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BackgroundBackground

� RWPGs may recommend segments to TWDB, which then 
reviews and recommends to Texas Legislature

� Legislative designation “ solely means that a state agency 
or political subdivision of the state may not finance the 
actual construction of a reservoir in a specific river or 
stream segment” TWC 16.051(f)

� RWPG must assess impact of regional water plan on 
designated segments
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CriteriaCriteria

� Five criteria to consider:

1. Biological Function
� Quantity (acreage or areal extent of habitat)
� Quality (biodiversity, age, uniqueness)

2. Hydrologic Function
� Water Quality
� Flood Attenuation and Flow Stabilization
� Groundwater Recharge and Discharge

3. Occurrence of Riparian Conservation Areas
4. Occurrence of High Water Quality, Exceptional Aquatic Life or 

High Aesthetic Value
5. Occurrence of Threatened or Endangered Species and/or 

Unique Communities
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StatusStatus

� August 2000: Hicks & Company report prepared for Brazos 
G RWPG identifies 19 segments meeting one or more 
criteria

� No segments recommended in 2001 Brazos G Regional 
Water Plan

� Copy of Hicks & Co. report is posted on Brazos G website 
for review by RWPG

� Today:
1. Review Hicks Report information
2. Review TPWD recommendations
3. Consider recommendation to Brazos G RWPG
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Hicks & Co. MethodologyHicks & Co. Methodology

� Started with TPWD unique stream segment listing 
as a base (11 identified by TPWD in ~2000)

� Evaluated the biological function of several 
additional sites by analyzing Landsat imagery

� Conducted site visits to verify habitat quality
� Analyzed stream segments to determine 

contributions to hydrologic function
� Located Riparian Conservation Areas
� Referenced threatened and endangered species 

data

� Started with TPWD unique stream segment listing 
as a base (11 identified by TPWD in ~2000)

� Evaluated the biological function of several 
additional sites by analyzing Landsat imagery

� Conducted site visits to verify habitat quality
� Analyzed stream segments to determine 

contributions to hydrologic function
� Located Riparian Conservation Areas
� Referenced threatened and endangered species 

data



6

Findings of Hicks & Co. ReportFindings of Hicks & Co. Report

� 19 stream segments met at least one criteria 
contained in 31 TAC 357.8.
� 10 met the criteria for biological function
� 4 met the criteria for hydrologic function
� 5 met the criteria for riparian conservation 

areas
� 9 met the criteria for high water 

quality/exceptional aquatic life/high aesthetic 
value

� 4 segments contain threatened/endangered 
species or unique communities
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Stream Segments Identified by Hicks & 
Co. (2000)
Stream Segments Identified by Hicks & 
Co. (2000)

� Brazos River – Bosque, Johnson, 
Somervell & Hood Counties

� Brazos River – Palo Pinto County
� Clear Fork of the Brazos River –

Stephens County
� Colony Creek – Eastland County
� Colorado River – Lampasas 

County
� Cow Bayou – Falls & McLennan 

Counties
� East & Middle Yegua Creeks –

Lee & Burleson Counties
� Lake Creek – Grimes County
� Lampasas River – Lampasas & 

Hamilton Counties
� Leon River – Coryell & Bell 
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� Little River – Milam & Bell 
Counties

� Navasota River – Brazos & 
Grimes Counties

� Navasota River – Robertson & 
Leon Counties

� Neils Creek – Bosque County
� Nolan River – Johnson & Hill 

Counties
� North Bosque River – McLennan 

County
� Paluxy River – Somervell, Hood, 

& Erath Counties
� Steele Creek – Bosque County
� Willis Creek – Williamson County
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Counties

� Navasota River – Brazos & 
Grimes Counties

� Navasota River – Robertson & 
Leon Counties

� Neils Creek – Bosque County
� Nolan River – Johnson & Hill 

Counties
� North Bosque River – McLennan 

County
� Paluxy River – Somervell, Hood, 

& Erath Counties
� Steele Creek – Bosque County
� Willis Creek – Williamson County

Green designates not identified by TPWD
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Stream Segments Identified by TPWD 
(May 2002)
Stream Segments Identified by TPWD 
(May 2002)

� Brazos River – from a point immediately upstream of the 
confluence of Camp Creek upstream to DeCordova Bend 
Dam

� Brazos River – from the Palo Pinto/Parker County line 
upstream to Morris Shepphard Dam

� Colony Creek – from the confluence with the Leon River to 
the headwaters

� Colorado River – from a point immediately upstream of the 
confluence of Yancey Creek upstream to the 
Lampasas/Mills/San Saba County line

� Cow Bayou – from the confluence with the Brazos River 
upstream to the union of North and South Coy Bayous

� Double Mountain Fork Brazos River – from the confluence 
with Salt Fork Brazos River upstream to the Kent/Garza 
County Line
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� Lake Creek – from the confluence with the West Fork of the 
San Jacinto River upstream to a point 2.5 miles upstream of 
SH 30

� Little River – from the confluence with the Brazos River 
upstream to the confluence of the Leon and Lampasas 
Rivers

� Neils Creek – from the confluence with the Bosque River 
upstream to the union of the North and Middle Forks of 
Neils Creek

� North Fork Double Mountain Brazos River – from the 
confluence with Double Mountain Fork Brazos River 
upstream to the Kent/Garza County Line

� Paluxy River – from the confluence with the Brazos River 
upstream to the confluence of the North and South Paluxy
Rivers
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Stream Segments Identified by TPWD 
(May 2002) (2)
Stream Segments Identified by TPWD 
(May 2002) (2)

Green designates not identified in 2000
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� Salt Fork Brazos River – from Knox/Baylor County Line 
upstream to the Kent/Garza County Line

� San Gabriel River – from the confluence with the Little River 
upstream to Granger Lake Dam

� Steele Creek – from the confluence with the Brazos River 
upstream to the headwaters

� Willis Creek – from the confluence with the San Gabriel 
River upstream to the headwaters
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upstream to the headwaters

� Willis Creek – from the confluence with the San Gabriel 
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Stream Segments Identified by TPWD 
(May 2002) (3)
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Green designates not identified in 2000
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Actions by Other RegionsActions by Other Regions

NO
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Questions/Discussion/Action?Questions/Discussion/Action?

HDR Recommendation:

� Do not designate until Legislature further 
clarifies implications of designation
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