverts.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design
of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

3.80335

0205296

The Sponsor has indicated there are multiple low water crossings in Stevenson Slough that are undersized and overtop. Proposed improvements include
upsizing the culverts. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed
assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1459

524

524

321

Sweeny

Old Ocean

Wild Peach
Village

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

1,9733.08

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090402,12090401

East Matagorda Bay, Bell Creek - San Bernard River

BrazoriaSweeny

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000110

Various Culverts Along Stevenson Slough

Sweeny (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.1  Increase the number of entities that have updated watershed models and floodplain maps to reflect current conditions, including as applicable Atlas 14
(Volume 11) revised rainfall data.   3.3  Increase the number of entities that have digital flood insurance rate maps (DFIRMs) that reflect current conditions.

Related Goal(s)

The study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) and will develop new floodplain maps that reflect current flood risk.

Scope of Study

29.441,404

21,2204,826

The existing floodplain maps are outdated and do not reflect current flood risk.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Lake
Brownwood

Brownwood

Watershed Study

9,48214.82

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090107

Elm Creek - Pecan Bayou, Adams Branch - Pecan Bayou,
Delaware Creek - Pecan Bayou

BrownBrownwood

0.28

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000111

Adopt Flood Insurance Rate Maps

Brownwood (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

The study will build upon and update previously conducted flood risk reduction studies. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling, preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

14.131,350

17582,415

The area of concern along Willis Creek has insufficient channel capacity and undersized bridge/culvert crossings. The area has experienced excessive flow
depth and velocity, has structures at risk, historical flood damages, and channel erosion. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are
based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate
projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2126

45

67

84

Bluff ViewBangs

Brownwood

1176
Camp Bowie

Regional Detention

17,16126.81

13.00

Willis Creek

12090106,12090107

Pecan Bayou

BrownBrownwood

0.28

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000112

Willis Creek Detention

Brownwood (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2  Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas and flood risk reduction measures (e.g., alternatives analysis and preliminary
engineering). 5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions,
relocations, floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the
implementation of structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of improvements, risk
reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

118.81105,662

62,1033,616

The subdivision has multiple local drainage problems and portions of the subdivision are at risk of flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the
risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will
be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Rosenb

Watershed Study

621,174970.58

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090302,12090401,

Multiple Watersheds

ColoradoN/A

0.53

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000118

Sandy Oaks Subdivision

Colorado (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14) to identify/verify eligible property owners and if the properties should be elevated or
removed.

Scope of Study

4.005,823

09185

There are multiple flood prone properties that are within the 100-year floodplain may be subject to repetitive loss.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

La Grange

Voluntary buyout

34,64954.14

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090301,12100102

Lower Buckners Creek

FayetteN/A

0.11

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000119

Frisch Auf Buyout

Fayette (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

If structural flood mitigation, other than flood proofing, is required then the study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The wastewater treatment plant experiences flooding during low frequency rain events. The Sponsor has identified the need to floodproof the existing
wastewater treatment plant. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk. Study will determine if flood
proofing will provide mitigation required or if structural mitigation will be required.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2762

95

90
10

10

90

Flatonia

Praha

Local Plans & Regulations

1,0711.67

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100202,12100102

Mulberry Creek - West Navidad River

FayetteFlatonia

0.11

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000120

Flood Proof Wastewater Treatment Plants

Flatonia (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.   6.2  Increase the
number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Evaluate the type of flood early warnings system (flashers, barricades, signage) and communication systems requirements for the installation and long-term
maintenance of the system. Include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (if needed) including depth, duration and frequency of flooding, daily traffic counts,
and length of detour (minutes).

Scope of Study

26.0315,359

0582628

The city has identified multiple roadway crossings that overtop and where structural improvements are not feasible. Proposed study will identify priority
crossings to receive flood warning systems or other safety improvements.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Rosenberg

Sugar Land

Pearland

Pasade

Houston

Install Flood Early Waning System

564,943882.72

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090401,12070104

Multiple Watersheds

Fort BendN/A

0.09

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000121

Various Streets - Install Flood Early Warning Systems

Fort Bend (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

The area of concern lacks a storm drain system and stormwater is conveyed via streets. The area is subject to localized flooding and channel erosion. The city
has identified local drainage improvements including adding curbs, constructing a new channel, increasing the capacity of an existing pond, and replacing the
pond outlet structure. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed
assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Channel Improvements

7,46611.67

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

1000276,1000275,10

Barons Creek

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000122

Carriage Hills

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate the area.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk
reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.00409

0138491

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The proposed improvements include improving the channel, raising the road, and adding multi-box (6)
culvert. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 265. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better
defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating
projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

G i l l e s p i e

Fredericksburg

Roadway/Crossing Improvements / Channel Improvements

7,46611.67

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

1000276,1000275,10

Muesebach Creek - Pedernales River

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000123

Post Oak Subdivision

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.026

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing consists of multiple corrugated metal pipes. The proposed improvements include
replacing the pipes with a larger multi-box culvert. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 320. The existing risk indicators are
based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood
risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Lake Bastrop

1441

21

Camp Swift 21

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

4280.67

TBD

Price Creek

12090301

Alum Creek

BastropN/A

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000125

Alum Creek - Tributary 8, Bowie Drive

Bastrop (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.

Related Goal(s)

Study will develop project costs and repetitive loss structures. The study will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk
reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The project area is adjacent to the 100-year floodplain and contains multiple repetitive loss structures. The Sponsor has identified the need to flood proof
repetitive loss structures (unspecified number and type) to prevent additional/future flood loss.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

150

1626

150

35

P
u
rp
le

H
e
a
rt
T
rl

Mountain City

Local Plans & Regulations

2680.42

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205,12100203

Mustang Branch - Onion Creek

HaysMountain City

0.17

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000126

Flood Proofing Repetitive Loss Structures

Mountain City (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$200,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.

Related Goal(s)

If structural flood mitigation, other than flood proofing, is required then the study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

26.26137

21,2231,908

The wastewater treatment plant experiences flooding during low frequency rain events. The Sponsor has identified the need to floodproof the existing
wastewater treatment plant. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk. Study will determine if flood
proofing will provide mitigation required or if structural mitigation will be required.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

822

El Toro 1822

3131

59

J a c k s on

Edna

Local Plans & Regulations

2,6014.06

TBD

Dry Creek, Post Oak Branch

12100101,12100102

Post Oak Branch - Dry Creek

JacksonEdna

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000127

Wastewater Treatment Plant Floodproofing

Edna (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g., City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger. 5.1  Reduce the
number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations, floodproofing and/or
elevation.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The current facility is located adjacent to the 100-year floodplain. The study will investigate the cost level of effort for hardening and the addition of a safe
room.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

172

710

59

Ganado

US
-5
9
N

Local Plans & Regulations

00.00

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100102

Devers Creek - Mustang Creek

JacksonGanado

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000128

City Hall Hardening and Safe Room

Ganado (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to determine how stop log installation could impact dam operations, preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.1013

000

Lake Texana is a large earthen embankment dam with a multiple-gate concreate spillway that is traversed by FM 3131. The dam has limited ability to quickly
deploy/install stop-logs in front of the gates in an emergency and has identified the need to develop an emergency stop log deployment system. Study results
will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

N
av
id
ad

R
iv
er

Lake Texana

3131

1593

1822

Dam Improvements

790.12

0.00

Navidad River

12100102

Chicolete Creek - Navidad River

JacksonN/A

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000129

Palmetto Bend Spillway

Jackson (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The siting study will focus on finding a suitable location for the new facility. Depending on the location the study may include hydrologic and hydraulic
modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost
estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The Kingsland Volunteer Fire Department is located within the 100-year floodplain. The study will investigate possible sites and cost for relocation and may
include the need to extend floodplain models upstream to verify the new location is outside the floodplain.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2545

Kingsland

Colorado River

Te
xa
s
H
ill

Legends on
Lake LBJ

Local Plans & Regulations

10.00

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090201

Peters Creek - Lake Lyndon B Johnson

LlanoN/A

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000130

Relocate Fire Department Building

Llano (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The siting study will focus on finding a suitable location for the new facility. Depending on the location the study may include hydrologic and hydraulic
modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost
estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The police station is located within the 100-year floodplain. The study will investigate possible sites and cost for relocation and addition of a safe room and
may include the need to extend floodplain models upstream to verify the new location is outside the floodplain.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

35 Palacios

Collegeport

Local Plans & Regulations

10.00

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100401

Tres Palacios River - Frontal Tres Palacios Bay

MatagordaPalacios

0.84

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000131

Police Station Relocation and Safe Room

Palacios (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossings.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

23.102,547

39991,420

The existing crossings are undersized and overtop. The proposed improvements include widening roadside ditches and upsizing the existing cross culverts.
The existing road is a 4-lane highway with an average daily traffic count of 18,407. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better
defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating
projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Bay City

Lake Jackson

Angleton

Roadway/Crossing Improvements / Channel Improvements

21,89034.20

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090401,12070104

Mound Creek, Bell Creek

BrazoriaJones Creek

0.21

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000136

Highway 36

Jones Creek (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate the crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements,
risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.591,171

000

The existing bridge is undersized and overtops. The proposed improvements will upgrade the bridge based on the Texas Department of Transportation
Hydraulic Design Manual. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 175. The existing risk indicators are based on available data
and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be
used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2126 Ze

45

Camp Bowie

Roadway/Crossing Improvements / Channel Improvements

1,4282.23

TBD

Pecan Bayou

1000399

Double Creek - Pecan Bayou

BrownN/A

0.28

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000137

CR257 at Pecan Bayou (Tenmile Crossing)

Brown (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.

