From: FloodPlanning

To: FloodPlanning

Cc: Reem Zoun; Matt Nelson

Subject: Guidance Package for amending the 2023 Regional Flood Plans
Date: Wednesday, October 2, 2024 10:26:12 AM

Attachments: Cycle 2 RFP_Amendment Guidance.pdf

Attachement E Example HHModelsList.xlsx
Attachment A Sample Amendment.pdf

Attachment B Geodatabase Change Log Template.xlsx
Attachment C RFP Amendment Flowchart.pdf
Attachment D Table NNI.xlsx

Dear Regional Flood Planning Group members, Sponsors, and Technical Consultants,

The TWDB has prepared additional guidance on developing amendments to the 2023
Regional Flood Plans to best align with the 2026-2027 Flood Infrastructure Fund (FIF)
cycle. The deadline for submitting amendments to the TWDB is April 1, 2025.

This guidance is provided to assist the RFPGs and regional stakeholders to use their
limited resources wisely. The most efficient use of RFPG resources and time is to adopt
and submit a limited number of plan amendments to align with TWDB funding cycles,
allowing entities to apply for FIF funding. The TWDB Executive Administrator anticipates
amending the 2024 State Flood Plan only once in conjunction with the TWDB 2026-2027
FIF cycle.

Attached to this email and listed below are several items for your review and use as you
develop your amendments. They will be made available on the Cycle 2 Regional Flood

Planning website as well.

1. Cycle_2 RFP_Amendment_Guidance (pdf) — Including rule requirements,
timeline, and submission requirements
Attachment_A_Sample_Amendment.pdf - An example amendment document
Attachment_B_Geodatabase_Change_Log Template.xlsx
Attachment_C_RFP Amendment Flowchart.pdf

Attachment D_Table_ NNI.xlsx

Attachment E_Example_HH_ModelsList

AR Sl

Please do not hesitate to contact your TWDB Regional Flood Planner with any questions
or concerns.

Thank you,
Reem

Reem J. Zoun, PE, CFM
Assistant Deputy Executive Administrator
Office of Planning | Texas Water Development Board

(512) 475-1546 | reem.zoun@twdb.texas.gov

TWDB Flood Planning (https://www.twdb.texas.gov/flood/planning/index.asp)
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Guidance for Amending an Approved Regional Flood
Plan

1 Background

Every five years, the 15 regional flood planning groups (RFPG) develop and adopt regional flood plans (RFP),
that are submitted to the Texas Water Development Board (TWDB) for approval. The TWDB compiles the
regional flood plans into a state flood plan. During the five-year span between regular, regional flood plan
adoptions, plans may be amended to incorporate additional flood risk reduction solutions (FMX) or to
reflect changes to conditions or new information. Note that the purpose of the 5-year regional flood
planning cycles is to regularly produce updated regional flood plans, in general, and that there is no general
requirement to amend regional plans between 5-year plan adoptions.

Guidance documents and timelines are provided to assist both RFPGs and regional stakeholders to use
their limited resources wisely. The most efficient use of RFPG resources and time is to adopt and submit a
limited number of plan amendments to align with TWDB funding cycles, allowing entities to apply for Flood
Infrastructure Fund (FIF) funding. By condensing changes to regional flood plans into a single, well-timed
amendment for each 2-year FIF cycle, it will help ensure efficient use of RFPG members’ and their
consultants’ time and planning resources. The TWDB Executive Administrator anticipates amending the
state flood plan only once in conjunction with the TWDB 2026-2027 FIF cycle.

Note: Amendment guidance documents are not intended to cover all procedural and substantive
requirements applicable to flood plan amendments. These documents do not substitute or supersede
applicable state regulations. Consult 31 TAC Chapter 361 and Exhibit C Technical Guidelines for Regional
Flood Planning and Exhibit D Data Submittal Guidelines.

2 Rule Requirements
2.1 Key portions of 31 Texas Administrative Code 8361.51 Amendments to Regional Flood Plans

(a) Local Flood Planning Amendment Requests. A Political Subdivision in the FPR may request an RFPG
to consider an amendment to an adopted RFP based on changed conditions or new information. An
RFPG must formally consider such request within 180 days after its receipt and shall amend its adopted
RFP if it determines an amendment is warranted.

[31 TAC §361.51(b)(1)-(b)(2) omitted from this guidance document. See 31 TAC 8361.51(b)(1)-(2) for
text.]

(c) Amendments to RFPs and State Flood Plan. An RFPG may amend an adopted, Board-approved RFP
at a regular RFPG meeting. An RFPG must obtain Board approval of all amendments to RFPs under the
standards and procedures of this section. The RFPG may initiate an amendment, or an entity may
request an RFPG to amend its adopted, Board-approved RFP.

(1) The RFPG shall hold a public meeting at which the RFPG may choose to take action on the
amendment. The amendment shall be available for EA and public comment in accordance with
§361.21 of this title.

