Beneficiary Information

2019 Low and Moderate Income Summary Data (LMISD): Applicable block groups
2019 LMISD: Applicable Census Defined Place — Village of Pleak
Race/Ethnicity/Gender Calculator Form

American Fact Finder DPO5 Table



Fort Bend County

2019 LMISD

GEQID geoname Stusab |Countyname State County Tract Blckgr, Low Lowmod |Lowmoduniv |Lowmod_pct

15000U5481576754001 |Block Group 1, Census Tract 6754, Fort Bend County, Texas TX Fort Bend County |48 157 675400 1 1405 2530 3265 0.7749
15000U5481576754002 |Block Group 2, Census Tract 6754, Fort Bend County, Texas TX Fort Bend County |48 157 675400 |2 975 1870 4205 0.4447
15000U5481576755001 |Block Group 1, Census Tract 6755, Fort Bend County, Texas X Fort Bend County |48 157 675500 1 725 1025 9650 0.1062
15000U5481576755002 |Block Group 2, Census Tract 6755, Fort Bend County, Texas TX Fort Bend County |48 157 umumwoo 2 1250 2020 4635 0.4358




2019 LMISD - Census Defined Places
Fort Bend County

geoname

Stusab

State

Place

fow

lowmod

lowmoduniv

lowmod_pct |

Pleak village, Texas

TX

48

58088

610

965

1,500

64.3%|




TxCDBG RACE AND ETHNICITY / GENDER CALCULATOR

INSTRUCTIONS AND DATA SOURCE
Data Source: Most Recent ACS S-year Est. - Table DP05S
City Applicants: Enter city-wide data as refected on Table DP03
County Applicants: Enter census tract data as reflected on Table DPG5

- APPLICANT:|Tort Bend County (6754&6755)
Sex and Age ' ENTER DP05 DATA HERE
Male: 16330
Female: 12345
One Race
White: 17506
Black or African American: 3577
American Indian and Alaska Native: 3
Asian: 1212
Native Hawiian and Other Pacific Islander: 4
Some Other Race: 1444
Two ot more races: 923
-White and Black or African American: 291
-White and American Indian and Alaska Native: 101
~White and Asian; 53
-Black or African American and American Indian and Alaska Native: 50
Hispanig¢ or Latino and Race
Hispanic or Latino (of any race): 11075
Not Hispanic or Latino: 13534
-White alone: 8522
-Black or Aftican American alone: 3517
-American Indian and Alaska Native alone: 0
-Asian alone: 1152
-Native Hawiian and Other Pacific Islander alone: 4
-Soroe other race alone: 14
-Two or more races: 325
s Enter Number of Project Beneficiaries: 24669
Gender of Project Beneficiaries
Male 14049
Female 10620
Race and Ethnicity of Project Beneficiaries Hispanic Non-Hispanic
White 8984 8522
Black/African American 60 3517
American Indian/Alaska Native 3 0
Asian 60 1152
Native Hawiian/Other Pacific Islander 0 4
Some Other Race 1430 14
White and Black/African American 190 101
White and American Indian/Alaska Native 65 36
White and Asian 34 19
Black/African American and American Indian/Alaska Native 32 18
Other multi racial 277 151

Total;

24669




'TxCDBG RACE AND ETHNICITY / GENDER CALCULATOR

INSTRUCTIONS AND DATA SOURCE
Data Source: Most Recent ACS S-year Est. - Table DP035
City Applicants: Enter city-wide data as refected on Table DP05