Related Goal(s)

Evaluate the type of flood early warnings system (flashers, barricades, signage) and communication systems requirements for the installation and long-term
maintenance of the system. Include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (if needed) including depth, duration and frequency of flooding, daily traffic counts,
and length of detour (minutes).

Scope of Study

4.18589

0187514

The Sponsor has identified the need to develop/update an emergency action plan for the safety of the community.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2341 Bu r n e t

Burnet
29

Longhorn
Cavern

Gandy

Oatmeal

Local Plans & Regulations

6,90610.79

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090201,12090205,

Clear Creek - Inks Lake, Headwaters Hamilton Creek

BurnetBurnet

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000138

Dam Emergency Action Plan

Burnet (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossings.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.38195

01617

The existing culvert on RM967 near Garlic Creek is undersized and the roadway overtops. The existing box culvert was not upgraded when the road was
reconstructed. The study will evaluate the crossing for possible upsizing of the culvert. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of
17,400. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments
of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

967

35

P
u
rp
le

H
e
a
rt
T
rl

Buda

Oni

Hays

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

2,8314.42

TBD

Garlic Creek

12090205

Mustang Branch - Onion Creek

HaysBuda

0.17

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000153

City of Buda Garlic Creek Culvert

Buda (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate the study area.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.18112

01450

The sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area (northeastern part of the City) is undersized and the area is at risk of street
flooding, property flooding, and potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area.
Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future
planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1100

US Highway 290 E

Lund

95

3000

US-290 E

Elgin

Butler
Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

1,3402.09

TBD

Burlson Creek

12090301

Elm Creek - Dry Creek, Little Sandy Creek, Little Sandy
Creek - Big Sandy Creek

BastropElgin

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000155

Taylor Lane Drainage Improvements

Elgin (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate the area.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk
reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.7715

066209

The City has identified the need for additional stormwater storage to reduce the flood risk to the surrounding areas. The sponsor has indicated the existing
stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and potential structural flooding. The
existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing
flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1100

US Highway 290 E

Lund

95

3000

US-290 E

Elgin

Bu

Regional Detention

1,0361.62

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

1000509,1000505,10

Little Sandy Creek

BastropElgin

0.61

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000156

Storm Water Detention at Morris Park

Elgin (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$12,600,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2  Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas and flood risk reduction measures (e.g., alternatives analysis and preliminary
engineering).  5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions,
relocations, floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the
implementation of structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

111.767,306

105,69445,817

1D and 2D models are needed for the entire City to evaluate and design upgrades to the existing storm drain systems. The study will update existing 1D
models based on new drainage criteria and data, perform QA/QC on previously completed storm drain models, develop new 1D storm drain models for
previously unstudied systems, develop 2D system models for unstudied watersheds, and update 2D system models for previously completed 2D model studies.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Round Rock

Austin

Drainage System Improvements

178,771279.33

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205,12070205,

Multiple Watersheds

TravisAustin

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000158

Citywide Storm Drain Infrastructure Modeling

Austin (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2  Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas and flood risk reduction measures (e.g., alternatives analysis and preliminary
engineering).   6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood
mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.1512

033

The plant is located within, and may be impacted by, the 100-year floodplain of Hamilton Creek and/or Headwaters of Hamilton Creek. The area has existing
local drainage problems and has experienced excessive flow depth and velocity. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better
defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to
evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Burnet

Gandy

Watershed Study

370.06

TBD

Hamilton Creek

12090205

Headwaters Hamilton Creek

BurnetBurnet

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000159

Wastewater Treatment Plant Flood Study

Burnet (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

2.21760

05474

The area has multiple local drainage problems and portions of the region are at risk of flooding. The area has experienced excessive flow depth and velocity,
has structures at risk, historical flood damages, and channel erosion. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study
area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future
planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

279

2126

1467

377

67

84

B r own

Zephyr

Lake
Brownwood

Early

Brownwood

590

Blanket

Watershed Study

6,71810.50

TBD

Delaware Creek

12090107

Delaware Creek - Pecan Bayou

BrownBrownwood

0.28

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000160

Delaware Creek Flood Study

Brownwood (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2  Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas and flood risk reduction measures (e.g., alternatives analysis and preliminary
engineering). 5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions,
relocations, floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the
implementation of structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The area has local drainage problems and is at risk of flooding. The building is located adjacent to the 100-year floodplain and has experienced flooding. The
existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of
existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Burnet

Watershed Study

10.00

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205

Headwaters Hamilton Creek

BurnetBurnet

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000161

VFW Flood Study

Burnet (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.1  Increase the number of entities that have updated watershed models and floodplain maps to reflect current conditions, including as applicable Atlas 14
(Volume 11) revised rainfall data.   3.3  Increase the number of entities that have digital flood insurance rate maps (DFIRMs) that reflect current conditions.

Related Goal(s)

The Citywide flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) and will develop new floodplain maps that reflect current
flood risk.

Scope of Study

4.14253

0158223

The existing floodplain maps are outdated and do not reflect current flood risk.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1952

60

2919

1164

East Bernard

Watershed Study

2,4193.78

TBD

Britt Branch, San Bernard River

12090401

Boone Branch - San Bernard River

WhartonEast Bernard

0.81

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000162

City of Wharton Citywide Floodplain Map Update

East Bernard (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

3.911,595

0297397

The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk during large storm events. Study results
will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.
Sponsor has indicated targeted buyouts are also a potential outcome.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Balcones Nat'l
Wildlife Ref

Leander

Cedar Park

Drainage System Improvements

33,96253.07

TBD

Big Sandy Creek

12090205,12070205

Big Sandy Creek

TravisJonestown

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000163

Jones Brothers Park Flooding

Jonestown (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.1545

021

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. There are multiple houses upstream of the crossing that appear to be impacted by backwater flooding. The
existing crossing consists of multiple corrugated metal pipes. The proposed improvements include upsizing the crossing with a bridge. The existing road is a
2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 504. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study.
Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding
cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1431

Jonestown

Lago Vista

1431

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

1,8052.82

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205

Hurst Creek - Lake Travis

TravisJonestown

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000164

East Reed Park Road Flooding

Jonestown (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

10.631,984

14052,006

The existing bridge overtops. The proposed improvements include improvements/replacement of the existing bridge. The existing bridge is a 2-lane road with
an average daily traffic count of 2,447. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will
include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Kingsland

Lake
Lyndon B
Johnson

Longhorn
Cavern

Marble Falls

Roadway/Crossing Improvements

25,72640.20

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090201,12090205

Backbone Creek

BurnetMarble Falls

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000166

Ave J Bridge Replacement

Marble Falls (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate the area.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk
reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.1223

0516

The area of concern between Whitman Branch and Hamilton Creek has insufficient channel capacity and undersized bridge/culvert crossings. The area has
experienced excessive flow depth and velocity, has structures at risk, historical flood damages, and channel erosion. The existing flood risk is not well defined,
and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction
that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

281

Lake Marble
Falls

1431

Marble Falls

Meadowlakes

Cottonwood
Shores

1431

Regional Detention

7681.20

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090205

Backbone Creek

BurnetMarble Falls

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000168

1431/281 Detention

Marble Falls (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate the area.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk
reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

4.111,647

0172173

The area of concern along Backbone Creek has insufficient channel capacity and undersized bridge/culvert crossings. The area has experienced excessive flow
depth and velocity, has structures at risk, historical flood damages, and channel erosion. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are
based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate
projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Kingsland

Lake
Lyndon B
Johnson

Longhorn
Cavern

Marble FallsRegional Detention

19,22830.04

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090201,12090205

Backbone Creek

BurnetMarble Falls

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000169

Backbone Branch Detention Pond

Marble Falls (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate the area.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk
reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

2.07171

080821

The existing pedestrian access ways/trails overtop. The proposed improvements include upgrading the low water crossing, and channel modifications. The
existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing
flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1855

281

Marble Falls

Granite Shoals

Smit

Horseshoe Bay

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

3,7135.80

TBD

Whitman Branch

12090205

Hamilton Creek - Lake Travis

BurnetMarble Falls

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000170

Marble Falls Creek Walk

Marble Falls (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.1  Increase the number of entities that have updated watershed models and floodplain maps to reflect current conditions, including as applicable Atlas 14
(Volume 11) revised rainfall data.   3.3  Increase the number of entities that have digital flood insurance rate maps (DFIRMs) that reflect current conditions.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) and will develop new floodplain maps that reflect current flood risk.

