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RESOLUTION NO. 91~57

A RESOLUTION

AUTHORIZING' . THE GENERAL MANAGER TO EXECUTE AND DELIVER A
MODIFICATION TO THE CONTRACT WITH LOUIS DREYFUS ENERGY CORPORATION
FOR .UNLEADED GASOLINE' BY EXTENDING THE PERFORMANCE PERIOD AND
INCREASING·THE'MAXIMUM AUTHORIZED EXPENDITURES UNDER THE CONTRACT;
AND MAKXNG FINDINGS AND PROVISIONS RELATIVE TO THE SUBJECT.

WHEREAS.' ME~RO entered into a contract with Louis Dreyfus..' ,

.Energy.· . Corporation for unleaded gasoline on the basis of,

competitive bids' with said contract contp.ining an option to extend,

the pe~fo~ance for up to two additional one-year periods; and

WHEREAS, Lo~is Dreyfus Energy Corporation has provide~

satisfactory'servicesi. and
; .

.~ER~S,· METRO previously exercised the first option to extend

the contract performance pe~iod for an additional one-year period;

and
• .f

•.
WHEREAS, the Board of Directors is of ·the opinion' that it is

in METRO"s best interest to exercise the second optio; to extend

the'p~rforman~e period of the contract for another yeari
f

NOW, .' THEREFORE I BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
T~E METROPOLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY THAT:

. Section 1~ Th~,General Manager be and he is hereby authorized

and dire~t~d t~ execute. ~nd deliver a modification to the contract
....

',with .Louis', Dreyfus Energy Corporation for unleaded g~'soline by
,,' .. 't "-

, ~xtending the period of performance for one additional year and'

.incre~~ing the maximum authorized expenditures under the contract

by $300., 000 •

r
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RE$OLU~ION NO •. 91;' ·57 . (Page 2)

Section 2.

passage.

This. resolution is effecti.ve inunediately upon

PASSED this 23rd day of May, 1991
APPROVED this 23rd day of May, 1991

..
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ATTEST:
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A RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION NO. 91~58

t,

/
I

, L

AUTHORIZING THE GENERAL MANAGER TO NEGOTIATE, EXECUTE AND DELIVER
A. CONTRACT ,WITH DILLARD & WEAVER . CONSTRUCTION, INC. FOR
CONSTRUCTION OF THE HEIGHTS TRANSIT CENTER INCLUDING IMPROVEMENTS
TO ADJ~CENT STREETS; AND MAKING FINDINGS AND PROVISIONS RELATIVE
TO THE SUBJECT:

WHE~EAS~ the 'Board of Directors has previously approved the

construction ,of a transit center in that portion of the City qf

Houston 'known as the 1.'Height~ II i and

WHEREAS, c~ns~ruction of the Heights Transit Center includes

certain '~mprove:ments of Studewood r Adele and Louise Streets to,

prov~de,better acc~s~ to thefacilitYi and

WHERE;~S.l Dill~rd & Weaver'-Construction r Inc. has submitted the

lowest 'responsive and responsible bid for the work:

. NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
THE METROPOLIT~ T~SIT AUTHORITY THAT:

..,
.Section 1. The General Manager be and he is hereby.:authorized

.and diz:ected to nego~iater execute and deliver a contract with

Dillard & Weav~rConstruction, In~. for the construction of th~

J
I

L

Heights Transit Center r including designated
., .

improvements to

t.·..' • Studewood , Adele and Louise Streets in an amount not to exceed

$1/443,~69·•.

,Section 2.

passage.

This resolution is effective immediately upon

PASSED this 23rd day of MaYr 1991
APPROVED this 23rd day of MaYr 1991

, ,
/.

ATTEST:~.. . ....
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RESOLUTION NO. 91,· ~9

A RESOLUTION

: '"

AUTHORIZING THE GENERAL· MANAGER TO EXECUTE AND DELIVER A.
CONTRACT WITH WILLIAMS INDUSTRIES, INC. FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE
PHASE II. MODIFICATIONS TO THE WESTWOOD PARK & RIDE LOTi AND MAKING
FINDI~GS AND PROVISIONS RELATIVE TO THE SUBJECT.

w:aEREA~" Phase' II modifications to METRO's existing Westwood

. :Park .&' 'Ride' Lot are needed to accommodate increased patron

utili~,~tioni and

WH~REAS, METRO invited bids for the construction of

t
.~.,
, ,

I

&

" ,

~

.. modifications to the Westwood Park & Ride Loti and

, WHEREAS, the firm of Williams Industries r Inc. submitted the

low~st responsive and respo~sible bid;
• to 0

. NOW, THEREFORE, .BE IT RESOLVED BY' THE ,BOARD OF· D~RECTORS OF
THE METROPOLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY THAT:

...
Section 1'. ~he General Manager be and he is p.ereby authorized'

.
and di.rected to execute and deliver a contract with Williams

Ind~str~~sl Inc. fo~ construction of Phase II modifications to the'

,Westwood Park & Ride Lot in an amount"not to exceed $f,950,OOO.