(2) The RFPG amendment materials shall be submitted to the EA and shall:
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(A) include the RFPG responses to all comments received on the amendment in associated with
notice in §361.21 of this title; and

(B) demonstrate that the amended RFP complies with statute and rules including that it satisfies
the requirements in the guidance principles §362.3 of this title (relating to Guidance Principles)
and does not negatively affect a neighboring area.

(3) After adoption of the amendment, the RFPG shall submit the amendment and its response to
comment to the Board which shall consider approval of the amendment following EA review of the
amendment.

(d) Allamendments to an RFP must meet all the requirements related to development of an RFP.
[(e) 31 TAC §361.51(e)-(f) omitted from this this guidance document. See 31 TAC 8361.51(e)-(f) for text.]

Additional guidance:

Itis the responsibility of the political subdivision requesting the amendment, based upon new or changed
information, to present a formal request with all required submittals to the RFPG for consideration. The
RFPG must determine if the submittal is administratively complete when considering the amendment. The
RFPG may accept or reject requests at its discretion during the first regular meeting following the
submission of the request. See 31 TAC 8361.51(b) for more information on Political Subdivision requests
and petitions.

2.2 Key portions of 31 Texas Administrative Code §361.21 General Notice Requirements
[31 TAC §361.21 (a)-(g) omitted from this guidance document. See 31 TAC §8361.21(a)-(g) for text.]

(h) In addition to subsections (a) - (g) of this section, and the notice requirements of Chapter 551,
Government Code, the following requirements apply to any RFPG meetings and any RFPG committee,
subcommittee, or subgroup meetings:

[31 TAC §361.21 (h)(1) omitted from this guidance document. See 31 TAC §361.21(h)(1) for text.]

(2) [AJt a minimum, notice must be provided at least seven days prior to the meeting, written
comments must be accepted for seven days prior to the meeting and considered by the RFPG
members prior to taking the associated action, and meeting materials must be made available online
for a minimum of three days prior to and 14 days following the meeting, when the planning group will
take the following actions:

[31 TAC §361.21 (h)(2)(A) omitted from this guidance document. See 31 TAC §361.21(h)(2)(A) for text.]

(B) approval of amendments to RFPs per §361.51 of this title (relating to Amendments to
Regional Flood Plans)

[31 TAC §361.21 (h)(2)(C) omitted from this guidance document. See 31 TAC §361.21(h)(2)(C) for text.]
[31 TAC §361.21 (h)(3) omitted from this guidance document. See 31 TAC §361.21(h)(3)-for text.]
[31 TAC §361.21 (i)-(k) omitted from this guidance document. See 31 TAC §361.21(i-k) for text.]

Additional Guidance:
o Meeting #1: RFPG considers whether to proceed with amendment at regular RFPG meeting (7-day
public notice).
o Public comments must be accepted for at least 7 days prior to amendment adoption (meeting #2).
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e Meeting #2: RFPG considers comments and votes regarding adoption of the proposed RFP
amendment (7-day public notice) Meeting materials available online 3 days before and 14 days after
the meeting.

e While not generally advised, *meetings #1 and #2 may be held during the same public meeting with a
7-day public notice, subject to TWDB approval.

3 Timeline

The following target dates are intended to align with the anticipated, tentative 2026-2027 Flood
Infrastructure Fund timeline (TBD). All dates are subject to change at the discretion of the TWDB.

RFPGs should understand that any work performed on amendments would occur at the same time as
second cycle planning tasks and that the RFPGs must consider and manage its limited resources
accordingly. All contractual deadlines associated with the second cycle of regional flood planning must be
met, including submission of the Technical Memorandum by September 26, 2025. RFPGs should ensure
amendment submissions are complete, incorporating all requirements and provided guidance. This will
expedite TWDB approval process. Key dates include:

e April1, 2025: Deadline to submit amendments to the 2023 Regional Flood Plans to the TWDB for
the 2026-2027 Flood Infrastructure Fund

e Summer-Fall 2025: TWDB communicates with RFPGs regarding RFls on amendments

e November 2025: TWDB provides notice of “acceptable” amendments

e Early 2026: Board considers amendments

e Summer/Fall 2026: Board considers amendment to the 2024 State Flood Plan

e Timeline/ deadline for the second amendment opportunity will be made available in the future.

e September 1%, 2029: State Flood Plan Due to legislature

4 Funding an Amendment with Cycle 2 Grant Funds

TWDB has updated the policy regarding the use of 2028 Cycle 2 grant funds to process, review, and
approve up to two amendments to the 2023 approved Regional Flood Plans during the entire second RFP
cycle. The updated policy is reflected in a revised Exhibit A-Scope of Work for the Cycle 2 grant contracts.
Sponsors should review the language in Task 10 - Public Participation and Plan Adoption for the new
guidance on use of grant funds to process adopted plan amendments. This may inform sub-contracts with
Technical Consultants.

5 General Requirements for Regional Flood Plan Amendment Submissions

The following items must be included in amendment submissions to be considered compliant with all
regional flood planning rules and contract requirements. A list of attachments is provided at the end of this
document.

1. One-page summary of changes made to the 2023 Regional Flood Plan May be included with
amendment submission. See Attachment B.