Scope of Study

2.29332

0158322

The existing floodplain maps are outdated and do not reflect current flood risk.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

962

281

Marble Falls

Granite Shoals

Spicew

Horseshoe Bay

Watershed Study

4,5657.13

TBD

Little Flatrock Creek, Flatrock Creek

12090205

Lake Marble Falls, Flatrock Creek - Lake Travis

BurnetMarble Falls

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000171

Citywide Floodplain Remapping

Marble Falls (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

1.8745

078717

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The crossing floods during smaller rainfall events and is an emergency vehicle response route. The existing
crossing consists of four (4) reinforced concrete pipes. The proposed improvements include upsizing the crossing. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an
average daily traffic count of 3,263. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will
include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

281

Lake Marble
Falls

Marble Falls

Meadowlakes

Cottonwood
Shores

1431

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

1,4582.28

TBD

Whitman Branch

12090205

Backbone Creek

BurnetMarble Falls

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000172

2nd Street at Backbone Creek Low Water Crossing

Marble Falls (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

2.3945

086724

The existing bridge overtops. The proposed improvements include improvements/replacement of the existing bridge. The existing bridge is a 2-lane road with
an average daily traffic count of 668. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will
include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1431

Marble Falls

Horseshoe Bay

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

1,4902.33

TBD

Whitman Branch

12090205

Backbone Creek

BurnetMarble Falls

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000173

Ave L at Whitman Creek Low Water Crossing

Marble Falls (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

4.771,749

1202966

The existing culvert crossing is undersized and overtops. The proposed improvements include enlarging the existing culverts. The existing road is a 2-lane
road with an average daily traffic count of 2,220. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study
results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Kingsland

Lake
Lyndon B
Johnson

Longhorn
Cavern

Marble Falls
Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

20,46031.97

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090201,12090205

Backbone Creek

BurnetMarble Falls

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000174

Broadway at Backbone Creek Low Water Crossing

Marble Falls (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing consists of two (2) corrugated metal pipes. The proposed improvements include
upsizing the pipes. The average daily traffic count is unknown. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the
study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future
funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2233

71

Highland
Haven

Lake Lyndon B
Johnson

Granite ShoalsSunrise Beach
Village

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

3200.50

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090201

Sandy Creek - Lake Lyndon B Johnson

LlanoSunrise Beach Village

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000175

102 Beach Dr Low Water Crossing

Sunrise Beach Village (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing low water crossing.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall),
preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and
an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing crossing consists of two (2) corrugated metal pipes. The proposed improvements include
upsizing the pipes. The average daily traffic count is unknown. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the
study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future
funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2233

71

Highland
Haven

Lake Lyndon B
Johnson

Granite ShoalsSunrise Beach
Village

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

2790.44

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090201

Sandy Creek - Lake Lyndon B Johnson

LlanoSunrise Beach Village

0.19

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000176

124 Sunrise Drive Low Water Crossing

Sunrise Beach Village (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.1  Increase the number of entities that have updated watershed models and floodplain maps to reflect current conditions, including as applicable Atlas 14
(Volume 11) revised rainfall data.   3.3  Increase the number of entities that have digital flood insurance rate maps (DFIRMs) that reflect current conditions.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) and will develop new floodplain maps that reflect current flood risk.

Scope of Study

9.9371,867

3863885

The existing floodplain maps are outdated and do not reflect current flood risk.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Fredericksburg

Watershed Study

676,6211,057.22

TBD

Multiple Tributaries

12090201,12090204,

Multiple Watersheds

GillespieN/A

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000177

Countywide Floodplain Map Update

Gillespie (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$200,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate the area.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk
reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

9.9371,867

3863885

The existing 4 crossings are undersized and overtop. The proposed improvements include replacing the low water crossing with bridges. Study results will
provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Fredericksburg

Roadway/Crossing Improvements & Channel Improvements

676,6211,057.22

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090201,12090204,

Multiple Watersheds

GillespieN/A

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000178

Low Water Crossing's at 4 locations

Gillespie (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$15,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.   6.2  Increase the
number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Evaluate the type of flood early warnings system (flashers, barricades, signage) and communication systems requirements for the installation and long-term
maintenance of the system. Include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (if needed) including depth, duration and frequency of flooding, daily traffic counts,
and length of detour (minutes),

Scope of Study

0.00637

010

The county has identified multiple roadway/crossings that overtop and where structural improvements are not feasible. Proposed study will identify priority
crossings to receive flood warning systems or other safety improvements.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Kerrville

Install Flood Early Waning System

422,724660.51

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090206,12100201,

Bear Creek - Pedernales River, South Grape Creek, Williams
Creek - Pedernales River

KendallN/A

0.04

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000179

Various Streets - Install Flood Early Warning System

Kendall (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.1  Increase the number of entities that have updated watershed models and floodplain maps to reflect current conditions, including as applicable Atlas 14
(Volume 11) revised rainfall data.   3.2  Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas and flood risk reduction measures (e.g.,
alternatives analysis and preliminary engineering).  3.3  Increase the number of entities that have digital flood insurance rate maps (DFIRMs) that reflect
current conditions.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) and will develop new floodplain maps that reflect current flood risk.

Scope of Study

12.1593,035

58961,256

The existing floodplain maps are outdated and do not reflect the current flood risk.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Watershed Study

575,019898.47

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090109,12090110,

Multiple Watersheds

MenardN/A

0.36

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000180

Countywide Floodplain Map Update

Menard (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation. 6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water
crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no
adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-
way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.0025

1107104

The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area and numerous houses are located in the 100-year floodplain. The existing
risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing
flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

190

Menard

83

Mena r d
Drainage System Improvements

830.13

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090109

Menard Irrigation Company Canal - San Saba River

MenardMenard

0.36

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000181

Harris Hollow Neighborhood Flooding

Menard (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation. 6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.323

02482

The Sponsor has indicated the existing stormwater infrastructure in the study area is undersized and the area is at risk of street flooding, property flooding, and
potential structural flooding. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more
detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2440

448

290

N
M
a
in
S
t

E Austin St

Giddings

Watershed Study

1640.26

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

1000508

Upper Rabbs Creek

LeeGiddings

0.42

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000183

South Polk Street Study

Giddings (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.   6.2  Increase the
number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Evaluate the type of flood early warnings system (flashers, barricades, signage) and communication systems requirements for the installation and long-term
maintenance of the system. Include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (if needed) including depth, duration and frequency of flooding, daily traffic counts,
and length of detour (minutes),

Scope of Study

57.101,118

61,9016,429

The county has identified multiple roadway/crossings that overtop and where structural improvements are not feasible. Proposed study will identify priority
crossings to receive flood warning systems or other safety improvements.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Wharton

El Campo

Install Flood Early Warning System

4,7997.50

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090402,12090302,

Multiple Watersheds

WhartonWharton

0.81

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000184

City of Wharton City-wide Flood Warning Systems

Wharton (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

57.101,118

61,9016,429

The area has multiple local drainage problems and portions of the region are at risk of flooding. The area has experienced excessive flow depth and velocity,
has structures at risk, historical flood damages, and channel erosion. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study
area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future
planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Wharton

El Campo

Watershed Study

4,7997.50

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12090402,12090302,

Multiple Watersheds

WhartonWharton

0.81

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000185

City of Wharton City-wide Drainage Master Plan

Wharton (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$400,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

26.26137

21,2231,908

The area has multiple local drainage problems and portions of the region are at risk of flooding. The area has experienced excessive flow depth and velocity,
has structures at risk, historical flood damages, and channel erosion. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study
area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future
planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

822

El Toro 1822

3131

59

J a c k s on

Edna

Watershed Study

2,6014.06

TBD

Dry Creek

12100101,12100102

Post Oak Branch - Dry Creek

JacksonEdna

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000188

City-wide Drainage Master Plan (integrate with Dry Creek Study)

Edna (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate the area.  Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk
reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.55399

01364

The area of concern along Devers Creek has insufficient channel capacity and undersized bridge/culvert crossings. The area has experienced excessive flow
depth and velocity, has structures at risk, historical flood damages, and channel erosion. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are
based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate
projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1157

1683

710

59

Louise

Ganado

Regional Detention

7901.23

TBD

Devers Creek

12100102

Devers Creek-Mustang Creek

JacksonGanado

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000190

Devers Creek Regional Detention and Channel Improvements

Ganado (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$400,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.4228

02877

The area has multiple local drainage problems and portions of the region are at risk of flooding. The area has experienced excessive flow depth and velocity,
has structures at risk, historical flood damages, and channel erosion. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study
area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future
planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

710

59

US
-59

N

Ganado

1157

US
-5
9
N

Watershed Study

7171.12

TBD

Devers Creek

12100102

Devers Creek-Mustang Creek

JacksonGanado

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000192

City-wide Drainage Master Plan

Ganado (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$400,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of
potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

1.05134

01717

The area has multiple local drainage problems and portions of the region are at risk of flooding. The area has experienced excessive flow depth and velocity,
has structures at risk, historical flood damages, and channel erosion. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study
area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future
planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

616

La Ward

Watershed Study

5470.85

TBD

Unnamed Tributary

12100401

Multiple Watersheds

JacksonLa Ward

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000193

City-wide Drainage Master Plan

La Ward (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

FEMA Cooperating Technical Partners (CTP) Program, TWDB FIF, local funds$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

Regional and State Flood Plan Guidance Principles ask that regional and state flood plans "focus on: identifying both current and future flood risks, including
hazard, exposure, vulnerability and residual risks" and that they "consider protection of vulnerable populations." 5.1Rduce the number of structures and
critical

Related Goal(s)

This FME will conduct a technical study to identify high-priority flood problem areas in high social vulnerability index (SVI) locations throughout the Lower
Colorado-Lavaca Regional Flood Planning Area (Region 10). Potential study areas will be identified using available data, assessing flood risk, exposure, and
vulnerability. Available data includes the “floodplain quilt” developed for this Regional Flood Plan along with other available geospatial data (e.g., building
footprints and Social Vulnerability Index). The study would rank the resulting flood problem areas by severity and develop feasibility-level solutions for the
highest priority areas, generally those with a combination of the greatest flood risk/exposure and solution feasibility. This information would be shared with
the corresponding municipal and county governments to consider sponsor solution implementation. TWDB funds are scored on a needs-based scale, which
would help these projects secure grant or low-interest loan funding, thus making the projects more feasible and this helping these vulnerable populations
reduce their flood risk.

