COUNTY JUDGE

February 3, 2009

Honorable Robert Hebert e
Fort Bend County Judge

301 Jackson, Suite 719

Richmond, Texas 77469

Re:  Development of the Grand Parkway
Approval of Market Valuation Waiver Agreement

Dear Judge Hebert:

This letter is being sent to advise you of the status of the market valuation process for the
Grand Parkway project. Most of you attended the lunch meeting at the offices of the
Houston-Galveston Area Council (“H-GAC”) on January 23. If not, I hope that your
staff who attended have been able to advise you about our discussions at that meeting. At
that time representatives of TXDOT and Harris County staff and others confirmed that we
were close to agreement on a Market Valuation Waiver Agreement for the Grand
Parkway project. At the end of last week we completed our negotiations, and included
with this letter is a copy of the final draft agreement.

Reaching this waiver agreement means that, under the procedures set out in Senate Bill
792, approved by the Texas Legislature during the 2007 Legislative Session, the seven
counties through which the project is routed will now have the first option (or local
primacy) to determine if and how we want to develop the Grand Parkway. First, each of
us must officially approve the waiver agreement at a meeting of our respective
commissioners’ courts. Then, collectively, we have a six-month evaluation period to
decide whether to develop the project and in what manner. Issues for consideration
during this evaluation period will include how we organize ourselves to manage the
development of the project, how we procure the project (publicly or privately), how we
finance the capital and maintenance and operating costs of the project, how we share
surplus revenues among ourselves (if and when available) and what role TxDOT will
play, among others.
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If we decide to proceed we will need to advise TxDOT and others of our conclusion and
promptly begin work. If we decide not to proceed, then TxDOT will have a two-month
option period to determine whether to develop the project on the same terms and
conditions that all of us, together with TxDOT and the Transportation Policy Council of
H-GAC, approved last fall.

At the January 23 meeting, most counties seemed favorable toward approving the waiver
agreement, thus triggering the six-month local primacy period. Accordingly, we have
now reached the point where it is time to make that decision official, or not. Time is
important, and in any event we should move as expeditiously as possible. I look forward
to discussing this agreement and the proposed development of the project with you over
the next week. Thanks in advance for your consideration and attention to this important
regional matter.

Sincerely,
ég W
Ed Emmett <

County Judge

cc:  Members, Harris County Commissioners Court
Arthur L. Storey, Jr., Executive Director PID
Gary Stobb, Director Harris County Toll Road Authority

HOU:2897119.1




MARKET VALUATION WAIVER AGREEMENT
FOR SH 99 (GRAND PARKWAY)

This MARKET VALUATION WAIVER AGREEMENT (this “Agreerittnt™) is made:by.and
between the TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, an agency of the State .of
Texas (“IxDOT”), and each of BRAZORIA COUNTY, TEXAS, CHAMBERS COUNTY,
TEXAS, FORT BEND COUNTY, TEXAS, GALVESTON COUNTY, TEXAS, HARRIS
COUNTY, TEXAS, LIBERTY COUNTY, TEXAS, and MONTGOMERY COUNTY, TEXAS
(all such counties, collectively, the “Counties,” and TxDOT and the Counties, collectively, the
“Parties”), for the purpose of waiving the requirement in Section 228.0111, Texas Transportation
Code, to develop a market valuation for the SH 99 (Grand Parkway) Project (the “Grand
Parkway Project” or the “Project”).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 792 enacted by the 80th Texas Legislature added Section 228.0111,
Transportation Code, which defines a market valuation process for certain potential toll road
projects, including the Grand Parkway Project (as used herein, “Section 228.0111” refers to such
provision as in effect as of the effective date of this Agreement);

WHEREAS, Section 228.0111 contains provisions relating to development of a market
valuation, based on terms and conditions that are agreed to by TxDOT and the local toll project
entity (or entities) within the jurisdiction(s) of which a project is located, which in the case of the
Grand Parkway Project are the Counties; _

WHEREAS, with respect to the Grand Parkway Project, Section 228.0111 also requires that
the terms and conditions be approved by the metropolitan planning organization for the region,
which is the Houston-Galveston Transportation Policy Council (“TPC”) of the Houston-
Galveston Area Council (“HGAC™), the council of governments in the region that includes the
proposed Grand Parkway;

WHEREAS, on June 26, 2008, the governing body of TxDOT, the Texas Transportation
Commission (“ITC”), approved Minute Order 111410, in which it adopted certain policies
regarding the market valuation process, including policies related to the criteria for entering into
agreements required by Section 228.0111, including an agreement to waive development of a
market valuation as authorized in Section 228 0111(fD);

WHEREAS, terms and conditions for development of the Grand Parkway have been agreed
to by TxDOT and the Counties and have been approved by the TPC (as agreed and approved, the
“Terms and Conditions™);

WHEREAS, TxDOT has evaluated the Terms and Conditions and other information and has
determined that development of a market valuation for the Grand Parkway should be waived,
such determination having been made in accordance with the provisions of Section 228.0111 and
the policies included in Minute Order 111410.




AGREEMENT
In light of the foregoing, the Parties agree as follows:

1. Schedule A contains the Terms and Conditions for the development of the Grand
Parkway Project.

2. The Grand Parkway Project will be a single project that will ultimately include
the full scope of work included in the Terms and Conditions (the “ultimate project scope”).
Subject to any one or more advance funding agreements that may be entered into between
TxDOT and one or more of the Counties, the Project will be developed, financed, constructed
and operated as a stand alone or independent facility, separate and distinct from any existing toll
road system(s) operated by the Counties and pursuant to a definitive project agreement that will
provide that toll revenues of the Project shall not be used for any purpose other than the Project
until the ultimate project scope is completed.

3. The Party responsible for the development of the Project (the “Responsible
Party”) shall enter into one or more contracts for the construction of the minimum project scope,
as defined in Schedule B. The contract or contracts for each segment of the minimum project
scope shall be entered into as required by Section 228.0111.

4. Subsequent to the substantial completion of the entire minimum project scope
described in Schedule B, the Responsible Party shall develop the remaining scope of the Project
to achieve the ultimate project scope contained in the Terms and Conditions in Schedule A. The
schedule for developing the remaining scope shall be subject to the Terms and Conditions in
Schedule A, unless otherwise mutually agreed to by the Parties.

5. After completing the minimum project scope, but prior to completing the ultimate
project scope, the Responsible Party may construct enhancements to the Project considered
necessary or useful to the efficient operation and maintenance of the Project, such as addmonal
lanes or direct connectors, that are not included in the ultimate project scope.

6. Development of a market valuation for the Grand Parkway Project is waived.

7. The foregoing waiver is a waiver of only the development of a market valuation
and does not constitute a waiver of any other rights or obligations under Section 228.0111,
including the first option of the Counties to develop, finance, construct and operate the Grand
Parkway Project under the Terms and Conditions as set out in Schedule A.

8. If the Counties exercise their option to undertake the Project as defined by the
Terms and Conditions and this Agreement, TxDOT acknowledges and agrees that the Counties
may enter into agreements among themselves with respect to the Grand Parkway Project and use
any and all authority available under applicable law for the development, financing, construction
and operation of the Project, subject to the provisions of this Agreement.

