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2015 Population by 12 HUC Watershed
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Data Source: The 12 HUC watershed populations were calculated using NCTCOG RIS

hydrology dataset, US Census data, and use of ArcMap Spatial Statistics Toolbox. The

2010 Census spatial boundaries were used to allocate aggregated calculate population

estimates for the census block groups using RIS population projections for the year 2015 r T T ! .

in the MPA. This data combined with the 12 HUC watersheds was used to create Areal 0 45 9 135Mies
Weighted Demographic Variable to provide population estimates on the 12 HUC

watershed level.
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2040 Population by 12 HUC Watershed
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Data Source: The 12 HUC watershed populations were calculated using NCTCOG RIS

hydrology dataset, US Census data, and use of ArcMap Spatial Statistics Toolbox. The

2010 Census spatial boundaries were used to allocate aggregated calculate population

estimates for the census block groups using RIS population projections for the year 2040 r T T ! .

in the MPA. This data combined with the 12 HUC watersheds was used to create Areal 0 45 9 135Mies
Weighted Demographic Variable to provide population estimates on the 12 HUC

watershed level.
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Regional Ecosystem Framework: VEIL Composite
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The Regional Ecosystem Framework: VEIL Composite score represents the combined score of all 10 VEIL
layers. A higher score indicates that resources of relatively high concern may be present and that
additional review, documentation, and consultation with the applicable agency may be needed. The VEIL
layers include: Green Infrastructure (Wildlife Habitat, Natural Areas, Agricultural Land); Water Quality
and Flooding (Impaired Water Segments, Flood Zones, Surface Water Quantity, and Wetlands); and
Ecosystem Value (Rarity, Diversity, and Ecosystem Sustainability). Data sources include the Texas GRID
and EPA Region 6 Regional Ecosystem Assessment Protocol data. This information has been developed
for the Dallas-Fort Worth MPA for use in long-range planning. These scores are meant to be used as a
preliminary screening tool for potential impact identification. For more information on the calculations for
this layer, please visit www.nctcog.org/REF.

North Central Texas
Council of Governments August 6, 2014




UTCT GREENBELT MASTER PLAN - JULY 15, 2015
STREAM AND WATERSHED PRIORITY RESULTS
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Watershed Protection Plans in North Central Texas 2015
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The Trust for Public Land

conserves land for people to enjoy

as parks, gardens, and other natural places,
ensuring livable communities

for generations to come.
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Objectives for the Lake Worth Greenprint: F R ‘ b RT H

. Develop a long-term vision for a Lake Worth area open space network, and involve stakeholders in the decision-making process.

. Build upon plans already complete or underway, e.g. trail alignment study for Lake Worth, Lake Worth Vision Plan, and the Lake Worth CIIP.
. Identify lands most important for lake water quality, as well as other related community driven open space/conservation goals.

. Help the city and stakeholders evaluate the relative importance of undeveloped land in the watershed. Council of Governments
. Evaluate tools that can be used to protect Lake Worth's water quality.

. Provide education about voluntary conservation easements (CEs) and their tax advantages to potential partners to make CE opportunities more widely understood and TRUST

Zones

7

(0]
High:View Montecristo 2 } i<l
E3 T
© - i <
Parts re==stewalt = # ©odiRidge % if =
gas 5 g g | @ 4 | 9, g
¢ A = =} ine:Ridge < Co
5 ] 2 S 2 | L S ¢l:ake o, S
= @ 25 erl) S Eag D kS
& 15 g Teeway ” | £ G Vi (carden
2 = e ' ‘ S %
c S £ 0 %
=] 173 o)
o = ) <,
Ll N Z L e R ) BRLvenore
§é Church™ é o } %‘9@ -
8 & = < \“\e‘
E | & O eNVe, >
© ;
o o

EEEEE

T —

fffffff

~thaniel

N NineMilgy Pinionpark=3! cp=E

2,
2 %
%, 9

4 For&t Worth
\& Nature Center

Greenfield i+

Over-Lake 28y

ey
-
‘—“- r .
f .._ 0\|e j
y G 1

Tortolse © 2
( o 3
Eag\®’ 73 % E
2
\le?’{b
A j %% ¢ _
Lo ely‘Oak_l d A A !__— ,,.
. a - "
| ‘ S0 2l ove Circle
(1)