2. One (1) electronic copy of a single amended document including all changes in text, describing
implications of the said changes to the previously adopted regional flood plan, all changes made to the
geodatabase, and appendices (including all relevant tables, charts, and maps, etc.). See Attachment
B.
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3. One (1) electronic copy of all files on which the amendment is based (only include items that have
changed) including:

a. Complete Exhibit C tables, as applicable.
b. PDF maps, as applicable.

4. Acomplete set of ArcGIS-compatible data constituting a single file geodatabase of feature classes,
regardless of data that has changed.

5. Complete TWDB geodatabase change log (Attachment C) listing all revisions made to relevant feature
classes, tables (no negative impact table and list of models), and their associated fields.

6. Certification that the amendments prepared according to administrative rules and adopted by the
RFPG (cover letter to the Executive Administrator) (see Attachment B). At minimum shallinclude
assurances that the amended regional flood plan:

a. was adopted by the RFPG in accordance with 31 TAC §8361.21 related to notice requirements;

b. satisfies the requirements for regional flood plans adopted in the guidance principles pursuant
to TWC §16.062(h)(1);

c. adequately provides for the preservation of life and property and the development of water
supply sources, where applicable pursuant to TWC §16.062(h)(2); and

d. does not negatively affect a neighboring area, pursuant to TWC §16.062(h)(3).

6 Submission Requirements for Flood Risk Reduction Solutions (FMX), as
applicable

The requirements for amendments incorporating changes to recommended flood risk reduction solutions
include all technical analyses and tables required in Exhibit C: Task 2.4.B (Cycle 1, Exhibit C; Draft Cycle 2
Exhibit C is Task 4A) Identification and evaluation of potential flood management evaluations and
potentially feasible flood management strategies and flood mitigation projects (8367.38). A summary of key
information to include in amendments is provided in sections 4.1 and 4.2, respectively.

6.1 General requirements for changes to recommended FMXs

1. In-text summaries of changes made to RFPG-recommended FMXs.

2. Complete Exhibit C Tables 13, 14, 15, 16,17, 18, 19, as applicable.

3. Quantitative reporting of the estimated existing flood risks within any newly recommended FMX
boundaries.

4. Analyses shall clearly desighate a representative location of the newly recommended FMX and
beneficiaries including designations of HUC-8 and county location.

5. Alldataidentified in the data submittal requirements as outlined in the Exhibit D: Data Submittal
Guidelines.

6. GIS coverage map(s) showing the extent of allrecommended FMX in the region. Map requirements
should align with those used to prepare the original report, including counties, HUC-12, major
roadways, stream segments, contributing drainage area, and relevant hydrologic and hydraulic
features (as applicable).

6.2 Unique Requirements for Changes to Recommended FMP and/or FMS (in addition to previous
section)

1. Allrecommended FMPs shall be accompanied by a model, previously signed and sealed report,
and/or an explanation based on engineering judgement to affirm no negative impact.
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A complete ‘No Negative Impact’ table including newly recommended FMPs

Model submission for all newly recommended FMPs.

Calculated benefit-cost ratio’ for newly recommended FMPs based on current, observed
conditions.

A complete Project Details workbook including newly recommended FMPs.

One-pager summaries of each newly recommended FMP. One-pagers for FME and FMS are not
required but encouraged.

A quantitative reporting of the estimated benefits of recommended FMP and FMS, including
reductions of flood impacts of the 1% annual chance flood event and other storm events identified
and evaluated if the project mitigates to more frequent events.

7 Attachments to Amending a Regional Flood Plan Guidance

abrobd-=

Attachment A - Example Regional Flood Plan Amendment (Main Body)

Attachment B — Geodatabase Change Log (included as part of geodatabase submission)
Attachment C — Revised Amendment Flowchart

Attachment D — No Negative Impact Table

Attachment E — Example List of Models Submitted to MS2

For more information on regional flood planning and related guidance, please visit TWDB’s Regional Flood
Planning website. For information on approximate amendment timelines, please see the Regional Flood
Plan Amendment Process flowchart.

"Note: While the TWDB has updated its BCA Input Tool, BCA requirements for recommended FMPs has

not changed (refer to Exhibit C). RFPGs may compute BCA with one of three accepted methods (FEMA,
ASCE, TWDB - which incorporates FEMA).
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Sheet1

		RFPG_NUM		RFPG_NAME		MODEL_ID		MODEL_NAME		MODEL_TYPE		Date Submitted		Submitted 
with (“Draft”/ 
“Final”/ 
“Amended”)		Associated FMX IDs		Notes/ 
Corrections 
to past 
submissions 

		13		Nueces		130000000001		Downtown Benavides Storm Drain and Los Animas Creek		2D		7/13/23		Amended		 133000007, 133000008		N/A

		13		Nueces		130000000002		Northwest Downtown Pearsall and FM 1581 Citywide Stormwater Drainage		2D		7/13/23		Amended		133000010, 133000011, 133000012, 133000013		N/A