County Applicants: Enter census tract data as reflected on Table DP05

- P APPLICANT:|Fort Bend County - Pleak
Sex and Age ENTER DP05 DATA HERRE
Male: 623
Female: oy
One Race
White: 1208
Black or Afiican American: 67
American Indian and Alaska Native: 3
Asian: 23
Native Hawiian and Other Pacific Islander: 4
Some Other Race: 50
Two or more races: 40
-White and Black or African American: 3
-White and American Indian and Alaska Native: 2
~White and Asian; 0
-Black or Aftican American and American Indian and Alaska Native: 0
Hispanic or Latino and Race
Hispanic or Latino {of any race): 788
Not Hispanic or Latino: 607
-White alone: 510
~Black or African American alone: 67
-American Indian and Alaska Native alone: 0
~Asian alone: 23
-Native Hawiian and Other Pacific Islander alone: 4
-Some other race alone: 0
-Two or more races: 3
: o _ - Enter Number of Project Beneficiaries: 1395
Gender of Project Beneficiaries
Male 623
Female 772
Race and Ethnicity of Project Beneficiaries - Hispanic Non-Hispanic
White 698 510
Black/African Ametican 0 67
American Indian/Alaska Native 3 0
Asian 0 23
Native Hawiian/Other Pacific Islander 0 4
Some Other Race 50 0
White and Black/African American 3 0
White and American Indian/Alaska Native 2 0
White and Asian 0 0
Black/African American and American Indian/Alaska Native 0 ]
Other multi racial 32 3
Total: 1395




<¢» 1U.S. Census Bureau

actFinder \ /

ACS DEMOGRAPHIC AND HOUSING ESTIMATES

2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Technical Documentation section.

Sample size and dala quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Methodology section

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates,

slates, counties, cities, and towns and estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject

SEX AND AGE
Total population
Male
Female
Sex ratio (males per 100 females)

Under 5 years
5to 9 years
10 to 14 years
15 to 19 years
20 to 24 years
25 to 34 years
35to 44 years
45 to 54 years
55 to 59 years
60 to 64 years
65 to 74 years
75 to 84 years
85 years and over

Median age (years)

1 of 4

Census Tract 6754, Fort Bend County, Texas

Estimate

8,196
4,006
4,190

95.6

963
999
562
415
681
1.145
1,120
780
459
324
532
131
a5

Margin of Error

+/-875
+/-550
+-514
+-14.1

+/-289
+/-268
+/-156
+/-211
+/-261
+/-313
+/-231
+/-214
+/-140
+/-120
+/-159

+/-79

+/-64

+-2.8

Percent

8,196
48.9%
51.1%

)

11.7%
12.2%
6.9%
51%
8.3%
14.0%
13.7%
9.5%
5.6%
4.0%
6.5%
1.6%
1.0%

(X

Percent Margin of
Error

)
+-3.7
+-3.7

(X)

+/-3.0
+-2.7
+/-1.6
+-2.3
+/-3.1
+-3.2
+/-2.8
+-2.8
+/-1.8
+-1.5
+/-2.1
+/-1.0
+-0.8

(X)

is the Census Bureau's Population Eslimates Program thal produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation,

Census Tract 6755, Fort Bend County, Texas

Estimate

16,473
8,134
8,339

97.6

1,350
941
1,636
1,238
1121
2,531
2,544
2,275
845
841
794
301
56

32.5

Margin of Error

+-1,113
+/-695
+-714
+-10.3

+/-282
+/-297
+/-468
+/-317
+/-366
+/-490
+/-432
+/-481
+/-263
+/-244
+/-222
+-123

+/-61

#=12

Percent

16,473
49 4%
50.6%

X)

8.2%
5.7%
9.9%
7.5%
6.8%
15.4%
15.4%
13.8%
5.1%
5.1%
4.8%
1.8%
0.3%

(%)

Percent Margin of
Error

(X)
+-26
+/-2.6

(X)