9. The Counties may undertake advance or pre-construction work on all or any
portion of the Project, but not final design or construction, subject to agreements between




TxDOT and the Counties that provide for reimbursement of costs to the Counties if the Counties
are ultimately not the Responsible Party.

10.  TxDOT will be responsible for obtaining required environmental approvals. If
the Counties are ultimately the Responsible Party, they will pay or reimburse TxDOT for its
costs incurred, after the date of this Agreement, for obtaining environmental approvals for the
Project or for any other Project related work performed by TxDOT.

11.  The Counties and TxDOT shall cooperate in developing and implementing a
process for right-of-way designation and acquisition for the benefit of the Project.

12. TxDOT agrees that the proposed I-69/Trans Texas Corridor (“I-69/TTC”) project
and any comprehensive development agreement for 1-69/TTC shall not preempt or impair any
first option rights of the Counties with respect to the development, financing, construction or
operation of any segment of the Project.

13.  The Parties acknowledge that the recitals set forth above are true and correct. The
Parties further agree that as of the date hereof each has fully complied with the market valuation
requirements of Section 228.0111.

14 When the Parties agree that the ultimate project scope has been completed, this
Agreement shall terminate, and the revenues of the Project may be used by the Responsible Party
for any authorized purpose.

15.  This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of which
shall be deemed an original and all of which shall constitute one and the same Agreement.

[Signature page follows]




This Agreement shall be effective as of the day of , 2009.

TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

By:

Amadeo Saenz, P.E., Executive Director

BRrRAZORIA COUNTY, TEXAS

By:

CHAMBERS COUNTY, TEXAS

FORT BEND COUNTY, TEXAS

By:

Robert Hebert, County Judge
Date: J.2Y4-09

ATTEST:

‘r/\'-

Dianne Wilson, County Clerk

GALVESTON COUNTY, TEXAS

HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

By:

LIBERTY COUNTY, TEXAS

MONTGOMERY COUNTY, TEXAS

By:




.,/,.,19/200.,9_) R Weriem - Re” Agreamert for Fob 24t Court S Page‘l;j

From: Roy Cordes

To: Werlein, Ann

Date: 2/18/2009 2:10 PM

Subject: Re: Agreement for Feb 24th Court
Ann:

As we discussed, the document with Schedule A and B as subsequently sent is approved as to legal form. I did talk with
Bob Collie and confirmed that version .7 (the one attached to Judge Emmett's letter) is the latest version and he does not
anticipate any future amendments,

Regards,

Roy

>>> Ann Werlein 2/9/2009 2:26 PM >>> }
Attached is a document on the grand parkway - the court needs to take action on Feb 24th to accept the waiver. Please review -
Bob Collie was the attorney for the draft if you have any questions. 713-220-3946. There are no Schedule A or B these are to be
developed during the 6 months of planning for the project.

thank you...

Ann Werlein
Office of the County Judge
Administrative/Budgets Manager
281-341-8634
281-341-8609 fax




GRAND PARKWAY TERMS AND CONDITIONS




AS PER ORIGINAL

SH 99 Grand Parkway
Toll Project Market Valuation
Terms and Conditions

1. Scope of Work The Grand Parkway project will be a controlled
access toll road from two to six lanes with overpasses
at major intersections and direct connectors at
interchanges with other major thoroughfares, all as
more fully described in Exhibit A attached hereto.

2. Initial Toll Rate The initial toll rate for the Grand Parkway project
will be a schedule of rates that will not exceed the
average per mile toll rates for electronic toll
transactions in force and effect for the Harris County
toll road system, exclusive of any congestion priced
toll corridor or managed lane project (the “HCTRA
System Rates™), as of the date of opening of any
segment of the Grand Parkway project. Such initial
toll rate shall be no lower than the toll rates in effect
as of September 1, 2008.

3. Toll Rate Escalation The toll rate escalation methodology for the Grand
Methodology Parkway project will be the escalation methodology

set forth in Harris County’s tolling policy in force
and effect as of any period of determination. Such
methodology shall provide for an annual adjustment
no less than the annual adjustment provided in
Section II(A) of the current Harris County Tolling
Policy. (A copy of the current Harris County tolling
policy, which includes the current toll rate schedule
and toll rate escalation methodology, is attached
hereto as Exhibit B.).

09/29/08
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EXHIBIT A




Toll Project Market Valuation - Draft Terms and Conditions
Grand Parkway Project Description

General Notes:

Unless specifically identified in the project descriptions below, all new mainlane construction
will be tolled.

Unless specifically identified in the project descriptions below, no new frontage roads will be
constructed.

Expansion of the mainlanes will be constructed as necessary to maintain a Level of Service
(LOS) C.

Direct connectors identified within the segments are not required at the initial phase of the
project; these will be constructed when they become necessary to maintain the LOS C similar
to the expansion of the mainlanes.

Overpass/interchange structures may be moved within individual segments at the provider’s
discretion, so long as the total number of overpass/interchange structures remains unchanged
as identified below.

TxDOT anticipates completing the environmental clearance process (through record of
decision) for the entire project.

Ancillary items, including but not limited to: barriers for access control, storm water
detention, offsite drainage requirements, etc. as deemed necessary, are considered to be
included in this project.

Segments described below are subject to change.

Segment A Segment A (IH-45 South to SH 146)

General Note: The environmental process for Segment A has not been completed. The
description for Segment A below has been provided as a possibility but will be modified as
necessary to comply with the NEPA process.

For the purpose of this study, Segment A is proposed as a dual designation facility along TH-45
South between FM 646 and FM 1764. Mainlane overpasses will be constructed as toll facilities.
The east/west connection between IH-45 and SH 146 will include the following improvements to
FM 646 (approximately 6.5 miles) and FM 1764 (approximately 10.5 miles):

FM 646:

1)  Third level bridge over IH 45

2)  Full diamond interchange at SH 3 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

3) Full diamond interchange at FM 270 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

4)  Full diamond interchange at FM 1266 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

5)  Full diamond interchange at FM 3436 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

6) Overpass at railroad

7) Partial interchange at SH 146 (1 direct connector)

8)  Widen or reconstruct (to be determined during the schematic design) the existing two
lane facility to a four lane facility
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FM 1764:

1

Partial interchange at SH 146 (3 direct connectors)

Segment B (SH 288 South to IH-45 South)

General Note — Segment B includes the dual designation of SH 35 and SH 99 within the city
limits of Alvin. TxDOT will continue to maintain the SH 35 frontage roads. The segment of
new mainlanes, SH 99, within Alvin city limits will be maintained by the facility provider.

