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Action Number Action Name County Batch Page Number

0

FME 101000184 City-wide Flood Warning Systems Wharton 1 Y 6/16/2022

FME 101000185 City-wide Drainage Master Plan Wharton 2 Y 6/16/2022

FME 101000188 City-wide Drainage Master Plan (integrate with Dry Creek Study) Jackson 3 Y 6/16/2022

FME 101000189 Wastewater Treatment Plant Floodproofing Jackson 4 Y 6/16/2022

FME 101000190 Devers Creek Regional Detention and Channel Improvements Jackson 5 Y 6/16/2022

FME 101000192 City-wide Drainage Master Plan Jackson 6 Y 6/16/2022

FME 101000193 City-wide Drainage Master Plan Jackson 7 Y 6/16/2022

FMS 102000004 Stream Corridor Protection and Restoration RFPG 8 Y 6/16/2022

FMP 103000054 Portable Electonic Warning Signs Jackson 9 Y 6/16/2022

FMS 102000005 Watershed Modeling and Floodplain Mapping RFPG 10 Y 6/30/2022
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Date

TC Rec
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Problem Area   

Regional  

Sub-regional  

Counties  

City  

Related Goals

Flood Management Strategy (FMS)

Need for Strategy

Description of Strategy

Estimated Strategy Cost

Cost        Potential funding source(s) 

FMSv1_041822

Title     ID#  

Sponsor (name of entity)         Commitment    Yes      No  

Technical committee recommend     Yes      No          RFPG recommend      Yes      No  

Strategy Type   

Page 8 of 10

jws
Draft Print



Project Type
STRUCTURAL

   Detention       Channel modification       Bridge/culvert      Storm drain      Levee/floodwall  

Other 

NON-STRUCTURAL

   Property buyouts      Floodproofing      Flood readiness/resilience      Flood warning system/gauges  

Other 

Flood Risk Description

Proposed level-of-service      Status    Atlas 14 rainfall used  

Estimated Project Cost

Capital cost     Ongoing O&M costs     Cost/benefit analysis  

Potential funding source(s)  

FMPv3_051122

Related Goal(s)

Project Description 

 

 

 

Flood Mitigation Project (FMP)

Title     ID#  

Sponsor (note if City or County)    Commitment    Yes      No 

Technical committee recommend     Yes      No          RFPG recommend      Yes      No  

Problem Area   

City    County 

Watershed name(s)    

Tributary(ies)  

HUC#(s)   Stream miles (est.)    

Drainage area: square miles, est    or acreage, est  

Social Vulnerability Index (SVI)  
(SVI score 0.0 indicates least vulnerable; 1.0 indicates most vulnerable.)

Other
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Problem Area   

Regional  

Sub-regional  

Counties  

City  

Related Goals

Flood Management Strategy (FMS)

Need for Strategy

Description of Strategy

Estimated Strategy Cost

Cost        Potential funding source(s) 

FMSv1_041822

Title     ID#  

Sponsor (name of entity)         Commitment    Yes      No  

Technical committee recommend     Yes      No          RFPG recommend      Yes      No  