5 = £ s 5wl Boig W
; 3 of 2l ¢ 2 55 Sty Ry
p
@ a g 2o° T . =-odlg o
& ,o,/}; £ o QIFO. G//\Vth” o =
gt 0, v \oh & E & "% e, VS SeaBreeze €
e——————n E 7 A P at? 12 i A % ®, YYD T
% —=c . i, ". Y A [ f3 Y. o  |—Ggf =———=FairWind o
I:T!\ @ré > Unp sy -‘ i - . - = = R S E o inati &)
S /\\ © 3 e, : C g N - a4 ©, = > S & = = 2
S < e s ) = W 1 T SRS = . 0T O o O
e, g <@ % : A / @ Gra 5 SHeSZio s %5
\fv/ % B TO Bay’ S & N s Viac FiF \ : Il L = Bam=a=Bll 5
= 3 3 = N ‘ Lakeside b * o CwErTTe T g
S .&Q"_y_ﬁ Ood> &L 2 e =, 3 . Keyhole 3
N S_\ £ o 5 = = C40 2 Az |
Cre® >
a
e
¥ RO

n
@
>
£
==
r#
\\\\\ ~Hill» - 6@)}:
\ g @
£ fi5
oooooooooo =8 5
A
Q!

Roxanne;

<3

L=
o, oy, 2 CA i
A o\Gates 9 2 s 5 T'/ | : % \ice
lcg . o) *ns . — — ==l.al? ‘—r]‘d\_— mmmmmmmmmmm iPlace allis
3 - - y ! . -
’ Ly & k S O t & od RSO e i G
cky, I i \ O \ = N T /7«9,0
Taw & i \_ B o " alla V VY oy, ; \ £ P
_ake:0ak A s ) S S AVAL =8, 8 gt ) = o
\-ake:Oaks rYEm y; . Ofv‘. a ) =) ao 2 i swo N S o
i (S (CTesSS N = . D,
.

ID‘%
; % S | oSGl NI R OSSR R Maring 2 e itk VA N La:keV[,e“ m

S, oy 3
e R e YA = ‘ y N W
2 & - r B R2i0e It S
3 ) ] < YR G - a &
‘Lo‘ n /e N S N
0 = SunZy oot B X () e &
g €1 2 3 Yol > @
% 2, A 4 o 2 5% 9 2
L4 O ) o £ 29 % 5
el S| ) @ 9
(of2 N n S . )

e
Te\e\)“{\ . §g-: g*
rbonneati oy ML AKE[—=i2
= \<—7 = N\/\Vorth wsce!

RRRRRRR

S O
A 'LBlg'Bemy Rocky:Point
‘ c

Wildwood 4l
North

X 7 § . | 2 8
P \Vildwood n .
Malaga\ = H\ :
S eNYReynoldSissd - A : y
) ?./"A \ %;Z Qe‘\\«\/ ‘ Graham
Circgh 57 e . >
| ] $‘ (’ﬁaylﬁ’—% ‘—Aiache
S ’1- 2 D N &
n ) V:;a ﬂﬁﬁ‘am'wz%m Keenum-Shelton v Q“d‘ .
'\’ "\_/‘ ; s : g ; : Dog Park \wad'o A’*@AO\ S
\RGint i g 1 Y, o |
g E 3 KN
\ 2 i §> o [ N @@\9
4 R o Y- i

{L ou o

)\ ow S 'PloyeplimdsWept

Lake Worth %

g L

=¥ Lo =&'Marion
ESansom

This map depicts High Priority Water Quality Zones for the
Lake Worth Watershed as determined via the Lake Worth
Greenprint process.
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The following criteria were identified by the Greenprint
Technical Advisory Team for creating this map,
with relative importance as shown below:

Riparian Vegetation 20%
Canopy Cover 15%
Floodplains and Buffers 15%
Wetlands 13%
Steep Slopes 11%
Steep Stream Banks 11%
Erodible Soils 11%
Native Vegetation 4%

Soils with Slow Infiltration 3%
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