Segment B is a proposed 28.6-mile four-lane controlled access toll road with intermittent
frontage roads from SH 288 to IH 45 South through Brazoria and Galveston Counties. In
general, the mainlane typical section consists of four 12 ft-lanes, rural toll road with depressed
median, 6 ft inside and 10 ft outside shoulders, including:

1)
2)

3)

4
)
6)
7)

8)
9)

10)
11)
12)

13)
14)
15)
16)
17)
18)

19)
20)
21)
22)
23)

Third level bridge over SH 288

New location frontage roads east of SH 288 to future extension of Old School
Road/CR 60

Partial diamond interchange at future extension of Old School Road/CR 60 (2 ramps
southeast of Old School Road/CR 60 and mainlane bridge)

Overpass at first crossing of South Texas Water Company Canal

Overpass at future extension of CR 67/Manvel Pt. Road

Full diamond interchange at FM 1462 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

Overpass at second crossing of South Texas Water Company Canal where the canal and
Brunner Ditch

Full diamond interchange at future CR 511/Russell Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)
Overpass at third crossing of South Texas Water Company Canal where the canal and
Brunner Ditch

Two additional overpasses at South Texas Water Company Canal to be included in cost
estimate

Spread diamond interchange at interchange of SH 35/SH 99 and CR192/Liverpool Spur
(4 ramps and main lane overpass)

New location frontage roads north of SH 35 near CR 192/Liverpool Spur which will tie
into existing SH 35 frontage road near FM 1462

Overpass at West Fork Chocolate Bayou (mainlane and frontage bridges)

Overpass at Chocolate Bayou (mainlane and frontage bridges)

Overpass at FM 2917/CR 191

Overpass at Briscoe Canal (mainlane and frontage bridges)

Overpass at Briscoe Canal branch (mainlane and frontage bridges)

Partial X-pattern interchange at proposed extension of CR 890 (2 ramps south of CR 890
and mainlane bridge

Two ramps north of Mustang Bayou)

Overpass at M-1 Ditch Mustang Bayou (Mainlane and frontage bridges)

Overpass at FM 1462

FM 1462 intersection improvements

Partial diamond interchange at Mustang Street/CR 158 (2 ramps north of Mustang Street
and main lane bridge)




24)
25)
26)

27)
28)
29)
30)

31)
32)
33)
34)
35)
36)

37)
38)

39)
40)
41)
42)
43)
44)
45)

46)
47)

Notes:

Mustang Street intersection improvements

Overpass at Fairway Drive

Partial X-pattern interchange at Fulton Drive/South Street (2 ramps north of Fulton
Drive/South Street and mainlane bridge over Mustang Bayou and Fulton Drive/South
Street)

Partial X-pattern interchange at House Street (2 ramps south of House Street and
mainlane bridge over House Street, BNSF Railroad, and SH 6)

Partial diamond interchange at SH 6 (2 ramps north of SH 6; mainlane bridge included
with RR bridge above) ‘

Partial diamond interchange at FM 517/Dickinson Road (2 ramps north of FM 517 and
mainlane bridge)

Partial interchange east of SH 35 (4 direct connectors) providing access from east of
SH 35 to/from northbound and southbound SH 35

Overpass at Clifford Street

Overpass at Siphon Ditch

Overpass at Dickinson Flume Bayou

Overpass at Dickinson Bayou

Overpass at first crossing of the American Canal

Full diamond interchange at proposed realignment of Maple Leaf Drive (4 ramps and
mainlane bridge) (AKA Algoa-Friendswood Road)

Overpass at second crossing of the American Canal

Full diamond interchange at proposed Bay Area Boulevard (4 ramps and mainlane
bridge)

Full diamond interchange at future Landing Street (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)
Overpass at ditch west of proposed Landing Street

Overpass at ditch east of proposed Landing Street

Overpass at Hobbs Road

Full diamond interchange at Calder Road (4 ramps and main lane bridge)

Overpass at Magnolia Bayou

New location frontage roads east of Calder Road to the existing intersection of FM 646
and IH 45 South southbound frontage road/Replace FM 646 within these limits

Overpass at proposed FM 646 T-intersection and Magnolia Bayou

Partial interchange west of IH 45 (4 direct connectors) providing access from southbound
and northbound IH 45 to westbound Grand Parkway

Design of Calder Road to IH 45 may change due to Segment A decisions and input from
Galveston County regarding designs.

Segment C (US 59 South to SH 288 South)

Segment C is a proposed 26.9-mile four-lane controlled access toll road with intermittent
frontage roads from US 59 (Southwest Freeway) to SH 288 through Fort Bend and Brazoria
Counties. The general mainlane typical section consists of four 12 fi-lanes, rural toll road with
depressed median, 6 ft inside and 10 ft outside shoulders, including:
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)
2)

3)
4)

5)

6)
7)

8)

9
10)
11)

12)
13)

14)
15)

16)
17)
18)
19)

20)
21)
22)

23)
24)

25)
26)
27)
28)
29)
30)

Third level bridge over US 59 South

Partial interchange at Us 59 South 4 direct connectors)
(Originally deleted per Bill Jameson email dated February 15, 2008 but direction given
to leave in for cost estimate purposes b/c it will eventually be warranted and must be
accounted for) '

Extend frontage road from US 59 South to Rabbs Bayou; Replace Crabb River Road

Full diamond interchange at Sansbury Boulevard and Crabb River Road (4 ramps and
mainlane bridge over both cross streets and Rabbs Bayou)

Partial diamond interchange at FM 762/Thompsons Road (2 ramps north of
FM 762/Thompsons Road and mainlane bridge over cross street and BNSF Railroad)
Overpass at, and extension of, Reading Road from Berdett Road to FM 762

FM 762 relocated east of Segment C from south of BNSF Railroad to north of proposed
extension of Reading Road

Full diamond interchange at the future extension of Meyers Road (4 ramps and mainlane
bridge)

Overpass at Dry Creek

Full diamond interchange at future road into George Ranch (location TBD)

Full diamond interchange at first crossing of FM 762 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)
southwest of the George Ranch Historical Park

Overpass at second crossing of FM 762 southwest of the George Ranch Historical Park
Full diamond interchange at third crossing of FM 762 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)
south of Brazos Lake Subdivision

Overpass at first crossing of Big Creek

Full diamond interchange at future extension of Peters Road (4 ramps and mainlane
bridge)

Overpass at second crossing of Big Creek and the Big Creek Diversion Channel

Relief structure at Walter’s Lake Bayou

Relief structure at Walter’s Lake Relief Channel

Three relief structures (culverts) to aid drainage of Brazos River Flood Plain during flood
events 3 miles north of the Brazos Bend State Park

Overpass at a future Ft. Bend County thoroughfare

Overpass at Brazos River (Ft. Bend County/Brazoria County Line)

Four relief structures (culverts) to aid drainage of Brazos River Flood Plain during flood
events along northern limits of Texas Department of Criminal Justice Darrington Unit
Overpass at Cow Lake along northern limits of Texas Department of Criminal Justice
Darrington Unit

Overpass at Oyster Creek along northern limits of Texas Department of Criminal Justice
Darrington Unit

Full diamond interchange at FM 521 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

Overpass at CR 54

Overpass at CR 53

Three culverts between CR53 and CR48

Partial diamond interchange at CR 48 (2 ramps west of CR 48 and mainlane bridge)

New location frontage roads east of CR 48 will tie into SH 288 northbound frontage road
along CR 60
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31) Partial interchange west of SH 288 (4 direct connectors) providing access from west of
SH 288 to/from northbound and southbound SH 288

32) 8.62 miles of approx. 10" fill material needed to raise toll road above the 100 year flood
plain

33) Culverts at Gap Slough, Dry Creek Tributary, Dutch John’s Tributary, Big Creek
Tributary, and Oyster Creek Relief Channel

Segment D (US 59 to FM 1093/Westpark Tollway)

General Note — This project includes taking over the operation, expansion, and maintenance
requirements of the existing facility between US 59 (Southwest Freeway) to IH 10.