Scope of Study

2,373.862,268,492

9467,825149,869

The Lower Colorado-Lavaca Regional Flood Planning Area has a large number of structures mapped to be at risk. Some of these areas are in socially
vulnerable communities, which are disproportionately affected by flood impacts. Those with limited means are much more challenged to recover from flood
losses and often cannot afford flood insurance to mitigate these losses. For a number of reasons, the residents of these communities may be less likely to notify
their local authorities of the flooding problems and losses they have suffered. This means that many of these flood problem areas are under-reported and/or
entirely unknown to their respective municipal and county governments. This combination of deeper vulnerability and lack of attention calls for an effort to
proactively seek out these communities to more fully assess and document their flood risk, consider potential solutions, and lay out a path to implement
feasible and appropriate solutions. Other RFPG goals (no room yet in Related Goals box below): 5.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical
infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations, floodproofing and/or elevation. 6.1 Reduce the
number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation structural flood mitigation projects.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Midland
Odessa

Texas

Austin

Houston

San Antonio

Watershed Study

15,544,80524,288.76

TBD

TBD

TBD

Multiple Watersheds

TBDMultiple

0.75

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000194

Identify and Assess Flood Risk and Potential Mitigation Solutions for Low SVI Communities

Lower Colorado River Authority

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$682,500 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct (or enhance existing study) to evaluate the replacement of the low water crossing with a 200 foot bridge. Study will update existing hydrologic and
hydraulic models (with Atlas 14 rainfall) as needed to refine preliminary design and provide additional information needed to meet TWDB requirements for a
flood mitigation project including verifying no adverse impacts, updating the cost estimate and providing a benefit-cost-analysis, and updating/verifying there
are no potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability) that will prevent implementation.

Scope of Study

1.64283

01013

The existing crossing consists of small pipe culverts and the roadway is overtopped in small, frequent, storm events (less than 5-yr). Road closures limit
ingress/egress to several surrounding neighborhoods. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 1,979.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Anderson Mill

2222

183
Hudson Bend

Jollyvil le

45

1

Waln

Wells B

9,51214.86

0.10

Bull Creek

12090205,12070205

Bull Creek

TravisN/A

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000195

Spicewood Springs Road Low Water Crossing #1 Project

Travis (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$40,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate replacing/repairing an existing erosion control structure. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14
rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis (if appropriate), verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a
benefit-cost-analysis (if appropriate), and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability)

Scope of Study

0.000

000

There is an existing erosion control structure that is failing. Loss of the structure would result in a threat to existing infrastructure and negative environmental
impacts due to erosion. Existing risk factors are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed
assessments of the potential risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating the project.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

111

Morales

150.02

0.00

Stem Branch

12100102

Navidad

JacksonN/A

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000196

Navidad River - Stem Branch Erosion Control Structure Project

Jackson (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$40,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate replacing/repairing an existing erosion control structure. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14
rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis (if appropriate), verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a
benefit-cost-analysis (if appropriate), and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability)

Scope of Study

1.86481

032

There is an existing erosion control structure that is failing. Loss of the structure would result in a threat to existing infrastructure and negative environmental
impacts due to erosion. Existing risk factors are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed
assessments of the potential risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating the project.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

444

1593

Vanderbilt

Lolita

13,24020.69

0.00

Unnamed Tributary

1000469,1000413,10

Arenosa Creek-Garcitas Creek

Jackson,VictoriaN/A

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000197

La Salle Erosion Control Structure Project

Jackson (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$225,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate replacing/repairing an existing erosion control structure. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14
rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis (if appropriate), verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a
benefit-cost-analysis (if appropriate), and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability)

Scope of Study

0.00327

000

There is an existing erosion control structure that is failing. Loss of the structure would result in a threat to existing infrastructure and negative environmental
impacts due to erosion. Existing risk factors are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed
assessments of the potential risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating the project.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

234

1822

1,8022.82

0.00

Milby

1000416,1000461

Lavaca

JacksonN/A

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000198

Goat Trail Erosion Control Structure Project

Jackson (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$75,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate replacing/repairing an existing erosion control structure. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14
rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis (if appropriate), verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a
benefit-cost-analysis (if appropriate), and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability)

Scope of Study

0.0035

020

There is an existing erosion control structure that is failing. Loss of the structure would result in a threat to existing infrastructure and negative environmental
impacts due to erosion. Existing risk factors are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed
assessments of the potential risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating the project.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

234

400.06

0.00

Arenosa Creek

12100402

Leona Creek-Arenosa Creek

JacksonN/A

0.51

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000199

County Road 106 Erosion Control Structure Project

Jackson (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  5.2  Increase the acreage of publicly protected open space to reduce future impacts of flooding.

Related Goal(s)

The study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14) to identify/verify eligible property owners and if the properties should be elevated or
removed.

Scope of Study

0.4213

01827

There is at least one flood prone property located within the 100-year floodplain of Lake Travis in the Cross Street Area that is subject to repetitive loss. The
City would like to conduct an analysis to quantify the total number of structures in the 100-year floodplain  that may be subject to repetitive loss.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1431

Jonestown

1431

260.04

0.00

Big Sandy Creek

12090205

Hurst Creek

TravisJonestown

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000200

Lake Travis/Cross Street Area Buyout Project

Jonestown (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$500,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  5.2  Increase the acreage of publicly protected open space to reduce future impacts of flooding.

Related Goal(s)

The study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14) to identify/verify eligible property owners and if the properties should be elevated or
removed.

Scope of Study

15.6111,875

25811,437

There are at least 38 flood prone properties that are within the 100-year floodplain that may be subject to repetitive loss.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Fredericksburg

San Marcos

New Braunfels

Austin

432,665676.04

0.00

Unknown

12090205,12090206,

Onion

HaysN/A

0.17

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000201

Hays County Buyout Project

Hays (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Update existing study to evaluate upgrading the hydraulic capacity of the crossing to reduce the frequency and depth of inundation and improve public safety.
Study will update existing hydrologic and hydraulic models (with Atlas 14 rainfall) as needed to refine preliminary design and provide additional information
needed to meet TWDB requirements for a flood mitigation project including verifying no adverse impacts, updating the cost estimate and providing a benefit-
cost-analysis, and updating/verifying there are no potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability) that will
prevent implementation.

Scope of Study

0.021

038

The Highland Hills crossing is inundated by small, frequent, storm events (less than 2-year event) leading to unsafe conditions for motorists who need to use
this roadway for neighborhood ingress/egress. Existing risk factors are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will
include detailed assessments of the potential risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating the project.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2222

1

2222

Abercrombie2990.47

0.25

Dry Creek

12090205

Lake Austin

TravisN/A

0.47

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000203

Highland Hills Crossing Improvements Project

Austin (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1  Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of structural flood mitigation
projects.  6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Update existing study to evaluate  the construction of approximately 16,000 feet of upgraded storm drain pipe and numerous new storm drain inlets throughout
the area, including a large tunnel which will extend along Nueces St from Martin Luther King Jr St to 4th St. The existing study includes hydrologic and
hydraulic models (with Atlas 14 rainfall), verifying no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimate and verifying there are no potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability) that will prevent implementation. The study will be updated to include the required
benefit-cost-analysis.

Scope of Study

13.9652

165319,198

Shoal Creek has a history of flooding including the 1981 Memorial Day Flood that killed 13 people. More recently, the 2015 Memorial Day flood resulted in
widespread flooding that impacted commercial and residential structures, and local street flooding.  Residents have formally requested service from the City to
address 25 locations of reported house flooding, 11 locations of reported yard flooding, and 11 locations of reported street flooding. Existing risk factors are
based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of the potential risk and potential flood
risk reduction to be used in evaluating the project.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Austin

8,46013.22

0.00

Shoal Creek

12090205

Town Lake

TravisAustin

0.15

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000204

Shoal Creek - Nueces St Flood Risk Reduction Project

Austin (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$600,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2  Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate replacing/upgrading the existing crossing repairing an existing road crossing. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic
modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost
estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability)

Scope of Study

0.000

000

The existing crossing is undersized and overtops. The existing road is a 2-lane road with an average daily traffic count of 9,535.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

16

Gillespie County
Airport

E

M
a
in

St

S
U
S
H
ig
h
w
a
y
8
7

Fredericksburg

540.08

0.00

Unnamed Tributary

12090206

Muesebach Creek - Pedernales Rivet

GillespieFredericksburg

0.1

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000207

Highway St Improvements Project

Fredericksburg (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$300,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

Study will include InfoWorks ICM and HEC RAS 2D analysis of the urban center of Glen Flora. It will also include a regional evaluation of expanding the
USACE levee along FM 102. Study scope will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk
reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimate and benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

1.41112

04865

There is a need to evaluate flood risk within the Glen Flora area. Glen Flora flooded severely during Harvey and a levee could benefit both Glen Flora and
Wharton County. Local flooding is also an issue and roadside ditches, culverts, and stormsewer should be upgraded to contain the 10-yr Atlas 14 flow.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Spanish Camp

Glen Flora

3810.60

0.00

TBD

12090302,12090401

San Bernard, Lower Colorado

WhartonGlen Flora

0.77

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000208

Glen Flora Drainage Master Plan and Levee Project

Wharton (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$4,000,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

This study would include all FEMA streams east and west of the Lavaca watershed. Study scope will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas14
rainfall). If potential projects are identified the study may include preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse
impacts, preparation of cost estimate and benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs,
and constructability).