		13		Nueces		130000000003		Tehuacana Creek at CR 1520		Hydraulic		7/13/23		Amended		133000009		N/A




























































Attachment A

Generic Example 2023 Regional Flood Plan Amendment #2

This document was developed to help guide Regional Flood Planning Groups (RFPG) in the
preparation of a regional flood plan amendment to illustrate the level of detail that may be
required in an amendment submission. RFPGs are not compelled to duplicate the provided
language used throughout this document. Only those chapters and appendices related to
changes in recommended flood risk reduction solutions are provided. Additional chapters
and appendices may apply depending on the type of proposed amendment to an adopted
RFP. This document is not a full representation of all potential requirements necessary
to draft an amendment. RFPGs should ensure complete submissions based on changed
conditions to their own regional flood plans, in accordance with all applicable rules and
guidelines.
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September 10, 2024

Bryan McMath

Executive Administrator

Texas Water Development Board
1700 Congress Avenue

Austin, Texas 78701

Re: Amendment to the 2023 Region X Flood Plan

Dear Mr. McMath:

The Region X Flood Planning Group has reviewed, considered, and approved the
amendment to the 2023 Region X Flood Plan in response to the need to recommend
additional flood risk reduction solutions to be considered by the Board during the 2026-
2027 cycle of the Flood Infrastructure Fund. During the review process, five Flood
Management Evaluations recommended in the 2023 regional flood plan were executed to
identify and recommend three new flood mitigation projects. These changes were
considered by the Region X Flood Planning Group at its October 1, 2024, regular public
meeting. The group took formal action at this meeting to approve the submittal of an
amendment package to TWDB for review by the April 1, 2025 deadline. This package was
submitted to TWDB on March 28, 2025.

The Region X 2023 Regional Flood Plan #2 was approved and adopted by the Region X Flood
Planning Group on March 25, 2025. The plan was developed in accordance with Texas
Water Code and 31 TAC Chapters 361 and 362, as applicable. The amended technical
report and data were prepared in accordance with Executive Administrator specifications
and conforms with the guidance principles in 31 TAC §362.3. This amendment adequately
provides for the preservation of life and property and the development of water supply
sources, as applicable. The recommendations included in this amendment will not
negatively impact neighboring areas.

The Region X Flood Planning Group met all requirements under the Texas Open Meetings
Act and Public Information Act in accordance with 31 TAC Chapter 357. A public meeting
was held on March 19, 2025, to present and approve this amendment. Notice of the
meeting was posted and a public comment period was held 14 days prior to the meeting.
No public comments were received during the comment period.

Enclosed please find an electronic copy of the second amendment to the 2023 Region X
Flood Plan that was approved by the Region X Flood Planning Group.
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Summary of changes
2023 Regional Flood Plan Amendment #2

Note: The RFPGs are asked to prepare a summary of changes included in the amendment. This
summary shall be succinct and written for a general audience to easily understand the changes
enclosed. This summary shall be included in the amendment submission, following the cover letter.
The below format is included as an example. RFPGs are asked to keep summary of changes
document to a maximum of two pages.

Executive Summary

Succinct summary of how the ES was updated to reflect the changes to chapters and
appendices. This may include changes to recommended flood risk reduction solutions,
associated impacts and contributions to the Regional Flood Plan, flood infrastructure
financing, and outreach and public engagement.

Chapters1-4
No changes were made.

Chapter 5: Identification, Evaluation, and Recommendation of Potential Flood
Management Evaluations, Potentially Feasible Flood Mitigation Projects, and Flood
Management Strategies

List of changes regarding the identification, performance, and/ or recommendation of flood
risk reduction solutions. In this example, the RFPG performed 5 FMEs and recommends an
additional three FMPs. Recommended FMEs total 154 (from 159) and recommended FMPs
total 74 (from 71). No changes were made to FMSs. For brevity, RFPGs may elect to use
tables instead of text to describe counts. The FMPs are supported by three models which
are uploaded to MS2.

Chapter 6: Impact and Contribution of the Regional Flood Plan
Description of changes. Updated impacts of the plan with the change in recommended
flood risk reduction solutions.

Chapters7-8
No changes were made.

Chapter 9: Flood Infrastructure Financing
Chapter 10: Public Outreach and Engagement

Appendix A: Exhibit C Tables
Appendix B: Maps
Appendix C: Funding Survey
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PE Seal (as needed)
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A.1 Introduction and Planning Group Action

A.1.1 Summary of amendments and associated evaluations

Summary regarding why the RFPG chose to amend its 2023 regional flood plan #2. Brief
description of work performed and outcome.

A.2 Consistency with Rules and Statute

Information about how the RFPG ensured consistency with all relevant administrative rules
and statute. At minimum this should include assurances the regional flood plan
amendment:
e was adopted by the RFPG in accordance with 31 TAC 8361.21 related to notice
requirements;

e satisfies the requirements for regional flood plans adopted in the guidance
principles pursuant to TWC §16.062(h)(1);

e adequately provides for the preservation of life and property and the development
of water supply sources, where applicable pursuant to TWC §16.062(h)(2); and

e does not negatively affect a neighboring area, pursuant to TWC §16.062(h)(3).