Segment D is 5 miles from FM 1093/Westpark Tollway to IH 10. This segment has no proposed
improvements but will be considered part of the project for maintenance. The segment from
south of Fry Road to north of Kingsland Boulevard currently exists as a free road and will
continue to be a free facility.

Segment D is 12.4 miles from US 59 to FM 1093/Westpark Tollway through Fort Bend County.
The existing facility which has been open to the public since August 31, 1994 consists of
intermittent frontage roads, mainlanes and frontage roads, or mainlanes only. Mainlane
overpasses from US 59 to FM 1093/Westpark Tollway will be constructed as toll facilities when
travel demand warrants. The general mainlane typical section consists of four 12 ft-lanes with
depressed median, tolled overpasses, 6 ft inside and 10 ft outside shoulders, including:

1) Bridge at West Riverpark Drive with two ramps south of West Riverpark Drive that
would function as ultimate entrance and exit ramps for future DC’s

2) Mainlane bridges over Ellis Creek and New Territory Boulevard

3) Mainlanes from north of FM 1464 to south of Sandhill with bridge over Bullhead Slough
and bridge over FM1464/US 90A/Sandhill

4)  Two proposed northbound non-tolled mainlanes with shoulders from north of FM 1464 to
south of West Airport Blvd with bridges at Oyster Creek and Owens Road

5) Bridges at Harlem Road and West Airport Road with connecting mainlane for spread
diamond interchange

6) Overpasses at Morton Road and Mason Road with connecting mainlane for spread
diamond interchange

7) Overpass at future Peek Road

8) Overpass at Bellaire Boulevard

9) Overpass at Westpark Tollway/FM 1093

10) Partial interchange at Westpark Tollway/FM 1093 (2 direct connectors)

Segment E (TH 10 West to US 290)

Segment E is a proposed 15.7 mile four-lane controlled access toll road with intermittent
frontage roads from IH 10 West to US 290 (Northwest Freeway) through Harris County. The




general mainlane typical section consists of four 12 ft-lanes, rural toll road with depressed
median, 6 ft inside and 10 ft outside shoulders, including:

1)
2)
3)

4)

5)
6)
7)
8)

9

10)
11)
12)

13)
14)
15)

16)

17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)

23)

Partial interchange of TH10(W) (6 direct connectors)

Third level bridge over IH 10 and Mercantile Parkway

Partial diamond interchange at Colonial Parkway (2 ramps south of Colonial Parkway
and mainlane bridge)

Main lanes south of Franz Road to ramps north of Colonial Parkway with bridge over
Mason Creek

Full diamond interchange at Franz Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

New location frontage roads from Franz Road to Morton Road

Full diamond interchange at Morton Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

Full diamond interchange at Clay Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge over Clay Road
and Mayde Creek)

Overpass at Stockdick School Road

Overpass at Beckendorf Road

Overpass at Bear Creek

Full diamond interchange at FM 529 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge with modification to
Stockdick School Road)

Overpass at future Longenbaugh Road

Full diamond interchange at future Tuckerton Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

Full diamond interchange at future South Bridgelands Lake Parkway (4 ramps and
mainlane bridge) .

Full diamond interchange at future North Bridgelands Lake Parkway (4 ramps and
mainlane bridge)

Bridge at Cypress Creek

Full diamond interchange at future Louetta Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)
Overpass at future Mound Road

New location frontage roads from future Louetta Road to US-290

Partial interchange at US 290(4 direct connectors)

Depressed frontage road intersection under railroad tracks and US 290 mainlane bridge
with pump station and drainage channel

Third level main lane bridge over US 290 & RR Tracks

Segment F-1 (US 290 to SH 249)

Segment F-1 is a proposed 12.4-mile four-lane controlled access toll road with intermittent
frontage roads from US 290 (Northwest Freeway) to SH 249 (Tomball Parkway) through Harris
County. The general mainlane typical section consists of four 12 ft-lanes, rural toll road with
depressed median, 6 ft inside and 10 ft outside shoulders, including:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

Overpass at Cypresswood Drive

New location frontage roads from US 290 to future Cumberland Ridge

Full diamond interchange at future Cumberland Ridge (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)
Overpass at Schiel Road

Bridge at Little Cypress Creek

A-6




6)
7)
8)
9

10)
1)

12)
13)
14)

Overpass at future Bauer Hockley Road

Full diamond interchange at Mueschke Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

Full diamond interchange at Cypress-Rosehill Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)
Channelize of Willow Creek, Sizable Detention Areas, New Diversion Channel,
Improvements to Telge Rd and Selph Lane Overpass at Willow Creek and 3 drainage
channels

Full diamond interchange at Telge Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

Partial diamond interchange at Old Boudreaux Road (2 ramps west of Old Boudreaux
Road; main lane bridge is part of 3rd level SH 249 bridge)

New location frontage roads from Old Boudreaux Road to SH 249

Third level bridge over old Boudreaux Road, SH 249 and new Boudreaux Road

Partial interchange at SH 249 (4 direct connectors)

Segment F-2 (SH 249 to TH 45 North)

Segment F-2 is a proposed 12.6-mile four-lane controlled access toll road with intermittent
frontage roads from SH 249 (Tomball Parkway) to IH 45 (North Freeway) through Harris
County. The general mainlane typical section consists of four 12 ft-lanes, rural toll road with
depressed median, 6 ft inside and 10 ft outside shoulders, including:

)

10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)
17)
18)

New location frontage from SH 249 to new Boudreaux Road with two ramps east of new
Boudreaux Road

Overpass at HCFCD Channel east of New Boudreaux Road

Overpass at Huffsmith-Kohrville & UPRR

Spread diamond interchange at Champions Forest and GleannLoch Forest Drive (4 ramps
and two one main lane bridges over cross streets)

New location frontage roads along existing Boudreaux Road from GleannLoch Forest
Drive to FM 2920

Full diamond interchange at FM 2920 (4 ramps, depressed mainlanes with pump station)
Northbound connection to Boudreaux Road east of FM 2920

Overpass at collector road in Lakes of Avalon

Spread diamond interchange at Kuykendahl and Spring Stuebner (4 ramps and one
mainlane bridge over both cross streets and connecting frontage road)

Overpass at Northcrest Drive

Full diamond interchange at Gosling (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

Overpass at Rothwood Drive & UPRR

Overpass at Spring Creek Tributary east of Rothwood

Overpass at Mossy Oaks Drive

Full diamond interchange at future Holzwarth Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

New location frontage roads from IH 45 to future collector road (4 ramps to/from IH 45)
Third level bridge over future collector road, IH 45 North and Northgate Crossing

Partial interchange at IH 45 North (4 direct connectors)
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Segment G (IH 45 North to US 59 North)