+-1.6
+-1.7
+/-2.6
+/-1.8
+-2.1
+/-3.1
+-2.2
+H-2.7
+-1.7
+/-1.5
+/-1.4
+-0.8
+/-0.4

(X}

05/07/2019



mcEmnﬁ. e T N Census Tract 6754, Fort Bend County, Texas ! i
Estimate Margin of Error | Percent m.m..nm_.m Margin of Estirmate Margin of Error Percent !
ror
" Under 18 years ) . . 2,784 P 34.0% 42 4893 lreag 5% | 27
16 years and over o ” ) : 5598 518 88.3% a7 12,321 /854 74.8% +-31
i8years and over : 5412 gD 6.0% vaz | 11,780 4733 71.5%
S P yearsandover o ) A 5,043 +/.357 | 51.5% +As 10,904 T ie2 B6.2%
62 years and over ” 908 | 186 | 1% H2s ! iae1 /266 9.1%
© 65 years and over . 748 | 4j4e 91% 2k 1151 +.241 7.0%
T igyears andover o o 5415 42 | 5412 TG 11,780 s 170
RV T ) N 2547 | 47 4T1% .29 5972 461 50.7% 22
Female T 2,865 T aiai2 52.9% Tarzg 5,808 R 49.3% Hps
Sex rafio (males per 100 females) o 889 +-10.8 o) 1028 Has " e TRy
65 years and over T : 748 +/-146 748 o 0] I +-241 1,151 X3
o . sl L s o - i
Female B 392 +-136 65.8% 81 +-178 50.4% |
Sex rafio (males por 100 femaissy T 52.0 w3 TR x +-36.2 o)
|
Yot poputation T o 8196 | 4875 | B.196 | 0 1472 I AR 16473 o
| .! o : " 7.959 +/-888 | 97 1% e s 787 +i-1 121 ’ 19
“fwoormore races 237 a9l 2.9% +18 686 | H3100 4% 19
° i |
Onerace 7,950 15767 | #1121 i
White ) 5,751 10775, #1315 , ”
S o R A e B 5 ST e T o W
}W_-_mlnm_‘.- indian and Alaska Zmz.f.m T T T [4] W ! H-5 DDJ& W
Cherokee tribal grouping T b i o o R
Chippewa tribal grouping 0! 0. T W
Navajo iribal grouping TR o +.21
Sioux fribal grouping : o T o T 0 i +-21
. e i
. g s
o N 138 21
i T , 130 #4138 W
Japanese ’ - 'Y 0. ) +-21 ,
“Korean ” " ) ] 0 35 AT
Vielnamese ™ ) E 14 20 +-33
" Giter Asian R T o Tose . +foa
" "Native Hawaiian and Other Paciic isiander ) 4 ‘ TTTh o +H-24 ;
T Native Hiawaiian i i P o +-21 |
Guamanian or Chamorro 4] o o ..i‘w.h |
Samoan ’ B 0 0, +-21
Other Pacific isiander T 0 0 I
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T Census Tract 6754, Fort Bend County, Texas Census Tract 6755, Fort Bend noc,rar Texas
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Perd nmq“mn Margin of Estimate : Margin of Error | Percent _umqommm Margin of
. TTor : rror
Some other race +-438 | 55% b3 997 | 4636 80% +35
Two or more races +/-149 2.9% +-1.8 686 +-310 4.2% +H-1.9
Wit and Black or African Armerican +-33 04% | +-04 955 ; +1-241 15% +-1.4
While and American indian and Alsska Nalive : 42 03% D5 - 74 74 T oA o4
White and Asian " 9 A9 oo +05 53 +/-87 0.3% +05
Black or African American and American Indian and Alaska Native o +-19 : 0.0% : 0.5 50 +-T7 0.3% +-0.5
: : i
“Race alone or in combination with one or more other races : e
Total population 8,196 +-875 8,196 | X) 18,473 +-1,113 16,473 o)
Whits 5,052 +.913 81.6% +54 | 11,307 +1,363 68.6% +/-6.3
“Black or African American 795 204 8% | 26 3208 490 " 20.0% 29
American indian and Alaska Native i . &7 T 0.8% +09 127 +-106 0.8% 08 |
T Asian i 218 T izg 27% HAB T 4 /746 74% 45
Native Hawaitan and Other Pacific Islander 44 +-66 0.5% : +-0.8 60 +/-75 0.4% +-0.5
Sorme oiher race ) T 546 | +437 6.7% | +53 1,155 /653 7% +39
HISPANIC OR LATING AND RACE T B B
Total population o 5198 +/-875 X 16,473 +1113 16,473 00
Hispanic or L&fine {af any race) - 4,948 yr 60 6187 +HA,100 37 6% 5.8
Mexican - o TTasm +-887 +H75 5317 1,130 32.3% /6.1
Puerto Rican 272 +-409 +/49 27 +i-32 0.2% 0.2
Cban g +-19 +.0.5 20 T s 0.1% 0.2
Other Hispanic or [ afing ) w05 43 0 523 +/-375 T s 0% | +/2.3
Nt Hiispanic or Latino 3,248 +-448 | . +-6.0 10285 1,073 62.4% s
. il aicne 2,440 /419 29 8%, ¢ 4152 6,082 T o5 36.9% HE54
ack or African American alone ) 629 4445 +22 2,888 | +/-433 17.5% 127
American indian and Alaska Nativa alone ) % VT i +05 | i o +/-21 D.0% +0.2
_ Asian aone . - 108 , HH3 L 13% 14 1,047 | 73z 6.4% ey
Native Hawaiian and Other Pagiiic Islander alane 4 +-6 0.0% | +£-0.1 0! +-21 0.0% +-0.2 !
Same ofher race alons T o ’ Y T 0.0% : H05 14 ] w27 0.1% 02 |
""" Two or mare races ’ O TR 0.9% | 09 255 /157 | 15% A0
Twa races including Some ather race o A 0.0% 108 13 w24 T oA +oa’]
~7"" Twe races exduding Some other race, and Three or more racas 70 w4 0.9% +-08 | 242 . w158 1 1.5% W0
S Fotal housing Unis T 2ee1 | +436 TR Tl 5,747 /185 | 09 o
CITIZEN, VOTING AGE PGRUIATION B . ! ) :
Ciizen, 18 and over population 4,420 +454 ¢ 4,420 : oG +-838 10,744 o
T hiale 2005 4253 4549, | LD 5393 : +/-568 . 50.2% | +/28
" Female ) 2,415 +-332 54.5% | +432 5351 apaEs 40.8% +28