A.3 Modifications and additions to the 2023 Regional
Flood Plan (Main report)

A.3.1 Changes made to the Executive Summary

Only include portions affected by changes made to chapters, as appropriate.

A.3.2 Changes made to Chapter 5

The RFPG performed five of the flood management evaluations (FME) previously
recommended in the amended 2023 regional flood plan #1. Of these FMEs, the RFPG
identified three flood mitigation projects (FMP) to recommend. Describe additions and
removals. The recommended FMPs are supported by 3 models that are listed in a table x
below including Model ID and uploaded to MS2. Each newly recommended FMP was
shown to not negatively impact neighboring areas (See NNI Table).
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Table 5-X Summary of Recommended FMEs (as applicable for in-text summary table)

FME ID Name Type Cost
+ | 16660016 Study-Performed | ProjectPtanning | $566,660
2 16000235 New Rec’d FME | Watershed $120,000
Planning

*Strike through rows indicate FMXs no longer recommended by the RFPG. Newly recommended FMX are highlighted in

yellow.

Table 5-X Summary of Recommended FMPs (as applicable for in-text summary table)

FMPID Name Type Cost
1 1600616+ Now-infeasibte | Channet $5,000,000
MP
2 16000352 New Rec’d Property $1,500,000
Project Elevation
3 16000129 New Rec’d LWC Upgrade $32,000,000
Project

Table 5-X Updated Count of Total Recommended FMEs (as applicable for in-text summary

table)
FMX FMX FMX Original | Amended Original Amended
Removed | Added | FMX Count Estimated Total Est.
Count Cost Cost
FME 1 3 154 $1.2 million
FMP 3 15 74 $54.6 million
FMS 0 0 51 $4.5 million $4.5 million
Total

A.3.4 Changes made to Chapter 6

Updates to impacts and contributions to water supply (as applicable) as a result of
additions and removals in Chapter 5. Tables may be used, where applicable.

Ex) FMP 16000352 removes X people, X structures from the 1% (100-year) annual chance

flood hazard area.

Table 6-X Reduction in Existing Flood-Impacted Areas Following Implementation (or similar
summary, as applicable)

Annual Chance
Event Flood Risk

Existing Flood
Hazard Area
(square miles)

Reduction in Flood
Hazard Area
(square miles)

Percent Reduction

1% (100-year) 5,000 10 0.20%
0.2% (500-year) 800 5 0.63%
Total 5,800 15 0.83%
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A.3.5 Changes made to Chapter 9

Information on changes to available funding or funding need associated with newly
recommended FMX.

A.3.6 Changes made to Chapter 10

Information on new stakeholder outreach. Information on public meetings, which may
include:

e Date of RFPG meeting* the Amendment was considered and the RFPG voted to take
action;

e Dates of public comment period, description of comments;

e Date of RFPG meeting* to adopt the Amended 2023 Regional Flood Plan.

*These meetings may be combined with 7-day public notice (with TWDB approval).

A.4 Modifications and Additions to Appendices
A.4.1 Exhibit C Tables

Note: All information presented in text, Exhibit C tables, and the geodatabase (included
changes made) must be in agreement.
A.4.1.1 Recommended Flood Management Evaluations (FME)
e Brief descriptions of change.
e Please submit a complete Exhibit C table, if applicable.

A.4.1.2 Recommended Flood Mitigation Projects (FMP)
e Brief descriptions of change.
e Please submit a complete Exhibit C table, if applicable.

A.4.1.3 Project Details Workbook
e Brief description of change.

e Please submit a complete Project Details workbook for all recommended
FMPs (previous and new).

A.4.1.4 Funding Survey
e Brief descriptions of change.
e Please submit a complete Exhibit C table, if applicable.

A.4.2 No Negative Impacts Table

e Brief description of change.
e Please submit a complete table, if applicable (attachment D).
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A.4.3 List of Models Submitted/Uploaded to MS2

e Brief descriptions of change.
e Please submit a complete Excel spreadsheet with unique Model IDs, if applicable
(attachment E).

A.4.3 Maps

e List of changed maps (as applicable) and brief description of changes.

e Please submit static PDFs only for each changed map.

A.5 Modifications and Additions to the Geodatabase

e Listand brief description of changes made to feature classes and tables.
e Please submit a complete geodatabase, regardless of changes.
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ReadMe

		About this Workbook 

		This workbook is Attachment A to the document 'Guidance for Amending an Approved Regional Flood Plan' 

		Purpose: 		A record of changes made to the RFP Geodatabase since the initial Amended Plan submitted in July 2023. A complete geodatabase submission is required for amended plans, regardless of changes. 

				Please do not recycle FMX_IDs of removed FMXs from the first Flood Planning cycle. 

		Contains the following sheets:

				FME		This sheet contains all the fields in the FME feature class, along with related fields from other feature classes and tables that may be impacted from the geodatabase update. Specify how many records were changed with a brief description of the changes, as neccessary, in the Count of Change and Brief Description of Change column.  