Segment G is a proposed 13.8-mile four-lane controlled access toll road with intermittent
frontage roads from IH 45 (North Freeway) to US 59 (Eastex Freeway) through Harris and
Montgomery Counties. The general mainlane typical section consists of four 12 ft-lanes, rural
toll road with depressed median, 6 ft inside and 10 ft outside shoulders, including:

1)  Overpass at East Hardy Rd and UPRR

2) Bridge over Hardy Toll Road and Spring Creek

3) Partial interchange at Hardy Toll Road (4 direct connectors)

4) Partial x-pattern interchange at mainlane overpass of Riley-Fuzzel Road (2 ramps east of
Riley-Fuzzel Road and main lane bridge)

5)  Full x-pattern interchange at Rayford Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

6) Partial x-pattern interchange at future Birnham Woods (2 ramps east of future
thoroughfare and main lane bridge)

7) Overpass at Woodsons Gully (mainlane and frontage roads)

8) Interchange at future Townsen Boulevard (2 diamond ramps to the east, 2 x-ramps to the
west and main lane bridge)

9) New location frontage roads from east of Townsen Boulevard to Spring Creek along
Riley-Fuzzel Road

10) Overpass at San Jacinto River

11) Overpass at Riverwalk Drive extension (Location TBD)

12) Full diamond interchange at FM 1314 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge)

13) Overpass at Timberland

14) Overpass at Erica Court

15) Overpass at White Oak Creek (mainlane and frontage roads)

16) Partial diamond interchange at future Valley Ranch Road (2 ramps west of Valley Ranch
Road and mainlane bridge)

17) New location frontage roads from future Valley Ranch Road to US 59 North

18) Partial interchange at US 59 North (4 direct connectors)

Segment H (US 59 North to US 90 East)

General Note: The environmental process for Segment H has not been completed. The
description for Segment H below has been provided as a possibility but will be modified as
necessary to comply with the NEPA process.

Segment H is located on the northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area from US 59
(N) to US 90 (E) in Liberty, Harris, and Montgomery Counties, a distance of approximately 22.7
miles. The general mainlane typical section consists of four 12 ft-lanes, rural toll road with
depressed median, 6 ft inside and 10 ft outside shoulders, including:
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The following project description is not consistent with the proposed DEIS. Changes in the
alignment may occur. Comments for the segment from US 90 north and west towards FM 2100
are subject to change.

1)
2)
3)
4)

5)
6)

7)
8)
9

10)
11)

12)
13)

14)
15)
16)

17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)
24)
25)
26)

Third level bridge over US 59

New location frontage roads from US 59 North to Loop 494

Overpass at Loop 494 and railroad

Full diamond interchange at Future Thoroughfare (4 ramps and mainlane bridge over
cross street) :

Overpass at Caney Creek and Baptist Encampment Road

New location frontage roads from FM 1485 west of Red Bud Drive to FM 1485 west of
East Fork San Jacinto River '

Frontage Road Overpass westbound at Peach Creek

Main lane Overpass at Mansion Road, Scott Gardner, and Peach Creek (with 2 ramps)
Full diamond interchange at proposed Galaxy Blvd. and Future Park Entrance (4 ramps
and main lane bridge over cross street)

Mainlane overpass at East Fork San Jacinto River

Full diamond interchange at Huffsmith-Cleveland Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge
over cross street)

Proposed culvert crossing

Full diamond interchange at Future Thoroughfare (4 ramps and main lane bridge over
cross street)

Proposed culvert crossing

Proposed culvert crossing

Full diamond interchange at Future Community Drive (4 ramps and mainlane bridge over
cross street)

Bridge over Luce Bayou

Proposed culvert crossing

Overpass at Luce Bayou Basin Transfer Alternative

Full diamond interchange at Future Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge over cross street)
Full diamond interchange at FM 686(4 ramps and mainlane bridge over cross street)
Overpass at railroad

Rebuild CR 614 over SH 99

Full diamond interchange at FM 1960 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge over cross street)
Some improvements necessary at surrounding county roads impeded by SH 99

Full three-level diamond interchange at US 90A (4 ramps and mainlane bridge over cross
street and railroad)

Segment I-1 (US 90 East to IH 10 East)

General Note: The environmental process for Segment I-1 has not been completed. The
description for Segment I-1 below has been provided as a possibility but will be modified as
necessary to comply with the NEPA process.

Segment I-1 is located on the northeast side of the greater Houston metropolitan area and spans
the area from US 90 (E) to IH 10 (E) in Chambers and Liberty Counties, a distance of
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approximately 14.8 miles. The general mainlane typical section consists of four 12 ft-lanes, rural
toll road with depressed median, 6 ft inside and 10 ft outside shoulders, including:

Proposed culvert crossing

Proposed culvert crossing

Overpass at canal

Proposed culvert crossing

Proposed culvert crossing

Full diamond interchange at FM 1413 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge over cross street)
Full diamond interchange at Future Road (4 ramps and mainlane bridge over cross street)
Overpass at CR 479 and railroad

Overpass at Dayton Canal/Lynchburg Canal

Overpass at pipeline north of SH 146

Full diamond interchange at SH 146 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge over cross street and
pipeline corridor)

Overpass at CIWA north of FM 565

Full diamond interchange at FM 565 (4 ramps and mainlane bridge over cross street)
Overpass at CIWA south of FM 565

Partial diamond interchange at Future Thoroughfare (2 ramps north of Future
Thoroughfare and mainlane bridge)

New location frontage roads from north of Future Thoroughfare to IH 10

Third level bridge over IH 10

Partial interchange north of IH 10 (4 direct connectors)

Segment I-2 (FM 1405 to SH 146)

Segment 1-2 is approximately 6.0 miles located in Baytown between FM 1405 and SH 146 in
Chambers and Harris County. The general mainlane typical section consists of four 12 ft-lanes,
rural toll road with depressed median, 6 ft inside and 10 ft outside shoulders, including:

Overpass at FM 1405

New location frontage roads from FM 1405 to east of Cedar Bayou

X-pattern ramps east of Cedar Bayou (2 ramps east of Cedar Bayou)

New westbound Cedar Bayou Bridge

New location frontage roads from west Cedar Bayou to SH 146 near Wyoming
X-pattern ramps west of Cedar Bayou (2 ramps west of Cedar Bayou)

Overpass at Tri Cities Beach Road

Partial diamond interchange at BS 146 (2 ramps west of BS 146 and mainlane bridge)
Overpass at UPRR and Main Street

Partial X-pattern interchange at Lee Causeway (2 ramps west of Lee Causeway and
mainlane bridge)

Overpass at Goose Creek (main lane and frontage roads)

Overpass at Wyoming Street
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Segment I-2 — Currently open to traffic (IH 10 (E) to FM 1405)

Segment I-2 is approximately 9.7 miles located in Baytown between FM 1405 and IH 10 East in
Chambers County. This segment was recently constructed and opened to traffic. The right of
way has been purchased to allow for interchanges at three future thoroughfares. The mainlane
bridges will be constructed as noted below. The general mainlane typical section consists of four
12 ft-lanes, rural toll road with depressed median, 6 ft inside and 10 ft outside shoulders,
including:

1) Mainlane overpass at Future Thoroughfare A
2) Main lane overpass at Future Thoroughfare B
3) Main lane overpass at Future Thoroughfare C
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HARRIS COUNTY
PUBLIC INFRASTRUCTURE DEPARTMENT 1001 Presion, & Flaar

Hauston, Texas 77002

(713) 7554400
ol
ote-of the Gourt Al
Juna 13, 207 s Brrmet
cuttm. Lis
L0 Qary
) ) Cotren Hadack
Cammizsloners Court Comm Eyarsoly
Administration Buliding :
Houston, Texas 17002
SUBJECT: Recommendation that a foll Increass and toll xetfing peficy for the
toll road system be spproved,
Dagr Court Members:

It Is recommended that a fall increase and toll ssllng palicy for the County’s toll road
systera be approved. Attached ¥ 8 memo (an updated verslon of the memo published
on £-12-07} that explaing the opsratianal and fnancial justifications for thils praposed toll
increasa thal, If approved, would generate spproximalely $85 millon in additional
ennual revenue for ongolng and fultre malntenance, dabt sarvice, and improvements to
the system. 1 have asked our maragement stafl and financial consuttants 1o be
avalizhle Yo discuss these matters in court,

Sincerel
»
Arthur L. Storey, Jr., P.E.
Direttor
Altsgchmant
ct:  Dick Raycraft
Gary Stobb
Parbara Scholt
ﬁ’éﬁ ot ' $301AY3S v
ho S MIHIIYK
dack Mo W:m KIS s;:rr%‘i'i"w
. L2564y Cline L0
Preseoin
\Bedk . o Cannissionors Con
JUN 1 8 2007

s by oo 5| &

Daanedad vial Bang
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O800619077

O this the 19 day of Jurw, 2007, the Commissionury Conret of Harrl County, Texas, sinlog as the

goveming body of Barris County, st steguir mestingof the Court, upormotion of Comumissicner

Radock, scoonded try Commisstansy Garsle, dily putand unanimously carricod,

IT15 ORDERED hat o ol increncs and tollsetting poficy for the tof} road xystem as requested by fha
Public Infrastrnctre DEpartment be spproved, as preseoted.

The voto of the Court on thesbove Motion was as follows:

AYES: gwaugmmmnmmmmmmm .
one

ABSTENTIONS: Notis

o 28w o

Pressnied Jo Commissionss's Courl
JUN 1 307

Faoorded Vol PEOR. e e
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HARRIS COUNTY

FUBLIC INFRASTRUGTURE DEPARTMENT ‘ 1001 Presian, &° Fioor
Haugton, Taxas 77002
(713) 755-4400

MEMORANDUM

DATE:  June 12, 2007 (Revised 6-13-07)

TO: County Judge £d Emmett . _
Commissionar El France Lee Coramissloner Steve Radack
Commyissisnar Sylia Garcla Commiasloner Jeery Eversola

ce: Gary Stobb Dick Raycrat Mika Siatiord
Barbara Sch Edwin Harrison John Bamhii
Jackla Fi Poler Koy . Jack MoGown

FROM: Art Storey
SURJECT: Recomm

&) .
toll Incraesa f ratevsatting policy —~ Harrls County Toll

Road Authority o
it I recommended that systerwide and spedial toll rate ‘acg,usmnh- and ioll satiing
policiss be adopted for the Hamis County Tolt Road Authorily (HCTRA), Thesa

recommendations result from the business planning process whi E%m with the
system valus studies in 2008 and confinued fhrough evaluslions by HOTRA's three
wnsu_gnw, First - Southwast Coinpeny, JP. Morgan-Chase, and Wibur Smith
Am‘ l‘B‘E»

It 18 eonsidarad (hat asoption of these recommendations will:
1. balance growth of e HCTRA system -
2. hoister the County's ablity {o provide for futurs infrastructurs, and
3. malntaln the finaAsial strength and sirong fund balances that we possess today.

Detalls of the racommandations, with operational and financlal fustifications Toliow.
L Recommended Tolf Increase

A. System-Wide ‘ R , :
A syslom-wkle rale jncreuse of $0.25 for mainlane plea and ramp
transaclions is recommendad. This Increaga is in llne with past foll increases
{the last edjustmant was @ $0.28 maintane Increasa Implemented in
Novembar 2003), rosulling In zstes of $1.25 for malnlane EZ TAG
transacllons, $4.50 for maintane cash iransactions, and alt ramps being tolled
at eithar 80,75 or $1. Recommended exceplions: .

. s:hr;rdpe currantly tofled at $1 will remain unchanged for Class 2 {2-axle)
B8,
+  Tha Ship Channal Bridge rates wilf ramain unchanged to bring mainfans
toll rates and the Ship Channe! Bridge rates coser {o equal,
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Juns 12, 2007 {Ravisad)

*»  Malnlane and ramp toll rates for Class 5 {S-axte) and Class & {§-axde)

vehicles will have &n Increase that s @ mulliple of the Class 2 {2-axle)

vehicle rate, which will increass sach class by a maximum of $1.25,

s Westpark ramps currentlly folled at $0.25 will increase by $0.10. Toll
rates for Class 3 (3-axle) and Class 4 {4-<axle) vehicias will not changs.

«  Wastpark ramps currsntly toliad st $0.35 and $0.50 will Increase by
%0,15. Yol rates for Class 3 (3.-axde) and Class 4 (4-axly) vehicles will
it change.

»  Further, peak-potiod Increases {referred o as Ume-of-day pricing} over
and above the adjusted bage il are recommonded for e Westpark
Tollway, and are discussed further balow,

As port of tha rate incraase, R s recommendad that farge trucks (Class S and
Class B) Incur & higher ol inttaase siows thay Infilct 4 dispraportionata Impact
ot tha ifa of the system {(pavement weaer, debis, eic.)

Westpark: Time-of-Day Pricing

In order o Improve the fevel of service currenlly offered by the Westpark
Yolivay, it Is vecommendad that ime-cf-day pricing be established for this
toltway. Malalane tolle dudng pesk pariods {8-9 AM & 4-7 PM) Int the pesk

- diraction of traval should increase by $1.25 o 3 toll of $2.50), This limited

access iollway, having been fully operational jess than two {2) yeers, now
exporianices gricdlock during peak perdods of travel {range of ¢pesd is 10 - 256
MPH).  This decrease In service s parlly due lo a 21% incfease in tolsl
iransactions withis the past year, Furthermore, Wastpark llas in a
consirainad conidor that peavents HCTRA - at prasent - from expanding the
foad's capacity. The me-saving value offared to drivers for thelr tolf has
diminishad as this tollway has bocome mora congosted.  The

- recommandation 1s 1o Incregse the toll to $2.50, In order fo reduce pook-

md traffic volume and Increase the peak parod irafiic spesd claser 1o 50

Recommended Toll Rato-Satting and Debt Management Policy

!;Iw &rg‘;maa toll rate.selting policy calls for rallanal and systermatic Incressses in
fells that:

”
L]
»

..