Data are based on a sample and are subject 10 sampling variablifty. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampting variabflity is represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here
of error can be interpreted roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval
sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject te nonsampling error (for a discussion of ronsampling varia

3 of4

is the 80 percent margin of emor. The margin
defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of eror {the lower and uppar confidence bounds) cantains the true value. In addition to
ty, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampfing ermor is

05/07/2019



not represenied in these tablas.

For mare information on undersfanding race and Hispanic origin data, please see the Census 2010 Brief entitled, Overview of Race and Higpanic Origin: 2010, issued March 2011, (pdf format)

While the 2013-2017 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally refiect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB) definitions of :._mn.ovg.mm: and micropelitan statistical areas: in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of
the prircipal cities shown in ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences In the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural populations, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As 2 result, data for urbar and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the resulis of ocngoing
urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Commurity Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbels:

1. An "™ entry in the margin of error column indicates that efther no sample cbservations or too few sample chservations were available to compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.

2. An - entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample obeervations or 100 few sample obsarvations were available to compute an eslimate, or 2 ratio of medians cannot be calculaied because one or both of the median estimates falls in the
lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. :

3. An’ following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.

4. An '+ fallowing a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an apen-ended distribution.

5. An "** enfry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval ar upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A statistical test is not appropriate.
8. An"***" eniry in the margin of erer column indicates that the estimate is contralled. A statistical test for sampiing variability s not appropriate.

7. An'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of sample cases is too smal.

&. An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.