If FME(s) were added/removed, the column "Change?" should be marked 'Yes' for all rows in the FME feature class section of the sheet. Please do not recycle FME_IDs of removed FMEs from the first Flood Planning cycle. 

				FMP		This sheet contains all the fields in the FMP feature class, along with related fields from other feature classes and tables that may be impacted from the geodatabase update. Specify how many records were changed with a brief description of the changes, as neccessary, in the Count of Change and Brief Description of Change column.  

If FMP(s) were added, the column "Change?" should be marked 'Yes' for all rows in the FMP feature class section of the sheet. If recommended FMP(s) were added, the column "Change?" should be marked 'Yes' for all rows in the FMP_Details feature class and FMP_Details Excel Workbook sections. Please do not recycle FMP_IDs of removed FMPs from the first Flood Planning cycle.  

				FMS		This sheet contains all the fields in the FMS feature class, along with related fields from other feature classes and tables that may be impacted from the geodatabase update. Specify how many records were changed with a brief description of the changes, as neccessary, in the Count of Change and Brief Description of Change column.  

If FMS(s) were added, the column "Change?" should be marked 'Yes' for all rows in the FMS feature class section of the sheet. Please do not recycle FMS_IDs of removed FMSs from the first Flood Planning cycle. 

				Other Feature Classes		Identify if other changes were made to the geodatabase. In the "Description of Change" column, identify the field(s) in which these changes were made and what was changed or added. 





FME

		Feature Class/Table 		Field Name		Change?		Count of Change		Description of Change

		FME		FME_ID

				FME_NAME

				DESCR

				RFPG_NUM

				RFPG_NAME

				COUNTY

				HUC8

				HUC10

				HUC12

				WS_ID

				GOAL_ID

				AREA_SQMI

				FLD_TP_RIV

				FLD_TP_CST

				FLD_TP_LOC

				FLD_TP_PLY

				FLD_TP_OTH

				SPONSOR

				ENTITY_ID

				EMER_NEED

				FME_TYPE

				FME_COST

				FMP_COST

				FUND

				FUND_SRC

				FUND_AMNT

				STRUCT_100

				RES_STRUCT100

				POP_DAY100

				POP_NIGHT100

				POP100

				CRITFAC100

				LWC 

				ROAD_MILES100

				ROADCLS

				FARMACRE100

				NEW_MODEL

				MODEL_EXST

				MODEL_DESC

				HYDRO_DATE

				HYDRA_DATE

				MODEL_ID

				MAP_EXST

				MAP_DESC

				MAP_DATE

				SOURCE

				SRC_DATE

				SRC_LINK

				REGULATORY

				TERR_DATA

				TERR_DATE

				ASSOCIATED

				ASSCFME_ID

				ASSCFMS_ID

				ASSCFMP_ID

				ASSC_DESC

				ASSC_FIF

				RECOMMEND

				REC_DESC

		Watershed		FME_ID

		ExFldInfraPt		FME_ID

		ExFldInfraLn		FME_ID

		ExFldInfraPol		FME_ID

		ExFldHazard		FME_ID

		Ex_Map_Gaps		FME_ID

		ExFldExpPol		FME_ID

		ExFldExpLn		FME_ID

		ExFldExpPt		FME_ID

		ExFldExpAll		FME_ID

		FutFldInfraPt		FME_ID

		FutFldInfraLn		FME_ID

		FutFldInfraPol		FME_ID

		FutFldHazard		FME_ID

		Fut_Map_Gaps		FME_ID

		FutFldExpPol		FME_ID

		FutFldExpLn		FME_ID

		FutFldExpPt		FME_ID

		FutFldExpAll		FME_ID

		Streams		FME_ID

		FMP_HazPost		FME_ID

		Table 1 Infrastructure Summary 

		Table 12 Identified FME

		Table 15 Recommended FME

		Table 19 Funding Survey





FMP

		Feature Class/Table 		Field Name		Change?		Count of Change		Description of Change