donot supersede lolt rate covananls,

malataln an investmeant grade rating for HOTRA of at loast "A,"

arl? commensurato with 1ol refe policles assoniatad with private opeeators of
folt roads,. i

BI?O;N for continued maintsnance and orderly impeovemant of the MCTRA
sysiem,

The policy Is recommended to be re-evalualed overy five (5) yaars 1o confirm that
the policy s maintaining Its designed purpose, ‘
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Court Membors Paga 3. June 12, 2007 (Revised)

A, For MomConatrained Cush ang EZ TAG Segments
{Sam Houston Toltway, Hardy Toll Road, Fort Band Parkway Extension)

i it is racommended that tolis be adusted annually at the greater of (8} 2%, or
b {b) tha consumer prics ndex (CP() that correlales with the Hamis Coyunty
; stonomy.  Cash rates should ba rounded to the nearesl quarler, and EZ
§ TAG rales rourided 10 the noansst nicked, but always Jess than or equatl fo the
; cash rafe, The Tollowing chart provides an example of the minimum toll rate
f ineraases thal would ocour with i poliey. L
«

;ﬁ P

E: Difterantial

. Efiective - o Computed  Bobwmon
4 Tomputed  EZTAG  EZTAG  Compuist  Effoctve Tol . EZTAGand
Year  EZTAG Rats  Eseslatr  Coshfot  CashTch  Escalster  Cash
A R 348 T 150 EIE .25

Wy 1 128 $1.25 2.50% $1.50 $1.80 2£0% £0.25

i 2 128 Hx 2.50% 5154 $1.50 250% $0.20

E 3 $1.31 $UM . LE0% $150 $1.50 250% 0.0

4 4 .35 $1.25 50% $1.88 315 2.50% $0.15

4 § $1.38 $1.40 250% $158 $1.75 250% 5035

3 8 $1.481 $1.40 2.50% S1.7¢ $1.75 250% $0.35

: 7 $1.48 $140 2.50% $t.74 $175 Z50% 30.5%

4 8 $148 $145 2.50% $1.78 §1.75 250% ]

¥ ¢ 3152 $1.50 2.50% #H $1.75 250% 3025

' 10 $1.53 $1.58 2.50% a7 $17% Z50% s

D 1 $1.60 5160 250% $1.92 $200 2.50% $0.40

12 s 5185 2.50% $197 3200 250% $0.35

X i $1.66 $1.70 2.50% 20 5o 250% $0.30

R " sz L 25% 20t $200 250% £0.30

k& 15 8177 $1.%5 250% 212 $2.00 250% 8025

3 18 $1.B1 S50 2508 247 8225 250% $0.45

3 Coar 5183 $125 250% 223 228 250% $0.40

k 18 SO0 $1.50 250% $228 $2.2% 250% $0.35

: 19 3195 $195 250% 5234 3225 250% $0.30

3 20 - $200 200 260% $240 $250 2.50%, $0.50

B. ForConstrained EZ TAG Only Sagments
- (Westpark Tollway) .

Tho toll rale would be adjusted pariodically to provide an accepiable level of

sarvice. Congestlon priving I8 naecassary to maintain the goal of sverage

traffic speeds betwesn 5@ and 60 mies per bour. As required, a natiomally

recognized irafic and revenus consutlanl will be contracied o study treffic

ggﬁsms. in ordor to establish toll rate targets to obtain desired {raffic fows in
Wure yosrs,
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Jung 12, 2007 (Revisad)

System Maintenanca and improvemants

Wills over 500 tolf road Jane mites under HGCTRA managament, efforls conlinus fo
malntaln, improve, and sxpand the system In order to mest the Incressing mobiilly
needs of this region, Monthly ransactions have Incressed 20% since November
2003, when the fast toll Increass was implemanied. The increased Yraffic and an
aying systam roguire additional affont to makrdain the roadway struclures, In te
past iwo years, HOTRA haz begun 2 series of concrete overlays for saclions of the
Hatdy and S8am Houston Tollways, and attention will be given o structural Issues
with Joint teplacements, pump sta¥ion rehabiitations, and conerste surface repalrs,
The ¢ost to make these repals cantinues to escalsle every year due to fe
confinuing increase of materal coste, Addltionally, ongelng Improvements such as
widening lanes ($2 millon/lane mile), converling rampe (3600,600 per localion),
mainlane plazy modifisations, upgrades to the elecironic koling system, and an
increased rellanca on slecironic sknsge are necessary o maintaln sn appropriate
Jeve! of servica, These aHorts must be continuad in order o provide the service
axpecied by the publis,

Proposed System Expanslon

HCTRA plans {o conlinue servng the growing moblity needs of this region snd
looks forward to implementing the kng-range plan established by Counr, and In
ascgrdance with The 2007 legisiative action of BB 792, with the following proposed

projecis:

1} Hardy Downtown Connsclor $300 milion
2) BW 8 Northeast 5550 mifion
3) Hempstead Highway {wilh 200/610 Interchange}) $ 1.8 blllon
4} Falmont Parkway $300 mitfon
5) SH 288 Managed Lanas $ 1.4 biftion
§} Fort Bend Parkway Phase If (ifwhen) $150 milion

These costa do ot include any nacessary connactivity improvements to promote
ordarly growth and aflow for the systam to function effsctivaly; these are significant
chefisnges wih signilicant costs for te future, These challenges arp being
addressed In the business plan report under development by J.P. Morgan-Chase,
and the recommendatlons in this lefier will bs Incorporated into that plan If Court

* @ppioves them,

Vw

Tho Presantation

The systerm consultanis (Wilbur Smith & Asscciates) and fnancial advisors (P,
Morgan Chase and First Southwest) will be avallable to prasent festimony slong
thesa lines when thiz matter is considered Iin Court,
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Houston-Galveston Area Council

August 27, 2088

Mr. Dytvin Denis, P.E.
Acting District Enginesr
TxDOT - Houston District
P.O, Box 1386

Houston, TX 77251-1386

RE:  Houstop-Galveston Transportation Policy Council Adoption of SH 99 Tenms and Conditions

Dear Mr, Dennis:

At its August 22nd mesting, The Houston-Galveston Transportation Policy Councit (TPC)
approved Resolution No, 2008-08, SH 99 (Grand Parkowvay) Business Terms and Conditions for the
Houston-Galveston Transportation Management Area, The resolution and atiached Terms and Conditions
are enclosed for your consideration,

The Houston-Galveston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) hosted a series of
negotiations teetings for the represcatatives of TDOT and the affected seven counties, which were
represented by the Harris County Tull Road Authority (HCTRA). The meetings rasuited in agreement on
thros terms and conditions conceming the scope of the project, initial toll rate, and toll escalation
methodology, The terms and conditions are viewed by TPC as meeting the requirements set forth in
Senate Bili 792.

1t is my understanding that TXDOT and our regions focal toll authorities will also need to
formalize their aceeptance of these terms and conditions. Unless TxDOT or the locst county toll
authorities request material changes to these terms and conditions, this now concludes the MPO’s role in
the development of the SH 99 Market Valuation study. H-GAC will host at least one additionat meeting
where TXDOT and Hartis County will determine whether orpot to waive the Market Valuation study.