U.S. Census Bureau

}je;; T v y {\ )
FactFinder N\

DPO05 ACS DEMOGRAPHIC AND HOUSING ESTIMATES

2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey

website in the Technical Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community

Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population

Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities, and towns and

estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject

SEX AND AGE
Total population
Male
Female
Sex ratio (males per 100 females)

Under 5 years
5to 9 years
10 to 14 years
15to 19 years
20 to 24 years
2510 34 years
35 to 44 years
45 to 54 years
55 to 59 years
60 to 64 years
65 to 74 years
75 to 84 years
85 years and over

Median age (years)

Under 18 years

16 years and over
18 years and over
21 years and over
62 years and over
65 years and over

18 years and over
Male
Female
Sex ratio (males per 100 females)

1 of 3

Estimate

1,395
623
772

80.7

212
52
93
55

141

175

128

172

104
62

126
64
11

323

404
1,028
991
927
244
201

991
455
536
84.9

Pleak village, Texas

Margin of Error

+/-410
+/-166
+/-275
+/-22.5

171
+-33
+/-54
+/-33
+/-93
+/-82
+/-63
+/-76
+/-62
+-30
+/-47
+-41
+[-15

+/-8.9

+/-198
+/-248
+/-237
+/-210
+-81
+/-76

+/-237
+/-107
+/-163
+-25.0

Percent

1,395
44.7%
55.3%

X)

15.2%
3.7%
6.7%
3.9%

10.1%

12.5%
9.2%

12.3%
7.5%
4.4%
9.0%
4.6%
0.8%

{X)

29.0%
73.7%
71.0%
66.5%
17.5%
14.4%

991
45.9%
54.1%

(X)

Percent Margin of
Error

(X)
+/-6.5
+-6.5

(X)

+-9.1
+-2.3
+/-3.3
+-2.2
+/-4.5
+/-4.9
+/-4.7
+/-5.1
+/-3.5
+/-2.3
+-4.1
+-3.2
+-1.1

(X)

+-7.2
+H-7.7
+-7.2
+-10.1
+-7.2
+/-6.6

(X)
+/-6.8
+-6.8

X)

05/07/2019



Subject

Male
" Female
" "Bex ratio (males per 100 fe

"~ Total popuiation -

65year_s_and0ver D S

Estimate

“One race
"Two or more races

Pleak wllage, Texas

Margm of Error

R A Ei

Percent

" iPercent Margin of ;

Error |
e 0
A
et

~ Onerace

White

" Black or African American

e
i
[

R

| H69
53

Amerlcan Indian and | aska Natlve
" Gherakee tribal groupmg )

" "Chippewa tribal grouping

Navajo tribal grouping

Sloux tribal grouping

A3|an
" Asian Indian
B

Filipino

Japanese

"Korean

Vietnamese
Other Asian

‘Native Hawaiian

tive Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander ey

-I-
-~
G)

ian or Charr

" Other Pacific Islander

""Some other race

cicioh o oloocio

o
[=]

TWO or more I'HCBS

“White and Black or African American

" White and American Indian and Alaska Native

White and Asian

Alaska Native

"Race alone or in combination with one or more other

races

_ Total populailon o

hite

; ‘Black or African American
" American indian and Alaska Native

Asian

“Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander

Some other race

HISPANIC OR LATINO AND RACE
" Total popu}at'lon" o
; Hlspanlc or Latlno (of any race)
" Mexican -

“Puerto Rlcan N

"Cuban
" Other Hispanic or Latlno
ot Hispanic or Latino o

" 'White alone

2 of 3

"Black or African American alone
Amaerican Indian and Alaska Native alone

568%|

- 51.2%

i 40 +-40 )
2 A 6
) 2 -4
| 0l 413
" Black or African American and American Indian and | 0 1
: i
+-382 88 6% _ H89
hasd) 5:8% | M58
) 5 -7 0.4% | H-05
23 +-35 | 1.8% | +-24
........ ) LR BTSN LS
- 82 52% +42
; : J— e =
- +-410 1385 | )

+A1.9
+-12.5 |

0.5%

+-0.9 |

OO%

L) R

43.5%

+-2.8 |
+/34;
+/11q;

36.6%
4.8%

0%

110 )
53

05/07/201%




Plea}( v|||age, Texas et nees st ot

i

" Subject I N
’ ~ Estimate Margin of Error Percent ' ﬁé}&e’ﬁ't“ﬁdéfgih“o'f';
PO : U R _.Error N
Asian alone 23 +/-35 3
‘Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone 4 e
T e s
Two of mote races 31 v )
""Two races including Some otherrace 0 +-13
“"Two races exciuding Some other race, and Three | 3 e
MO TACeS . o
Total housing units 500 ) ) |
C|T|ZEN VOTING AGE POPULATlON -----
Cltazen 18 and over popuiatlon o o918 +-221 o918 | . (X)
" Male ) 423 | w02 46.1% +-7.5
_ Femals 495 eSS 539% H-T5