,.

r,
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Section 2.' This resolution is effective inunediately upon

passag:e.

PASSED this 23rd day of May, 1991.
APPROVED this 23rd day of May, '1991.

ATTEST': .

. ', .
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RESOLUTION NO. 91~~O

A RESOLUTION

'AUTHORI,ZING'THE GENERAL MANAGER TO EXECUTE AND DELIVER A CONTRACT
WITH; CRAIG' &", HEIDT, INC. FOR CONSTRUCTION OF IMPROVEMENTS TO
BEINHORN ROAD FROM' VOSS ROAD TO PINEY POINT ROAD; AND ,MAKING
FINDINGS AND PROVISIONS RELATIVE TO THE SUBJECT .

. ". .

"WHE~EAS, the construction of improvements on Beinhorn Road
'~ . ,~'" ," . . . .

from Vo'ss" Rqad, to p~riey Point Road has been designated a METRO­

managed,',~G,en~ral' Mob~lity project and;

WHEREAS, 'METRO has solicited bids for the performance of the
". 1 0

. work;' ,and.

WH~REAS, the firm of Craig & Heidt, Inc. submitted the lowest

re~ponsive.and responsible bid;
. .~

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIREG~ORS TO T~E

METRO~OLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY THAT: r,

Section '1. ' The .General Manager be and he is hereby authorized, '

and'd~rected to e~ecute and deliver a contract with Craig & Heidt,
, I'

Inc. for the construction of improvements to Beinhorn Road from

Voss Road· to Piney Point ,Road in an amount not to exceed

I,
~

I,
r I

,
,',

f
I~.,

$13?,934.80.

. S.ection' 2.

.pas~age.•

.'
This resolution is effective immediately upon

PASSED this 23rd day of May, 1991
APPROVED this 23rd day of May, 1991

\'1 .ATTEST:
/
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RESOLUTION NO. 91-61

A RESOLUTION

AUTHORIZING THE GENERAL MANAGER TO EXECUTE AND DELIVER A CONTRACT
WITH" ":INTEGRATED',' WASTE ' SPECIAL SERVICES, INC. FOR DEMOLITION I

DISPOSAL'~ ':AND ASBESTOS REMOVAL AND .CLEAN-UP OF THE DOWNTOWN MULTI­
USE FACILITY; AND MAKING FINDINGS AND PROVISIONS RELATIVE TO THE
SUBJECT.

, ~EREAS" "in prep~ration ,for the occupancy of the Downtown
, ,

'M':llti~~~e facil,i-t::yr. it is necessary to demolish anq dispose of
, ,

exist";ng ..strt;lctures on the site; and

. WH,E~E:AS, the firm of Integrated Waste Special Seryices, Inc.,

submitte<;f, the lo~est ' responsive and responsible bid to provide

these, demo"l;i.tion, disposal, asbestos removal and clean-up services;
. f

NOW I " THEREFORE I BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
THE METRO~OLITAN ~RANSIT AUTHORITY THAT:

Section 1. ~he Gene;ral manager be and he is hereby authorized,

',an~ .directed to execute and 'deliver a contract with Integrated

Waste ',Sp~cial Services I Inc. for demolition, disposal, asbestos.
re~ova~ an~ clea~-up of the Downtown Multi-Use Facility··site at a

, ' ,

,c~st ~ot t~·exceed $147,300.

'Section' 2.,' This resolution is effect'ive ~mmediately upon

passag.e.