Please foel free to contact me if you have any questions coneerning this action of the
Teansportation Policy Council,

Sinccrely,
Alan C. Clark
MPO Ditector ‘
| RECEWED
JPlew
Enclosures . AUG 2 9 2008
CC:  Hon. James Patterson, Chairman, Transportation Policy Council ?’Ubfg? "‘fm“n?mﬁ
Hon. Bd Emmett, Harris County Judge ep
Mr. An Storey, P.E., Harris Connty
Haifrg Airsas Fhysies) Atidrans
O B 2777 " 3555 Tamemees Luew, Seiba 130
Houston, Teans T7I27ZT77 Hitisloe, Toxas 7X27.8485

Phone Y7280 Pegreiod Phana TE4273200
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Aesolufion

NO. 200808

APPROVING THE SH 99 (GRAND PARKWAY) BUSINESS TERMS AND CONDITIONS
FOR THE HOUSTON-GALVESTON TRANSPORTATION MAMNAGEMENT AREA.

WHEREAS, 8B 792 defines & process For determining the market valuation of potential toll roed
projects {revetines net of cots st fpenses), bwluding the proposed SE 99 project (the “Grand

Parkway projest™;

WHEREAS, the Transportation Policy Counsil of the Houston-Galveston Area Counell (CHGAC™)
is the Metrapoliten Planning Organteation {"MPO) for the seven counsies in which the Grand
Parkway project is located, and SB 792 specifically requires MPO spproval of the “terms and
conditions for procurement and operstion™ of such project;

WHEREAS, HOAC has hosied 2 series u!'m:‘ind;ﬁbetweén the Texss Department of
Trenspestation (“TxDOT™) andt Hards County, st which Hardis County scied as the authosized
representative for all seven counties in which the Grand Parkway project is Iacated;

WHEREAS, the meetings resulted in sgresment to the following Terms and Conditions for the
Grand Paskway project: '

N Scope of work: The Grand Parkway project wil be 1 controlled access tall road
from two to 8ix lanes with overpasses st major infersections and direct cormectors at
interchanges with other major thoroughfares, all as move fiully duscribed In Exhibit
A ztizched hereto,

o Initial toll rate: The initial toll rato for the Grand Parkoray project will be a
schedule of rates that will sot excesd the wvemsge per milt toll mies for electronic
toll mansactions in force shd effeet for the Humds County to | rond system, exclosive
of sy congestion prived 101l corridor or munaged lane project {the "HCTRA
System Rates™), as of the dute-of opening of anvy segmen: of the Grand Pavkomy
project. Such initiaf 1ol rate. shall be no lower than the ol rutes Jn cffect as of
Seprember 1, 2008,

. Toll rate escalation methodology: The tolf rate esealation methodology for the
Grand Padkway project will be the escatation methodol gy set forth in Hanris
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County’s tolfing policy in foroe and #feet 45 of any perioc. of determination. Such
methodology shall provids for s aemus) sdivstment ro less than the anmea)
adjustment provided in Section I (A) of the curremt Harris County tolling policy,
(A copy of the murrent Fluerls County tolling policy, which includes the currert toll
rate achedule and tofl rats escalation methodology, Is attact ed hereto as Exhibit B.)

. WHEREAS, to the extent that the project soupe shown In EXhIbit A 186 specific description of
the mrber of thiough lanes, preferred alignment or staged project ingplementation o should
THDOT and the County Toll Apthorities sgres to materiafly modify the :woposed scope of work,
%w of such changes fo the project scope shall be required by the Transportation Policy
Counedh; and

WHEREAS, should TxDOT 20d the Cotmty Toll Authorities agree 1y muterislly modify the
proposed initial toll tate or method of toll rate escalution sy shown in Exhibit B, approval of such
changes to the nitfial toll mtc or method of 1ol rate escelation shall be required by the
Transportation Policy Couseil;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TRANSPORTATRN POLICY COUNCIL
FOR THE HOUSTON-GALVESTON TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT AREA THAT
THE SH %9 (GRAND PARKWAY) PROJECT BUSINESS TERMS AND CONDITIONS THAT
WILL HE USED IN ANY MARKET VALUATION ARE HERESY ADOPTELD,

UNANIMOUSLY PASSED AND APPROVED THIS 22 day of August 2008, =t & regulacly called
meeting of the Transportation Policy Council for the Houston-Gilveston  Transportation
Meroagement Arza,

A TR OYED: ' ATTEST: 1
Secretary

s Patteroon, Cleittsn Tom Reid, S
ansportation Policy Connell Transportation Polics-Coungil




AS PER ORIGINAL

Revised: 08/21/08

SH 99 Grand Parkway
Toll Project Market Valuation
Terms and Conditions

1. Project Scope The Grand Parkway project will be a controlled
access toll road from two to six lanes with overpasses
at major intersections and direct connectors at
interchanges with other major thoroughfares, all as
more fully described in Exhibit A attached hereto.

2. Initial Toll Rate Initial Toll Rates — Per Mile

The initial toll rate for the Grand Parkway project
will be a schedule of rates that will not exceed the
average per mile toll rates for electronic toll
transactions in force and effect for the Harris County
toll road system as of the date of opening of any
segment of the Grand Parkway project, exclusive of
any congestion priced toll corridor or managed lane
project (the “HCTRA System Rates”), as of the date
of opening of any segment of the Grand Parkway
project. Such initial toll rate shall be no lower than
the toll rates in effect as of September 1, 2008.

3. Toll Rate Escalation Toll Rate Escalation Methodology

Methodology
The toll rate escalation methodology for the Grand

Parkway project will be the escalation methodology
set forth in Harris County’s tolling policy in force
and effect as of any period of determination. Such
methodology shall provide for an annual adjustment
no less than the annual adjustment provided in
Section 11(A) of the current Harris County tolling
policy. (A copy of the current Harris County tolling
policy, which includes the current toll rate schedule
and toll rate escalation methodology is attached
hereto as Exhibit B.).

08/13/08
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AS PER ORIGINAL
RECORDED GN_J3-5-2¢
IN THE COMMISSIONER oot

‘MINUTES OF '&?\H‘ - D@
Schedule "B"
SH 99 Minimum Project Scope

Phases Segments Segment Length (Miles)
Phase 1
4-Lane
Tollway :
__ SegmentF2
Segmentl2 | 60 |
Phase 1 (1)
DC’s Segment E (4) N/A
SegmentF2(1) | ____________NA
Phase 2A -—\ ] B Séjmenth o _ 'VU 65
2-Lane
Tollway e =
Segment C1 9.0
Segment C2
Phase1:  4-Lane Tollway and 7 DC’s - Phase 1 consists of building 4 tollway
lanes for segments D, E, F1, F2, G and I12. It will also build 7 DC’s
during this phase, 4 DC's for Segment E, and 1 DC for Segments
C1,F2 and G.
Phase 2A: 2-Lane Tollway - Phase 2A consists of building a 2-lane tollway for
Segments A, B1, B2, C1, C2, Hand 1.
Note: There is feasibility study on-going for determining the proposed

HOU:2899280.1

route for Segment A.