Scope of Study

58.8458,759

1717774

The county has suffered extreme flooding from recent events such as the floods of 1998, 2004, and 2021 floods. The area has multiple local drainage problems
and portions of the region are at risk of flooding. The area has experienced excessive flow depth and velocity, has structures at risk, historical flood damages,
and channel erosion. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed
assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Bay

Victoria
448,087700.14

318.00

Brushy Creek, Cox Creek, Devers Creek, Dry Creek East

12100402,12100101,

Navidad, Central Matagorda Bay, West Matagorda Bay

JacksonN/A

0.599

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000209

Jackson County Phase 2 DMP

Jackson (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$750,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The master plan completed for the City of El Campo in 2004 and needs to be updated. Study will include a drainage master plan for the urban center of El
Campo using InfoWorks ICM and a restudy of upper Blue Creek using HEC RAS 1D/2D. This also includes Tres Palacios Tributary 6 Channel improvements
and Regional Detention. Study scope will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk
reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimate and benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

45.235,707

11,8204,600

El Campo was flooded severely in 2004 and the city of El Campo has been working to resolve issues.  US 59 By-Pass acts like a dam holding flood waters
back into town. The area has multiple local drainage problems including local street floods with excessive flow depth and velocity, has structures at risk,
historical flood damages, and channel erosion. The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will
provide a more detailed assessment of existing flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

1300

New Taiton

1160

Hillje

71

59Wha r t o n

Pierce

1162
59

El Campo

21,40833.45

102.50

Blue Creek, Tres Palacios, East Mustang Creek

12100102,12090302,

Lower Colorado, Central Matagorda Bay, Navidad

WhartonEl Campo

0.64

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000210

City of El Campo Drainage Master Plan Update

El Campo (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.  6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g. low-water crossings,
irrigation canals)

Related Goal(s)

This study includes a 1D/2D HEC RAS model for Jarvis Creek and development of channel improvements and regional detention solutions to mitigate the 25-
yr flood risk areas. Study scope will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction
analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimate and benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental,
utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

22.305,475

07551,235

In recent years, there have been flooding problems along Jarvis Creek, heavy vegetation issues, and the need for improvements to bridges, culverts, and a
wider overall channel configuration. Jarvis Creek is a major flood relief channel for the City of Wharton and should be designed based on a future conditions
scenario for the City of Wharton.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Wharton

El Campo
20,10531.41

44.30

Jarvis Creek

12090302,12090402

Lower Colorado

WhartonN/A

0.76

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000211

Jarvis Creek Channel Widening and Regional Detention Project

Wharton (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$400,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study that will include an InfoWorks ICM 1D/2D surface and subsurface drainage analysis and flood reduction recommendations. Study scope will
include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse
impacts, preparation of cost estimate and benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs,
and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.0916

02021

Rain events in November 2004 caused severe flooding and flood damage. In addition, the 2010 Wharton County drainage master plan revealed a significant
flood risk, including structures and roadway crossings, as East Mustang Creek overflows into Middle Mustang Creek.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

441

Louise

Hillje

5260.82

0.60

East Mustang Creek and Middle Mustand Creek

12100102

Navidad

WhartonN/A

0.38

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000212

Louise Internal Drainage Master Plan

Wharton (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$4,000,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

An update to the Wharton County Drainage Master Plan (circa 2008) is needed to include new Atlas 14 1D/2D HEC RAS models for the entire county. This
study would include all FEMA Streams except Colorado River, San Bernard River, West Bernard River, Lower Caney Creek, and Jarvis Creek. Study scope
will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation
of cost estimate and benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

367.95177,474

87,11915,780

The county has suffered extreme flooding from recent events such as the floods of 1998, 2004, 2016, 2019 and Hurricane Harvey. The area has multiple local
drainage problems including local street floods with excessive flow depth and velocity, has structures at risk, historical flood damages, and channel erosion.
The existing flood risk is not well defined, and the risk indicators are based on the study area. Study results will provide a more detailed assessment of existing
flood and potential flood risk reduction that will be used to evaluate projects for future planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Rosenberg

Bay City

Sugar Land

698,0601,090.72

385.00

Blue Creek, Bosque Creek, Clarks Branch, Coon Branch,

12090302,12090401,

Navidad, Central Matagorda Bay, Lower Colorado, East
Matagorda Bay, San Bernard

WhartonN/A

0.71

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000213

Wharton County Drainage Master Plan Update

Wharton (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$990,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

5.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss through property/easement acquisitions, relocations,
floodproofing and/or elevation.  6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk of repetitive loss through the implementation of
structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

Collect and review existing reports, studies, gage data, etc, verify watershed boundaries, examine flooded structures and NFIP claims data. Develop base
conditions models for different storm conditions using Atlas 14 rainfall events, determine level of service for the main stem and tributaries and create HEC-
RAS 2D models to determine sheet flow issues. Identify problem areas, areas for future development, and constraints affecting the watershed. Perform desktop
environmental studies and document baseline conditions, identify alternatives and perform hydraulic analysis to solve future flooding issues. Develop
Watershed Strategy via hierarchy of alternatives considering opportunities to team with other agencies, damage reduction, costs, priority areas to be worked
and score each of the alternatives, issue a technical note providing documentation on the process of developing the strategy. Create a comprehensive
Watershed Plan including a summary of projects and timeline for implementation, and exhibits.

Scope of Study

219.7337,018

107,73711,719

The Region 10 Flood Planning Group draft plan notes the WBDD#11 area as SEVERE  for current and future risk as well as the location of CRITICAL
infrastructure.  The location of the WBDD#11 has direct connection to Wharton and Fort Bend Counties, resulting in the need for improvements within the
WBDD#11 to assist these neighboring counties.  The purpose and goal of the MDP is to conduct a comprehensive evaluation of the existing drainage
conditions throughout the district, develop an accurate and current understanding of the drainage infrastructure, and make recommendations on future projects
and infrastructure.  The assessment will include an inventory of the existing data, hydrologic and hydraulics watershed model, flooding problem area
identification, and flood mitigation solutions. A drainage Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), including costs, will be developed to address flooding issues. As
part of the MDP scope a web based project management tool will be developed to assist the District with monitoring maintenance activities and construction
improvements.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Bay City

San Bernard
Nat'l Wildlife

Refuge

Lake Jackson

Angleton

324,261506.66

292.00

Dance, Linnville, Little Linnville and Redfish; Bear, Bell,

12090401,12090402

San Bernard River

BrazoriaN/A

0.6

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000214

West Brazoria County Drainage District 11 - Master Drainage Plan

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$600,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include approximately 5,940 feet of storm drain to replace the existing undersized storm drain system. The parallel pipes along Jefferson and
Pine Strees will be cut, plugged, and abandoned and existing flow will be directed through the new, larger storm drain system. The new system will connect to
the existing Hill Street channel and then drain into Gills Branch. The 2023 City of Bastrop Drainage Master Plan estimated potential costs of improvements
totaling approximately $8.7 million.

Scope of Study

1.170

073285

Hill, Pecan, Emile, Pine, Jefferson, and other streets in the surrounding residential area experience significant flooding due to the low-lying nature of the
downtown Bastrop terrain. To reduce ponding and flooding during rain events, an upgraded drainage system is proposed to convey runoff into Gills Branch.
Approximately 160 properties will benefit from the upgraded stormwater system, reducing private property flooding concerns. These improvements should
consider improvements in other portions of the Gills Branch watershed. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as
part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for
future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

969

21

2195

Bastrop

Ba s t r o p

Bastrop

480.07

0.00

Gills Branch

12090301

Piney Creek-Colorado River

BastropBastrop

0.59

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000215

Hill, Pecan, & Pine Street Drainage Improvements (DMP GB-04)

Bastrop (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$360,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include approximately 2,930 ft of storm drain to follow the Main Street right-of-way and convey water directly into the creek, bypassing the
existing storm drain system to the east, a 36-in pipe extending approximately 1,580-ft, from Linden Street to Mesquite Street, and two storm drain inlets every
300-ft to capture runoff. Existing pipes following Mesquite and Linden Steets will be cut, plugged, and abandoned to reduce flow through the existing storm
drain system. Drainage at Mesquite and Linden Street will be captured and conveyed through the Main Street system. These improvements are tied to the
FME for Pecan Street Bypass & Pond Diversion. The 2023 City of Bastrop Drainage Master Plan estimated potential costs of imp

Scope of Study

1.331

083119

Streets and residential area experience significant flooding due to the low-lying nature of the downtown Bastrop terrain. To reduce ponding and flooding
during rain events, a new stormwater system is proposed to redirect runoff into the Piney Creek. Approximately 115 properties will benefit from the upgraded
stormwater system, reducing private property flooding concerns. These improvements should consider improvements in other portions of the Piney Creek
watershed. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed
assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Lake Bastrop

969

21

2195

Bastrop

Ba s t r o p

Bastrop

470.07

0.06

Piney Creek

12090301

Piney Creek-Colorado River

BastropBastrop

0.59

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000216

Local Storm Drain Improvements Near Piney Creek (DMP PC-04)

Bastrop (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$1,700,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include a 1,600 ft diversion from the Hill/Linden pond, approximately 8,900 ft of storm drain along the Pecan Street right-of-way, and a 250 ft
pipe to collect runoff between Hawthorne and Linden Street. Existing pipes on Linden and Laurel Streets will be cut, plugged, and abandoned to reduce flow
through the existing storm drain system. These improvements are tied to the FMEs for Pecan Street Bypass & Pond Diversion as well as Local Storm Drain
Improvements near Piney Creek. The 2023 City of Bastrop Drainage Master Plan estimated potential costs of improvements totaling approximately $23.7
million.