Strategy Type   
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	Check Box 415: Off
	Check Box 414: Off
	Check Box 413: Off
	Check Box 419: Off
	Check Box 411: Off
	Text Field 286: 
	Check Box 401: Off
	Check Box 402: Off
	Check Box 403: Off
	Check Box 404: Yes
	Text Field 287: 
	Text Field 261: The city has identified the need for portable electric signs to be used throughout the City for emergency warning. 
	Text Field 265: N/A
	Text Field 266: N/A
	Text Field 267: Yes
	Text Field 200: $50,000
	Text Field 201: TBD
	Text Field 308: TBD
	Text Field 202: TBD
	Text Field 298: 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.
	Text Field 299: Evaluate the type of portable electronic signs and communication system requirements, select and purchase the signs.
	Text Field 3015: Portable Electronic Warning Signs
	Text Field 3014: 103000054
	Text Field 3013: La Ward (Municipality)
	Check Box 426: Yes
	Check Box 4025: Off
	Check Box 4029: Yes
	Check Box 4028: Off
	Check Box 4027: Off
	Check Box 4026: Off
	Text Field 331: La Ward
	Text Field 330: Jackson
	Text Field 329: Multiple Watersheds
	Text Field 328: 
	Text Field 327: 
	Text Field 326: 12100401
	Text Field 325: N/A
	Text Field 324: 0.85
	Text Field 323: 544
	Text Field 322: 0.51
	Text Field 321: 
	Text Field 2012:  Regional Flood Planning Area
	Text Field 2014: 
	Text Field 2010: 
	Text Field 2011: 
	Text Field 204: This proposed regional Flood Management Strategy is focused on encouraging public/private partnerships to enhance protection and restoration of sensitive stream corridors. The essence of this strategy is open space acquisition, either through fee simple purchases of property within sensitive stream corridors or through voluntary agreements (i.e., conservation easements) between governmental and/or non-governmental organizations and private landowners. There are numerous examples of this approach within the LC-LV Region, some focused specifically on protection of sensitive watersheds and stream corridors. For example, the City of Austin's Water Quality Protection Lands (WQPL), acquired through both fee simple purchases and conservation easements, have protected significant portions of the largely rural undeveloped watersheds and stream corridors in the Barton Springs-Edwards Aquifer contributing and recharge zones. Funding for the acquisitions of conservation easements for several large WQPL tracts has been through a combination of City of Austin open space bond funds, federal grant funds (e.g., Natural Resources Conservation Service), federal tax incentives, non-governmental land trust organizations (e.g., The Nature Conservancy), and contributions by the private landowner (e.g., donation of a portion of the market value of the property). The objective of this strategy is to build on such successes to increase publicly protected open space within sensitive stream corridors throughout the LC-LV Region. This strategy is intended to complement the LC-LV RFPG's strategy to encourage full participation by eligible cities in the NFIP, as well as to encourage the adoption of enhanced or higher practices, standards, and regulations for floodplain management by cities and counties currently participating in the NFIP. It is also a complement to a Task/Chapter 8 policy recommendation that the Texas Legislature consider property tax policies that will provide incentives for private property owners to protect lands within stream corridors. 
	Text Field 205: 5.2 Increase acreage of publicly protected open space to reduce future impacts of flooding through property buyouts, land conservation easements, acquisitions or other comparable means.
	Text Field 244: N/A
	Text Field 243: Federal, state, local government; non-governmental organizations; private property owners
	Text Field 203: Healthy stream corridors provide important "ecosystem services" including some attenuation of flooding within the riparian zone and floodplain. Regulation of land use and development activities in a floodplain provides a degree of protection for the natural functions and services of stream corridors. The LC-LV Region is fortunate that all counties and a majority of eligible communities participate in the National Flood Insurance Program and therefore administer at least the minimum required standards and regulations governing human activity within regulatory floodplains. Some communities in the region (and many elsewhere in the U.S.) go much further and have also adopted regulations that greatly enhance the protection of stream corridors, for example, the establishment of stream buffers, sometimes referred to as stream corridor protection zones. Except for few municipalities in the region, most stream corridors in the LC-LV Region are not protected under such "enhanced" standards and regulations, particularly in rural areas. In addition to encouraging communities to adopt enhanced floodplain management practices, standards, and regulations, there is a need for collaboration among governmental and non-governmental organizations and private property owners to undertake voluntary actions to protect and restore sensitive stream corridors within the LC-LV Flood Planning Region. 