		FMP		FMP_ID

				FMP_NAME

				FMP_DESCR

				RFPG_NUM

				RFPG_NAME

				COUNTY

				HUC8

				HUC10

				HUC12

				WS_ID

				SOURCE

				GOAL_ID

				AREA_SQMI

				FLD_TP_RIV

				FLD_TP_CST

				FLD_TP_LOC

				FLD_TP_PLY

				FLD_TP_OTH

				SPONSOR

				ENTITY_ID

				EMER_NEED

				EMER_DESC

				FMP_TYPE

				FMP_COST

				RECUR_COST

				FUND

				FUND_SRC

				FUND_AMNT

				AREA_100

				AREA_500

				AREA_PRONE

				STRUCT_100

				STRUCT_500

				RES_STRUCT100

				POP_DAY100

				POP_NIGHT100

				POP100

				CRITFAC100

				LWC

				ROAD_MILES100

				ROADCLS

				FARMACRE100

				FATAL

				INJURY

				DAMAGE

				REDSTRUCT100

				REMSTRC100

				REMSTRC500

				REMRESSTRC100

				REMPOP100

				REMCRITFAC100

				REMLWC100

				REMRDLEN100

				REMROADCLS

				REMFRMACRE100

				REMFATAL

				REMINJR

				REMDAMAGE

				PREPROJLOS

				POSPROJLOS

				COSTSTRUCT

				BC_RATIO

				OTH_BENEFT

				SVI

				NEG_IMPACT

				NEG_DESC

				NEG_MITIG

				WATER_SUP

				WSUP_DESCR

				RISKS

				NATURE

				TRAFFIC

				ASSOCIATED

				ASSCFME_ID

				ASSCFMS_ID

				ASSCFMP_ID

				ASSC_DESC

				ASSC_FIF

				ASSCPOSTHZ

				ISSUES

				RECOMMEND

				REC_DESC

				MODEL_ID

		FMP_Details		FMP_NAME

				FMP_ID

				FMP_DESCR

				RFPG_NAME

				FMP_TYPE

				FIUP_CAT

				WS_NAME

				RURAL

				FMP_COST

				BC_RATIO

				COSTSTRUCT

				PREPROJLOS

				POSPROJLOS

				STRUCT_100

				STATUS

				DEPTH

				NOTES1

				RANKING1

				SCORE1

				NUM_CMNTY

				POP_CMNTY

				POP_HAZ

				NOTES2

				RANKING2

				SCORE2

				STRUCT_100

				NOTES3

				RANKING3

				SCORE3

				REDSTRUCT

				DAMAGE

				REMDAMAGE

				NOTES4

				RANKING4

				SCORE4

				REMCRITFAC

				NOTES5

				RANKING5

				SCORE5

				INJ_PCT

				NOTES6

				RANKING6

				SCORE6

				WSUP_AF

				SOURCE_ID

				WMS_ID

				NOTES7

				RANKING7

				SCORE7

				SVI

				NOTES8

				RANKING8

				SCORE8

				GREEN

				NOTES9

				RANKING9

				SCORE9

				MULT_BEN

				NOTES10

				RANKING10

				SCORE10

				OMCOST_YR

				NOTES11

				RANKING11

				SCORE11

				NOTES12

				RANKING12

				SCORE12

				NOTES13

				RANKING13

				SCORE13

				NOTES14

				RANKING14

				SCORE14

				TRAFFIC

				NOTES15

				RANKING15

				SCORE15

				PROJ_CNT

				RANKING16

				SCORE16

		Watershed		FMP_ID

		ExFldInfraPt		FMP_ID

		ExFldInfraLn		FMP_ID

		ExFldInfraPol		FMP_ID

		ExFldHazard		FMP_ID

		ExFldExpPol		FMP_ID

		ExFldExpLn		FMP_ID

		ExFldExpPt		FMP_ID

		ExFldExpAll		FMP_ID

		FutFldInfraPt		FMP_ID

		FutFldInfraLn		FMP_ID

		FutFldInfraPol		FMP_ID

		FutFldHazard		FMP_ID

		FutFldExpPol		FMP_ID

		FutFldExpLn		FMP_ID

		FutFldExpPt		FMP_ID

		FutFldExpAll		FMP_ID

		Streams		FMP_ID

		FMP_HazPost		FMP_ID

		FMP Details Excel Workbook

		Table 1 Infrastructure Summary 

		Table 13 Identified FMP

		Table 16 Recommended FMP

		Table 19 Funding Survey

		No Negative Impacts Table

		HHModels Spreadsheet





FMS

		Feature Class/Table		Field Name		Change?		Count of Change		Description of Change

		FMS		FMS_ID

				FMS_NAME

				FMS_DESCR

				RFPG_NUM

				RFPG_NAME

				COUNTY

				HUC8

				HUC10

				HUC12

				WS_ID

				GOAL_ID

				AREA_SQMI

				FLD_TP_RIV

				FLD_TP_CST

				FLD_TP_LOC

				FLD_TP_PLY

				FLD_TP_OTH

				SPONSOR

				ENTITY_ID

				EMER_NEED

				FMS_TYPE

				FMS_COST

				NRNC_COST

				FUND

				FUND_SRC

				FUND_AMNT

				AREA_100

				AREA_500

				AREA_PRONE

				STRUCT_100

				STRUCT_500

				RES_STRUCT100

				POP_DAY100

				POP_NIGHT100

				POP100

				CRITFAC100

				LWC

				ROAD_MILES100

				ROADCLS

				FARMACRE100

				FATAL

				INJURY

				DAMAGE

				REDSTRUCT100

				REMSTRC100

				REMSTRC500

				REMRESSTRC100

				REMPOP100

				REMCRITFAC100

				REMLWC100

				REMRDLEN100

				REMROADCLS

				REMFRMACRE100

				REMFATAL

				REMINJR

				REMDAMAGE

				COSTSTRUCT

				OTH_BENEFT

				NEG_IMPACT

				NEG_DESC

				NEG_MITIG

				WATER_SUP

				WSUP_DESCR

				NATURE

				TRAFFIC

				ASSOCIATED

				ASSCFME_ID

				ASSCFMS_ID

				ASSCFMP_ID

				ASSC_DESC

				ASSC_FIF

				COMPARISON

				COMPFME_ID

				COMPFMS_ID

				COMPFMP_ID

				COMP_DESC