Scope of Study

0.664

067103

Streets and residential area experience significant flooding due to the low-lying nature of the downtown Bastrop terrain. To reduce ponding and flooding
during rain events, a Pecan Street bypass is proposed to redirect runoff into the Piney Creek. Approximately 135 properties will benefit from the new
stormwater system, reducing private property flooding concerns. These improvements should consider improvements in other portions of the Piney Creek
watershed. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed
assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Lake Bastrop

969

21

2195

20

Bastrop

Ba s t r o p

Bastrop

690.11

0.00

Piney Creek

12090301

Piney Creek-Colorado River

BastropBastrop

0.59

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000217

Pecan Street Bypass & Pond Diversion (DMP PC-05)

Bastrop (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$1,400,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include 5,520 feet of storm drain to replace the existing undersized system. The existing pipe conveying flow through the Mina Elementary
campus will be cut, plugged, and aban- doned, and flow will be redirected from Pecan Street through the Hill and Farm Street rights-of-way, eventually
rejoining the Haysel Street trunkline. The 2023 City of Bastrop Drainage Master Plan estimated potential costs of improvements totaling approximately $20.6
million.

Scope of Study

1.020

057964

Haysel, Farm, Beech, Pecan, and other streets in the surrounding residential area experience significant flooding due to the low-lying nature of the downtown
Bastrop terrain. To reduce ponding and flooding during rain events, an upgraded system is proposed to redirect runoff into Gills Branch. Approximately 180
properties will benefit from the upgraded stormwater system, reducing private property flooding concerns. These improvements should consider
improvements in other portions of the Gills Branch watershed. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the
study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future
funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

969

21

2195

Bastrop

Ba s t r o p

Bastrop

310.05

0.00

Gills Branch

12090301

Piney Creek-Colorado River

BastropBastrop

0.59

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000218

Pecan, Beech, & Haysel Improvements to Gills Branch (DMP GB-05)

Bastrop (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$350,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to assess the condition of the existing storm drain infrastructure within the urban core of the City of Bastrop. The study should utilize closed-
circuit television (CCTV) inspection. Inspection will analyze approximately 17,000 feet of storm drain infrastructure. Evaluation will allow the design
consultant to develop a storm drain maintenance and improvement plan.

Scope of Study

7.77108

26592,890

The existing storm drain system was surveyed, to the extent possible, within the city limits and right of way, during Spring of 2022. Survey points included
storm drain inlets, manhole elevations, pipe flowlines and dimensions, and outfall flow lines and dimensions. The survey team captured approximately 360
storm drain inlets, 80 manholes, and 35 outfalls. A storm drain database was developed for the City of Bastrop to map and detail existing storm drain
infrastructure within city limits. There is a need to assess the condition and functionality of the storm drainage system to develop a maintenance and
improvement plan.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

State Highway 71

Shiloh

Lake Bastrop

969

21

95

20

TX

71
E

Bastrop

Ba s t r o p

Bastrop
1,1341.77

1.90

Piney Creek, Gills Branch

12090301

Piney Creek-Colorado River

BastropBastrop

0.59

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000219

Bastrop CCTV Storm Drain Evaluation (DMP COB-02)

Bastrop (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$1,800,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utilityconflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include 17,100 feet of storm drain to replace the existing undersized system. Pipes at Beech and Jefferson will be cut, plugged, and abandoned
and flow will be directed through the new storm drain system. Existing laterals extending down Beech, Buttonwood, & Elm St will remain unchanged. The
2023 City of Bastrop Drainage Master Plan estimated potential costs of improvements totaling approximately $25.7million.

Scope of Study

1.711

11321,188

Water, Spring, Cedar, and other streets in the surrounding residential area experience significant flooding due to the low-lying nature of the downtown Bastrop
terrain. To reduce ponding and flooding during rain events, an upgraded system is proposed to redirect runoff into the Colorado River. Approximately 260
properties will benefit from the upgraded stormwater system, reducing private property flooding concerns.These improvements should consider improvements
in other portions of the Gills Branch watershed. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study
results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

969

21

2195

20

Bastrop

Ba s t r o p

Bastrop

1410.22

0.00

Gills Branch

12090301

Piney Creek-Colorado River

BastropBastrop

0.59

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000220

Water, Spring, & Cedar Street Drainage Improvements (DMP GB-03)

Bastrop (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable
roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

The assessment of low water crossings includes the evaluation of existing condition level of service, average daily traffic, and emergency access routes to
understand risk of each crossing. Following the assessment, low water crossings can be prioritized to support future implementation of improvements.

Scope of Study

34.1916,335

43,7996,359

Burnet County is located in flash flood alley and is fairly rural in nature. In the Lower Colorado-Lavaca planning region, there are 59 low water crossings in
Burnet County, however evaluation of all stream crossings likely results in a higher number of designated lower water crossings. This assessment should be
conducted after the updated modeling and mapping utilizing Atlas 14 rainfall data is conducted in this portion of the County.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Round Ro

341,530533.64

1.45

Multiple

12090205,12090201,

Austin-Travis Lakes, Buchanan-Lyndon B. Johnson Lakes
Pedernales

BurnetBastrop

0.32

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000221

Burnet County Lower Water Crossing Assessment

Burnet (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$4,000,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable
roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

The study should include the development of updated hydrologic and hydraulic models utilizing the best available science and data. Updated floodplain maps
can then be used for regulation and update of outdated FEMA maps in this portion of Burnet County.

Scope of Study

34.1916,335

43,7996,359

Burnet County is located in flash flood alley and is fairly rural innature. In the Lower Colorado-Lavaca planning region, there are approximately 1,450
riverine stream miles that need updated analysis utilizing the best available science (software, Atlas14 rainfall) and data (topography) to identify flood
exposure.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Round Ro

341,530533.64

1.45

Multiple

12090205,12090201,

Piney Creek-Colorado River

BurnetBastrop

0.32

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000222

Burnet County Modeling and Mapping Update

Burnet (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

2.1  Increase the number of communities with warning and emergency response capabilities, or which participate in regional flood warning systems (e.g.,  City
of Austin Flood Early Warning System) that can detect flood threats in real time and provide timely warning of impending flood danger.   6.2  Increase the
number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways (e.g., low-water crossings, irrigation canals).

Related Goal(s)

Review of existing gages and flood early warning system equipment. Evaluate software and hardware required to develop and/or improve flood early warning
system effectiveness. Coordinate with local participating communities to develop a set of flood early warning system development/improvement goals.
Develop a budget to develop/upgrade the flood early warning system. Develop a budget and strategy to ensure long term future funding of the flood early
warning system.

Scope of Study

3.624,279

099113

Caldwell County and other local participating entities should review existing flood early warning system equipment, procedures, and training to ensure that
emergency responders can meet residents' needs in an efficient, safe, and timely manner during a flood event.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

San Marcos

New Braunfels

348,604544.69

TBD

TBD

12090301

Walnut Creek-Cedar Creek, Plum Creek, Upper San Marcos
River, and Lower San Marcos River

CaldwellN/A

0.83

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000223

Caldwell County Flood Early Warning System

Caldwell (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$40,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossing. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.0251

01213

Based on hydraulic modeling of existing conditions, approximately 14 residential and agricultural structures lie within the 1% AEP floodplain on the south
side of CR 174 at the downstream end of Lytton Springs Creek.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

21

Mustang Ridge

700.11

1.10

TBD

12090301

Lytton Springs Creek

CaldwellDale

0.83

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000224

Lytton Springs Creek Near CR 174

Caldwell (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$40,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate upsizing the existing culvert crossing. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary
design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an
evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability).

Scope of Study

0.2159

000

CR 175 (Tomahawk Trail) has been identified by Caldwell County as a priority crossing in need of upgrade. The crossing remained closed for 2 days during
Hurricane Harvey and is inundated by the 1% AEP storm event. Existing risk factors are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study.
Study results will include detailed assessments of the potential risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating the project.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

21

T
X
-1
3
0
-T
O
L
L
S

Lytton Springs

Mustang Ridge

880.14

0.81

TBD

12090301

Cedar Creek

CaldwellDale

0.83

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000225

CR175 @ Cedar Creek Trib 1

Caldwell (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$200,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.1 Increase the number of entities that have updated watershed models and floodplain maps to reflect current conditions, including as applicable Atlas 14
(Volume 11) revised rainfall data. 5.1/6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical infrastructure that are at high risk of repetitive loss.