	Text Field 284: Stream Corridor Protection and Restoration
	Text Field 283: 102000004
	Text Field 282: Lower Colorado-Lavaca RFPG 
	Check Box 410: Yes
	Check Box 409: Off
	Check Box 408: Yes
	Check Box 407: Off
	Check Box 406: Off
	Check Box 405: Off
	Text Field 300: Protect, preserve, and restore natural flood attenuation functions of stream corridors and the ecological services provided by healthy riparian zones
	Text Field 2012#1: Lower Colorado-Lavaca Regional Flood Planning Area (Region 10)
	Text Field 2014#1: 
	Text Field 2010#1: 
	Text Field 2011#1: 
	Text Field 204#1: This recommended regional Flood Management Strategy is intended to elevate the need for an immediate region-wide effort and funding for updates to watershed models and associated geospatial products and tools that are essential to understanding flood risk and exposure; to effective floodplain management; to the identification and evaluation of flood risk reduction solutions; and to flood emergency preparedness and response.  The strategy is focused on significantly increasing available state funding assistance, with appropriate levels of non-federal cost-sharing, to expedite action to update watershed models and geosaptial products and tools.  Funding should of course also be provided for development of models and maps in areas lacking such and where local conditions dictate a need for such (e.g., areas experiencing or expected to experience rapid urbanization).  State funding through the State Flood Infrastructure Fund (FIF) has been made available for modeling and mapping and that should continue as as high priority.  Similarly, FEMA, through its Cooperating Technical Partners (CTP) Program, should also increase funding for direct technical assistance to local entities, particularly current NFIP participating entities, with the update of watershed models and map products necessary for effective implementation of the the National Flood Insurance Program.This strategy is intended to advance multiple goals adopted by the Region 10 RFPG.  Some but not all are listed below.  It is also a complement to a policy recommendation included in Chapter 8:8.1.6 increase State funding and technical assistance for the development and maintenance of accurate watershed models and FEMA Flood Rate Insurance Maps (FIRMs) floodplain maps;  
	Text Field 205#1: 3.1  Increase the number of cities and counties that have updated watershed models and floodplain maps to reflect current data (e.g., Atlas 14 revised rainfall data). 3.2  Increase the number of cities and counties 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 counties that have digital flood insurance rate maps (DFIRMs) that reflect current conditions. 4.1 Increase the number of cities and counties that are participating in the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). 4.2  Increase the number of cities and counties that have adopted higher standards over and above NFIP minimums
	Text Field 244#1: TBD
	Text Field 243#1: FEMA Cooperating Technical Partners (CTP) Program, TWDB FIF, local funds
	Text Field 203#1: Watershed modeling and the resulting geospatial products (i.e., flood risk products, floodplain maps) provide the basis for much of local, regional, and state flood planning.  Accurate, up-to-date models and maps are essential to the assessment of current and future flood risk (Chapter 2); to effective floodplain management (Chapter 3); to the identification and evaluation of flood risk reduction alternative and the selection of a preferred option (Chapter 5); and to flood emergency preparedness and response (Chapter 7).  And of course, accurate floodplain maps are a centerpiece of the National Flood Insurance Program.  As it is, much of the analyses conducted for this regional flood planning process has relied on incomplete, "coarse", and/or outdated data and maps.  As discussed in various chapters of this Regional Flood Plan, there is an ongoing need, actually an imperative, that watershed models and map products be periodically updated, which is typically both a relatively costly and time-consuming process, typically spanning several years and costing hundreds of thousands of dollars per watershed.  There are several reasons why model and map updates should be a high priority: 1) many if not most available maps are based on less precise data than is currently available, and were developed using modeling tools that are dated; 2) watershed conditions change over time due to a variety of reasons (e.g., upstream development, changes in stream channel geometry, etc.; and 3).  Most significant is that a very large portion of Region 10 falls within areas affected by the new higher rainfall rates for "design storms" reported in the updated Atlas 14 publication.
	Text Field 284#1: Watershed Modeling and Floodplain Mapping
	Text Field 283#1: 102000005
	Text Field 282#1: Lower Colorado- Lavaca RFPG
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	Text Field 300#1: Update of watershed models and floodplain maps used for flood hazard identification, exposure analysis, NFIP flood insurance