				RECOMMEND

				REC_DESC

				MODEL_ID

		Watershed		FMS_ID

		ExFldInfraPt		FMS_ID

		ExFldInfraLn		FMS_ID

		ExFldInfraPol		FMS_ID

		ExFldHazard		FMS_ID

		ExFldExpPol		FMS_ID

		ExFldExpLn		FMS_ID

		ExFldExpPt		FMS_ID

		ExFldExpAll		FMS_ID

		FutFldInfraPt		FMS_ID

		FutFldInfraLn		FMS_ID

		FutFldInfraPol		FMS_ID

		FutFldHazard		FMS_ID

		FutFldExpPol		FMS_ID

		FutFldExpLn		FMS_ID

		FutFldExpPt		FMS_ID

		FutFldExpAll		FMS_ID

		Streams		FMS_ID

		FMP_HazPost		FMS_ID

		Table 1 Infrastructure Summary 

		Table 14 Identified FMS

		Table 17 Recommended FMS

		Table 19 Funding Survey

		HHModels Spreadsheet





Other Feature Classes

		Feature Class		Change?		Count of Change		Description of Change

		Entities

		Watershed

		ExFldInfraPol

		ExFldInfraLn

		ExFldInfraPt

		ExFldProjs

		ExFldHazard

		Ex_Map_Gaps

		ExFldExpPol

		ExFldExpLn

		ExFldExpPt

		ExFldExpAll

		FutFldHazard

		FutFldExpPol

		FutFldExpLn

		FutFldExpPt

		FutFldExpAll

		ExFpMP

		Goals

		Streams

		FMP_HazPost

		ModelCoverage

		Fut_Map_Gaps 






ﬁ TEXAS WATER

Q DEVELOPMENT BOARD

Regional Flood Plan Amendment Process Timeline

Submit

amendment and

comments to
TWDB

Amendment materials are
RFPG considers available for TWDB EA RFPG consider
Amendment is brought OISR NI Tole=l=.M8 review and public comment Beellliel e RELES
to the RFPG with amendment at g4 decision on adopting
§361.51 (a) regular RFPG meeting (7 days)** RFP amendment***
§361.51 (c) §361.21 §361.51 (c)

TWDB
4 consideration
after EA review

(7-day notice) (7-day notice)
§361.21* §361.21*

Acronyms:

EA: Executive Administrator

RFP: Regional Flood Plan

RFPG: Regional Flood Planning Group
TWDB: Texas Water Development Board

Notes:

*RFPGs may consider and take action on an amendment during the same meeting with a 7-day public notice with TWDB approval.

**Written comment must be accepted for 7 days prior to the meeting and considered by the RFPG members prior to taking the ass ociated action.
***Meeting materials must be made available online for a minimum of 3 days prior to and 14 days following the meeting.

Updated September 2024





Texas Water Development Board

Regional Flood Plan Amendment

Process Timeline with a Political
Subdivision Petition

(7-day notice) (14-day notice)
§361.21 §361.21
(14-days)*
RFPG considers §361.21 RFPG considers
whether to Amendment materials are available for comments and Submit to
An amendment is proceed with TWDB EA review and public comment makes decision on TWDR*** TWDB
brought to the RFPG amendment at - o with adopting RFP consideration
§361.51 (a) regular RPG proceeds with RFP 4 amendment** after EA review
. amendment
meeting §361.51 (c)
§361.51 (c)
RFPG denies amendment
Political subdivision TWDB EA E'tA requgzlts e E_FPG
" i i o consider makin
sends a petition to determines if the appropriate -
the TWDB EA and amendment change,
RFPG Chair S.hOU Id be §361.51 (b)
§361.51 (b) included
Political subdivision requests an amendment to RFP

Notes:
*Written comment must be accepted for 14 days prior to the meeting and ***Submit public comments and amendment materials to TWDB.
considered by the RFPG members prior to taking the associated action. ****The RFPG shall consider amending its plan consistent with the request
**Meeting materials must be made available online for a minimum of 7 days within 90 days.

prior to and 14 days following the meeting.
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Table 24

		Table 24. No Negative Impacts for Recommended FMPs*

		Region Number		FMP ID		FMP Name		No Negative Impacts? (Yes/No)		Negative Impact Description		Planning level Mitigation Plan (Yes/ No)		Mitigation Plan Description		No Negative Impact Determination (Yes/No)		Basis of No Negative Impact Determination 
		Model ID		Model Name		Model Submitted		Study Name and Location		Engineer of Record (Optional)		Engineering Judgement Description

																		Model

																		Model and Study

























		*Please list all recommended FMPs. You may list ‘not applicable’ for negative impact for projects where NNI is not applicable (example: flood early warning system).