Related Goal(s)

Update information and data used to develop the 2017 drainage master plan. Leverage the Atlas 14 hydrologic/hydraulic models for Little Bear Creek and
Little Bear Creek Tributary 1A to assess riverine flood risk and exposure for the 10-, 25-, 100-, and 500-year flood events. Assess local drainage patterns using
Atlas 14 rainfall data to identify potential local flood exposure in the City and ETJ areas. Identify priority flood risk areas and for such areas identify, evaluate,
and recommend structural and non-structural flood risk reduction measures. Alternatives analysis to include potential negative upstream and/or downstream
impacts, environmental impacts, cost and benefit analysis for risk reduction measures, and potential adverse impacts and/or benefits associated with
groundwater recharge and drinking water supply.

Scope of Study

0.93211

083148

The City of Hays is located between two tributaries of Little Bear Creek. Historically, this area has been subject to major flooding events resulting in a threat
to human and animal life and extensive property/infrastructure damage. Compounding area flooding problems relative to the City of Hays is the recent
widening of FM 1626 from a two lane country road to a five lane transportation corridor; completion of SH 45 Southwest; increased upstream impervious
cover due to major single family/multi-housing residential development and commercial/retail development. Additionally, several proposed/planned major
residential and commercial development will significantly increase population density and impervious cover in the watersheds located upstream from the City
of Hays. Potential increases in flood risk threaten the City of Hays and thousands of people sole source drinking water supply derived from the Barton Springs
Segment of the Edwards Aquifer, Water quality is a concern as a large portion of the Little Bear Creek Watershed is either located over the Barton Springs-
Edwards Aquifer recharge, transition or contributing zones. The City of Hays in 2017 conducted a watershed study to assess flood risk and to prepare a
drainage master plan for areas within the City's jurisdiction. This master plan needs to be updated to reflect changed conditions as described above, as well as
to incorporate updated Atlas 14 rainfall values.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Shady Hollow

967

Buda

Onion C
Manchaca

3,1514.92

10.33

Little Bear Creek, Little Bear Creek Tributary 1A

12090205

Onion Creek-Colorado River

HaysHays

6.69999979436398E-03

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000226

City of Hays Drainage Master Plan Update

Hays (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase
the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

The scope of the study would include: 1) hydrology and hydraulic modeling to confirm and further assess and quantify flood risk and exposure; 2) a
preliminary assessment of the technical feasibility of modifying the dam; 3) development of preliminary construction and O&M costs to modify the dam; 4)
conduct of a cost/benefit analysis; 5) evaluation of potential constraints to implementation of alternatives (e.g., environmental, water rights, regulatory, dam
safety, constructability; and 6) comparative analysis of other flood reduction measures (e.g., additional property buyouts, raise elevation of affected roadways).
The results of the study will be documented in a report with recommendations.

Scope of Study

1.19579

04744

During major flood events on Cummins Creek the backwater created by the subject dam floods approximately 25 to 50 homes. The backwater flooding also
cuts access to the area due to inundation of County Roads 233 and 226. Backwater flooding in this area is also likely aggravated by sedimentation behind the
dam. The most extreme of these recent flood events was Hurricane Harvey in 2017, but the area also flooded in 2015 and 2016. Príor flooding has led to
implementation of two separate buyout programs, one for the 2016 floods and a separate one for Hurricane Harvey. The flood risk area is currently the focus
of several ongoing grants and other efforts to improve the situation, including an effort to raise the elevation of CR 226 and construct a new bridge to allow
evacuation of residents. One potential flood risk reduction effort that has not previously been evaluated is to reduce the backwater area by lowering the
elevation of the dam spillway or other modifications.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

290

E Austin St

E Highway 290

7421.16

4.26

TBD

12090301

Onion Creek-Colorado River

LeeN/A

0.255374363217598

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000228

Cummins Creek WS SCS Site 1 Dam Flood Management Evaluation

Lee (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects.

Related Goal(s)

The flood risk study of the wastewater treatment plant area will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood
risk areas, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-
analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). This information will allow for a
better understanding of high risk areas and future potential projects.

Scope of Study

2.983,222

07682

The plant is located adjacent to Buffalo creek that runs through the City of Needville. This area hasn't been studied in detail, but as a critical facility further
study is recommended to assess risk of flood from Buffalo Creek. There were no reported loss of service events in initial data gathering. The results of the
study will provide additional insight into existing flood risk, indicators to evaluate projects for future flood planning cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Wharton

Needville

Brazos Be

29,22545.66

1.84

Buffalo Creek

12090401

Cedar Creek, San Bernard Watershed

Fort BendNeedville

0.678726298244376

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000229

Needville Wastewater Treatment Plant Floodproofing

Needville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase
the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

This study will include hydrologic and hydraulic analysis (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to assess the existing conditions flooding patterns created by the two creeks
across the City problem areas. Additionally, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of
cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability)
will also be considered. This information will allow for a better understanding of high risk areas and future potential projects.

Scope of Study

2.983,222

07682

The southwest portion of the City of Needville and its extraterritorial jurisdiction has been defined as a major flooding area for the City. Portions of the
Buffalo Creek watershed have been interconnected with an extension of Fairchilds Creek. Based on preliminary drainage investigations, it appears that this
interconnection may contribute to flooding in Needville. Further study is required to understand existing flood risk indicators is required to develop solutions
for this problematic flood prone area of the City.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Wharton

Needville

Brazos Bend

59,23592.55

0.00

Fairchild Creek, Cedar Creek, Buffalo Creek

12090401

San Bernard, Lower Brazos Watersheds

Fort BendNeedville

0.678726298244376

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000230

Fairchild Creek Drainage Mitigation Study

Needville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$680,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include raising the Fitzgerald Lane profile to an elevation of 777 feet, 1,270 linear feet of channel improvements, and a 2,280-foot berm on the
eastern border of Gilleland Creek. The 2022 City of Pflugerville Drainage Master Plan estimated potential costs of improvements totaling approximately $9.7
million.

Scope of Study

0.1423

0518

Caldwell Elementary, multiple streets and residential areas experience significant flooding from Gilleland Creek. The proposed design removes Caldwell
Elementary from the 100 year floodplain, prevents Fitzgerald Lane from overtopping during the 100-year storm event, and reduces flood risk for 205 homes.
The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of
existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

45
45

45
45

130

35

Wells Branch
Pflugerville

2480.39

1.51

Gilleland Creek

12090301

Willbarger Creek-Colorado River

TravisPflugerville

0.356985713754381

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000231

Caldwell Elementary Improvements at Upper Gilleland Creek (DMP GC-01)

Pflugerville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$250,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to assess the condition of the existing storm drain infrastructure within the downtown business district of the City of Pflugerville. The study
should utilize closed-circuit television (CCTV) inspection. Inspection will analyze approximately 11,000 feet of storm drain infrastructure. Evaluation will
allow the design consultant to develop a storm drain maintenance and improvement plan.

Scope of Study

0.007

01010

The City of Pflugerville maintains a storm drain system database to map, size and identify existing storm drain infrastructure within city limits. The geospatial
data includes detention ponds, drainge structures, stormwater inlets, lines, manholes, and outfalls. There is a need to assess the condition and functionality of
the storm drainage system to develop a maintenance and improvement plan.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

35

Wells Branch
Pflugerville

1370.21

0.57

Gilleland Creek, Wilbarger Creek

12090301

Willbarger Creek-Colorado River

TravisPflugerville

0.286100000143051

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000232

Pflugerville Storm Drain CCTV Evaluation (DMP Pf-03)

Pflugerville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$280,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include replacing the fourteen 10’ x 5’ existing culverts with a 200-foot bridge span. Proposed improvements also include raising Hidden Lake
Drive to an elevation of 644 feet, 3 feet higher than the current elevation. The 2022 City of Pflugerville Drainage Master Plan estimated potential costs of
improvements totaling approximately $4 million.

Scope of Study

0.076

000

Hidden Lake Drive over Wilbarger Creek Tributary 200 currently floods during the 10-year storm event. The proposed improvement allows Hidden Lake
Drive to pass the 100-year event. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will
include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

45

130

Pflugerville

Cele

140.02

0.15

Wilbarger Creek Tributary 200

12090301

Willbarger Creek-Colorado River

TravisPflugerville

0.25

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000233

Hidden Lake Drive Improvements at Wilbarger Creek Tributary 200 (DMP WC-02)

Pflugerville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$220,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include replacing the existing culverts with a 150 foot 3-span bridge and raising the roadway profile by 0.8 feet. Improvements also include
widening and stabilizing the channel underneath the bridge. The 2022 City of Pflugerville Drainage Master Plan estimated potential costs of improvements
totaling approximately $3.1 million.

Scope of Study

0.082

028

Kennemer Drive over Wilbarger Creek Tributary 200 currently floods during the 5-year storm event. The proposed improvement allows Kennemer Drive to
pass the 10-year event and significantly reduces the flooding depth and flood extents of the 100-year storm event. The existing risk indicators are based on
available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk
reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

45

130

200.03

0.31

Wilbarger Creek Tributary 200

12090301

Willbarger Creek-Colorado River

TravisPflugerville

0.96

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000234

Kennemer Drive Improvements at Wilbarger Creek Tributary 200 (DMP WC-05)

Pflugerville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$1,200,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include include extending the North Heatherwilde bridge opening by 80 feet in the southern direction and 500 feet of channel improvements,
including channel benching upstream and downstream of the North Heatherwilde Boulevard bridge. The 2022 City of Pflugerville Drainage Master Plan
estimated potential costs of improvements totaling approximately $8.5 million.