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimata arising from sampling variability is
represenied through the use of a margin of error. The valua shown here is the 20 percent margin of errer. The margin of error can b interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of errar and the estimate pius the margin of
arror {the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables. '

For more information on understanding race and Hispanic origin daia, please see the Census 2010 Brief entitled, Overview of Race and Hispanic
Crigin: 2010, issued March 2011. (pdf format)

While the 2013-2017 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)

_ definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statislical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in

ACS fables may differ from tha OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural popuiations, housing units, and characteristics reflect houndaries of urban areas defined basaed on Census 2010 data. As

a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Exptanation of Symbals:

1. An "* entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observalions were avaitable to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.

2. An - entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an

astimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falis in the Iowest interval or upper interval of an

open-ended distribution.

3. An - following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.

4, An '+ following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.

5. An ™** entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-aended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.

6. An "*" entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlisd. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.

7. An’'N'enlry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is oo small.

8. An '{X) means that the astimate is not applicable or not available.
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Documentation of Hurricane Harvey Related Damage

The following section includes qualitative documentation of Hurricane Harvey impacts along Big Creek
and the Village of Pleak. This includes:

Fort Bend County’s Disaster Declaration for Hurricane Harvey

USGS Big Creek at Highway 36 gauge readings for during Hurricane Harvey



L PO 201709124

DECLARING A LOCAL STATE OF DISASTER

WHEREAS, the County of Fort Bend County on the 24th day of August, 2017
has suffered widespread or severe damage, injury, or loss of life or property (or there is
imminent threat of same) resulting from Tropical Storm (Hurricane) Harvey and,

WHEREAS, the judge of the County of Fort Bend County has determined that
extraordinary measures must be taken to alleviate the suffering of people and to protect

or rehabilitate property;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT PROCLAIMED BY THE COUNTY JUDGE OF
FORT BEND COUNTY:

1. That a state of disaster is declared for the County of Fort Bend.

2. That the County's Emergency Management Plan has been implemented.
3. That this state of disaster shall continue for a period of not more than seven
days of the date hereof, unless the same is continued by consent of the
Commissioners Court of the County of Fort Bend County, Texas.

4. That this proclamation shall take effect immediately from and after its

issuance.

ORDERED this the 24" day of August, 2017

Uy dhbar—

County Judge

RETURNED AT COUNTER TO:

FBL0eMN / Kelley lagt.

201 A S ww SN

Ricnnona TxX ’HL&M - S
FILED AND RECORDED

N OFFICIAL PUBLIC RECORDS

Soso, Hichacel

Laura Richard, County Clerk

i’.‘: / 2 Fort Bend County, Texas
2 15 August 24, 2017 11 55:12 an

FEE: 30 00 RR! 2017095124

MISC




Big Creek Gauge on Hwy 36 (near Needville, TX)
Hurricane Harvey — Water Flows/Discharge (cubic feet per second)

USGS 08115000 Big Ck nr Needville, TX
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Big Creek Gauge on Hwy 36 (near Needyville, TX)
Hurricane Harvey — Gauge Height (feet)

USGS 08115000 Big Ck nr Needville, TX
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(HTWRNT U.8. Department of Houslng and Urban

& ” % Devefopment
Sl 2 451 Seventh Btrost, SW
% I £ Washington, DC 20410
et www.hud.gov
espanel.hud.gay
Environmental Review
for Activity/Project that is Exempt or
Categorically Excluded Not Subject to Section 58.5
Pursuant to 24 CFR 58.34(a) and 58.35(b)
Project Infermation

Project Nama: 2017-CDBG-DR-Infrastructure-Project-Administration

HEROS Numbet: 900000010086175

State / Local Identifier:
Project Location: 301 Jackson 5t, Richmond, TX 77469

Additienal Location Information:
N/A

Description of the Proposed Project [24 CFR 5(.12 & 58.32; 40 CFR 1508.25):
The proposed project is general administration of the CDBG-DR Infrastructure Program.