Scope of Study

0.036

000

Multiple streets and residential areas experience flooding from Gilleland Creek. North Heatherwilde Boulevard over Gilleland Creek currently floods during
the 50-year storm event. The proposed design design allows North Heatherwilde Boulevard to pass the 100-year storm event, reduces flood risk for 8 homes,
and relieves flooding on Cactus Blossom Drive. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study
results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

45
130

35

Wells Branch

Pflugerville

190.03

0.24

Gilleland Creek

12090301

Willbarger Creek-Colorado River

TravisPflugerville

0.226099997758865

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000235

North Heatherwilde Improvements at Upper Gilleland Creek (DMP GC-02)

Pflugerville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$1,200,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include raising Railroad Avenue 5 feet and widening the bridge opening by 220 feet. Proposed improvements also include 1,760 feet of channel
improvements including channel benching downstream of Railroad Avenue. The 2022 City of Pflugerville Drainage Master Plan estimated potential costs of
improvements totaling approximately $16.8 million.

Scope of Study

0.2011

02290

Multiple streets and residential areas experience flooding from Gilleland Creek. Railroad Avenue over Gilleland Creek currently floods during the 2-year
storm event. The proposed design allows Railroad to pass the 10-year storm event and reduces flood risk for 16 homes. The existing risk indicators are based
on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk
reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

35

Wells Branch
Pflugerville

690.11

0.70

Gilleland Creek

12090301

Willbarger Creek-Colorado River

TravisPflugerville

0.222924322292611

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000237

Railroad Avenue Improvements at Upper Gilleland Creek (DMP GC-04)

Pflugerville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$370,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include extending the bridge opening by 50 feet to the north, 200 linear feet of channel improvements, including channel benching upstream
and downstream of Swenson Farms Boulevard, and a 2,000 foot embankment adjacent to Pfennig Lane to contain the floodplain. The 2022 City of
Pflugerville Drainage Master Plan estimated potential costs of improvements totaling approximately $5.2 million.

Scope of Study

0.0918

000

Multiple streets and residential areas experience flooding from Gilleland Creek. Swenson Farms Boulevard over Gilleland Creek currently floods during the
100-year storm event. The proposed design allows Swenson Farms Boulevard to pass the 100-year storm event, reduces flood risk for 10 homes, and relieves
flooding on Pfenning Lane. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include
detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

130

35

Wells Branch

Pflugerville
540.09

0.67

Gilleland Creek

12090301

Willbarger Creek-Colorado River

TravisPflugerville

0.48

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000238

Swenson Farms Improvements at Upper Gilleland Creek (DMP GC-03)

Pflugerville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$110,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include raising the roadway profile 4 feet to the south of the Weiss Lane bridge, adding six 10'x5' drainage relief culverts under the newly raised
profile, and adding a 100' wide bypass channel to allow flow through the culverts. The 2022 City of Pflugerville Drainage Master Plan estimated potential
costs of improvements totaling approximately $1.6 million.

Scope of Study

0.137

000

Weiss Lane over Wilbarger Creek currently floods during the 50-year storm event. The proposed improvement allows Weiss Lane to pass the 100-year storm
event. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of
existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

130

Pflugerville

Ne

160.02

0.30

Wilbarger Creek

12090301

Willbarger Creek-Colorado River

TravisPflugerville

0

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000239

Weiss Lane Improvements at Wilbarger Creek (DMP WC-01)

Pflugerville (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase
the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructibility), and will include InfoWorks ICM and RAS 2D analysis of the urban center of
Boling. It will also include a regional evaluation of flooding from Caney Creek.

Scope of Study

0.0937

01442

Town of Boling floods frequently due to poor existing drainage infrastructure. Known concerns include undersized roadside ditch sizes, and an undersized
storm drain system. The existing risk indicators are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed
assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

2817

1096

442

1301

Boling

Iago

Newgulf
6020.94

TBD

TBD

12090402

Caney Creek

WhartonBoling

0.76

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000240

Town of Boling Drainage Master Plan

Wharton (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$150,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase
the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

The flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of
improvements, risk reduction analysis, adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints
(environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructibility).

Scope of Study

5.151,123

05063

Flood Risk from Middle Mustang Creek and East Mustang Creek, Local drainage flood risk.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

441

Louise

Hillje

5,2958.27

TBD

TBD

12100102

East Mustang Creek and Middle Mustang Creek

WhartonLouise

0.49

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000241

Louise Drainage Master Plan

Wharton (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase
the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate benefit-costs and define construction cost for new gate structures along the Eastern Colorado River Levee near Bay City, TX. The
flood study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall) to identify priority flood risk areas, preliminary design of improvements,
risk reduction analysis, adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental,
utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructibility).

Scope of Study

152.5683,083

43,5316,869

City of Bay City is protected by the Colorado River East Levee. Many of the culverts under this levee have need of a gate structure or improved gate structure
to protect the City from an extreme flood along the Colorado River.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Bay City

Victoria

Lake Jacks

231,153361.18

TBD

TBD

12090302

Caney Crek

WhartonBay City

0.82

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000243

Colorado River Levee Gate Structure Improvements

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$50,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase
the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate benefit-costs and define construction cost for levee improvements, channel improvements, and drainage improvements. Study will
include hydro modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation
of cost estimates and a benefit-cos! evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructibility),

Scope of Study

5.68562

0136223

Flood risk from the San Bernard River exceeds local drainage capacity resulting in localized flooding in the El Lobo subdivision. Unsafe conditions limit
neighborhood ingress/egress. The existing risk factors are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study.  Study results will include
detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Hi
gh
wa

y
59

1,2621.97

TBD

TBD

12090401

San Bernard River

WhartonN/A

0.81

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000244

El Lobo Neighborhood Drainage Improvements

Wharton (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$100,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects.
Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate benefit-costs and define construction cost for levee improvements, channel improvements, and drainage improvements. Study will
include hydro modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation
of cost estimates and a benefit-cos! evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructibility),

Scope of Study

4.671,320

086141

Flood Risk from local drainage as well as overflows from the Colorado River inundate county roads causing unsafe conditions for motorists using the roads
for neighborhood ingress/egress. The existing risk factors are based on available data and will be better defined as part of the study.  Study results will include
detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

US
59

Hw
y

3012

60

59

1,4662.29

TBD

TBD

12090302

Colorado River

WhartonN/A

0.79

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000245

Pecan Valley Phase 2 Preliminary Engineering Report

Wharton (County)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x



FMEv2_051122

TBD$160,000 Potential funding source(s)Cost

Estimated Study Cost

3.2 Increase the number of entities that have evaluated priority flood risk areas. 6.1 Reduce the number of structures and critical facilities that are at high risk
through the implementation of structural flood mitigation projects. 6.2 Increase the number of entities that mitigate flood risk at vulnerable roadways or
waterways.

Related Goal(s)

Conduct a study to evaluate proposed improvements. Study will include hydrologic and hydraulic modeling (with Atlas 14 rainfall), limited field survey and
geotechnical investigations, preliminary design of improvements, risk reduction analysis, verification of no adverse impacts, preparation of cost estimates and
a benefit-cost-analysis, and an evaluation of potential constraints (environmental, utility conflicts, right-of-way needs, and constructability). Potential
improvements include raising Riverwood Drive by approximately 17.25 feet, 375 feet of roadway improvements, replacing the existing culverts with a 210-
foot bridge, 8,125 linear feet of channel clearing, and approximately 280 linear feet of channel improvements. The 2023 City of Bastrop Drainage Master Plan
estimated potential costs of improvements totaling approximately $2.3 million.

Scope of Study

0.5485

1108

Riverwood Drive becomes flooded by Piney Creek during the 50% ACE storm event. The proposed design prevents Riverwood Drive from overtopping
during the 10% ACE storm event and reduces, but does not eliminate, overtopping during the 4% ACE storm event. The existing risk indicators are based on
available data and will be better defined as part of the study. Study results will include detailed assessments of existing flood risk and potential flood risk
reduction to be used in evaluating projects for future funding cycles.

Roadway(s) impacted (miles)Farm/Ranch land impacted (acres)

Critical facilities at riskStructures at riskPopulation at risk

Flood Risk Description

Lake Bastrop

969

21

2195

20

Bastrop

Ba s t r o p

Bastrop
1660.26

1.79

Piney Creek

12090301

Piney Creek-Colorado River

BastropBastrop

0.6

Other

or acreage, est.Drainage area: square miles, est

Stream miles (est.)

Tributary(ies)

HUC#

Watershed
name(s)

CountyCity

(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)
Social vulnerability index

Problem Area

Other

Preliminary project engineeringFeasibility studyFloodplain modeling, mapping and risk assessmentEmergency preparedness

Study Type
x

101000246

Riverwood Drive Improvements at Piney Creek (DMP PC-02)

Bastrop (Municipality)

NoYesNoYes NoYesRFPG recommendTechnical committee recommend

ID#

Title

Sponsor (name of entity)

Commitment

STUDYFlood Management Evaluation (FME)

xx x
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