Level of Environmental Review Detarmination
Activity / Project is Exempt per 24 CFR 58.34(a):
58.34(a)(3)

Fuhding Information

Grant Number HUD Program Program Name
Community Planning and Community Development Block Grants {Disaster
TBD Development (CPD) Recovery Assistance)

Estimated Total HUR Funded Amount:  $261,217.00

Estimated Total Project Cost [24 CFR 58.2 {a} (5)]: $261,217.00

Mitigation Measures and Conditions [CFR 1505.2{c}]:

Summatized below are all mitigation measures adopted by the Responsible Entity to reduce, avoid or
eliminate adverse environmental impacts and to avoid non-compliance or non-conformance with the
above-listed authorities and factors, These measures/conditions must be incorporated into project
contracts, development agreements and other relevant documents, The staff responsible for
implementing and monitoring mitigation measures shouid be clearly identified in the mitigation plan.




2017-CDBG-DR-Infrastructure- Richmond, TX 900000010086175
Project-Administration

Law, Authority, | Mitigation Measure or Condition ’ Comments on Complete
or Factor Completed Measures

Preparer Signature: n\‘OJMJQUIOWL \C%w Date: YV\_%L '2, }Ofcf

Name / Title/ Organization:  Marilynn Kindell / / FORT BEND COUNTY

| ) _ ) "
Responsible Entity Agency Official Signature: _|'Y an“{ﬂaé QMM Date: “L@,_(:z Ja J-O /(’f

Name/ Title: \N’\ML\M“nm Ktnclo (L , CN Dive Any

This original, signhed document and related supporting material must be retained on file by the
Responsible Entity in an Environment Review Record (ERR) for the activity / project (ref: 24 CFR Part
58.38) and in accordance with recordkeeping requirements for the HUD program(s).
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U.8. Department of Houging and Urban
Development

451 Seventh Sirest, SW

Wasghington, DC 20410

wwehud. gov
aspanol. hud.gov

Environmental Review
for Activity/Project that is Exempt or

Categorically Excluded Not Subject to Section 58.5
Pursuant to 24 CFR 58.34(a) and 58.35({b)

Project Infermation
Project Name: 2017-CDBG-DR-Infrastructure-Project-Administration

HEROS Number; 900000010086175

Responsible Entity (RE):  FORT BEND COUNTY, PO Box 1202 Richmend TX, 77406
State / Local identifier:

RE Preparer: Marilynn Kindell

Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):

Point of Contact:
Consultant (if applicable):
Paint of Contact:

Project Location: 301 Jackson St, Richmond, TX 77469

Additional Location Information:
N/A

Description of the Proposed Project [24 CFR 50.12 8 58.32; 40 CFR 1508.25]:
The proposed project is general administration of the CDBG-DR infrastructure Program,

Level of Environmental Review Determination
Activity./ Project is Exempt per 24 CFR 58.34(a):
58.34(a){3} ,

Signature Page ‘
CDBG-DR Infrastructure Sighature Page.pdf




2017-CDBG-DR-Infrastructure-
Project-Administration

Funding Information

Richmond, TX

900000010086175

Grant / Project HUD Program Program Name
Identification
Number
Comimunity Planning and Cormmunity Development 8lock Grants (Disaster
TBD Development (CPD) Recovery Assistance)
Estimated Total HUD Funded, Assisted $261,217.00
or Insured Amount:
Estimated Total Project Cost [24 CFR 58.2 (a) (5)]: $261,217.00

Compliance with 24 CFR §50.4 & 558.6 Laws and Authorities

Compliance Factors:

Statutes, Executive Orders, and
Regulations listed at 24 CFR §50.4 &
§58.6

Are formal
compliance steps
ot mitigation
reguired?

Compliance determination
(See Appendix A for source
determinations)

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR §50.4 & § 58.6

Airport Runway Clear Zones and
Clear Zones
24 CFR part 51

O Yes I No

Based on the project description the
project includes no activities that would
require further evaluation under this
section. The project is in compliance
with Alrport Runway Clear Zone
requirements.

Coastal Barrier Resources Act
Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as
amended by the Coastal Barrier
Improvement Act of 1990 [16 USC
3501]

O Yes I No

This praject is not located in a CBRS
Unit. Therefore, this project has no
potential to impact a CBRS Unit and is in
compliance with the Coastal Barrier
Resources Act.

Flood Insurance

Flood Disaster Protection Act of
1873 and National Flood Insurance
Reform Act of 1994 [42 USC 4001-
4128 and 42 USC 51544a]

CF Yes [ No

Rased on the project description the
project includes no activities that would
require further evaluation under this
section. The project does not require
flood insurance or is excepted from
flood insurance. While flood insurance
may not be mandatory In this instance,
HUD recommends that all insurable
structures maintain flood insurance
under the National Flood Insurance
Program {NFIP). The project is in
compliance with Flood Insurance

05/22/2019 09:40
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2017-CDBG-DR-Infrastructura- Richmond, TX
Praject-Administration

200000010086175

Compliance Factors: Are farmal
Statutes, Executive Crders, and compliance steps
Regulations listed at 24 CFR §50.4 & or mitigation
§58.6 required?

Compliance determination
(See Appendix A for source
determinations}

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR §50.4 & § 58.6

|

| requirements.

Mitigation Measures and Conditions [CFR 40 1505.2(c)]: Summarized below ara ail mitigation measures
adopted by the Responsible Entity to reduce, avoid or eliminate adverse environmental impacts and to
avaid non-compliance or non-conformance with the above-listed authorities and factors. Thesa
measures/conditions must be incorporated into project contracts, development agreements and other
relevant documents. The staff responsible for implementing and monitoring mitigation measures should

be clearly identified in the mitigation plan.

Law, Autharity, | Mitigation Measure or Condition
or Factor

Comments on

Completed Measuras

Complete

Mitigation Plan

Supporting documentation on completed measures

05/22/2019 09:40
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2017-CDBG-DR-Infrastructure- Richmond, TX : 200000010086175
Project-Administration

APPENDIX A: Related Federal Laws and Authorities

Airport Runway Clear Zones

1 Does the project involve the sale or acyuisition of developed property?
v No

Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section.
Yes
Compliance Determination .
Based on the project description the project includes no activities that would require further evaluation
under this section, The project is in compliance with Airport Runway Clear Zone requirements.
Supporting documentation
Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?

 Yes
v No

05/22/2G19 09:4¢0 Page4 of 4




2017-CDBG-DR-Infrastructure- Richmond, TX 900000010086175
Project-Administration

‘Coastal Barrier Resources

73

1. Is the project located in a CBRS Unit?
v No

Document and upload map and documentation below,
Yas

Screen Summary
Compliance Determination

This project is not lacated in a CBRS Unit. Therefore, this project has na potential to impact a CBRS Unit
and is in compliance with the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.

Supporting documentation
Are formal compliance steps or mitigation requirad?

Yes
v No

05/22/2019 (09:40 Page5of 5




Richmond, TX : 900000010086175

2017-CDBG-DR-Infrastructure-
Project-Administration

L. Doss this project involve financial assistance for construction, rehabilitation, or acguisition of
a mobhile home, bullding, or insurable personal property?

v No. This project does not require flood insurance or is excepted from flood insurance.
Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section.

Yes

Screen Summary

Compliance Determination

Based on the project description the project includes no activities that wauld require further evaluation
under this section. The project does not require flood insurance or is excepted from flood insurance.
While flood insurance may not be mandatory in this instance, HUD recommends that all insurable
structures maintain flood insurance under the National Flood Insurance Program {NFIP). The project is in
compliance with Flood Insurance requirements.

Supporting documentation

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
) Yes
v No
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