Passed this 23rd day of May, 1991
Approved 'this 23rd day of May, 1991

ATTEST:
,

#
I
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RES.OLUTION NO. 9~-,62;

.. A RESOLUTION

AUTHORIZING THE GENERAL MANAGER TO NEGOTIATE, EXECUTE AND DELIVER
SIX . (6) CONT~CTS'FOR MATERIALS TESTING. SERVICES i AND MAKING'
FINDINGS'AND PROVISIONS RELATIVE TO THE SUBJECT:

WHEREAS,' Material,s testing services, are needed in conjunction

with:METRO's construction projects; and

WHEREAS, ,METRO solicited proposals from qualified firms to
r

. '

perform. tbe work; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors has reviewed the

'.'

qual~~ic~tion,s of t~e firms responding and is of the opinion that

six (6) of the fi~s are most qualified to perform the materials

, testing services;

.. NOW, .THEREFORE, aE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF 'DIRECTORS OF
THE METROP9LITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY TfIAT:

. ,

Section 1. The General Manager be and he is hereby authorized

to negoti~te,' execut~ and deliver a contract for materials testing

servic~s with e~ch'of the following firms:

a. " Southwestern Laboratories
b., Fugro-McClelland, Inc.
c. 'G~otest Engineering, Inc.
d,. Law, Enginee~ing, Inc.
,e. '. ,Terra-Mar, Inc.
f. McBride-Ratcliff and Associates r Inc.

. f.
t.

,Each.contract shall be in an amount not to exceed $250,000.

~ .. ..

,.

Section 2._

passage. ". "

ATTEST:

This resolution is effective immediately upon

PASSED this ~3rd day of May; 1991
APPR V~hiS 23rd day of May, 1991

r,
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RESOLUTION NO. 9'-63

f'
,

A RESOLUTION

ADOPTING A FIVE-YEAR SERVICE PROGRAM; AND MAKING FINDINGS AND
PROVISIONS RELATIVE TO THE SUBJECT.

WHEREAS, ~ETRO has examined economic forecasts for population

and ,employmen.t growth within the metropolitan area to identify

future 'trans].t needs;' and

WHE'REAS , M~TRO has developed a Five-Year Service Program which

,addresses,' service needs for the year 1992 through 1996 i and

~EREAS, the Board is of the opinion that adoption of the

Five~Year Service Program is appropriate,

"NOW I THEREFORE I' BE' IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
THE METROPOLITAN TRANSIT AQTHORITY THAT:

• 'f',

Section 1. The Board of Directors hereby adopts the Five-Year

'Service,Program for addressing future transit needs for the years

I

.. 1
I
I

!

.'
-..' .

1992 thro~gh 1996.

Section 2.

passage··.

,
This resolution is effective immediately upon

'PASSED this 23rd day of May, 1991
APPROVED this 23rd day, of May, 1991

'. l
i~'.r,

ATTEST: :
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RESOLUTI9N NO.' 91-' 64'

Mo~ility ~~ojecti and

,'. .

, .0

'. . ..~

I.: •• ,

.. {
, .
.,.
",'

,
J

fA RESOLUTION

"CERTIFYING THE BRIDGE RECONSTRUCTION ON SHOREWOOD DRIVE\OVER T~E
, .~IMB~R: COVE INLET FROM TAYLOR LAKE AS AN ELIGIBLE PROJECT FOR THE
EXPENDI~URE OF EXPANDED BASE SALES TAX REVENUE' FUNDS BY THE CITY
OF TAYLOR LAKE VIL;LAGEi AND MAKING FINDINGS AND PROVISIONS RELATIVE
TO 'THE SUBJECT.,

WHE~EAS, the·Board has designated improvements to Timber Cove'

Street a~ 'a'General Mobility Project with the City of Taylor Lake

,Village i and::·'

WHEREAS I the City of Taylor Lake Village has requested

,~O certification of reco~structionof a city,bridge on Shorewood Drive
. ." . . :

• , 0

, " '

'over the' Timber Cove inlet from Taylor Lake as eligiple for
't ' ,

ex~anded base', sales 't~x revenues in conjunction with the I' General

"

f •',WHEREAS,'by.waY' of Board Resolution No. 88-29 and subsequent
j'

resolutions, the Board has ~stablished,the pasis and prgce¢ure for
, .

distribution of· revenues' derived from expansion of the' ~s~les tax·
"0

b~se by 'the 1987, Texas Legislature; and
'. '

WHER~S I the reconstruction of the city bridge is eli.gible for
" , ,

f~nding from the expanded base sales tax revenues under the~

'~~idelines established by the Board;

r

, .

r.

'I

.' . I
i. -:,

t· •. ·.- .

I,
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J. RESOLUTION 9 i (Page 2)

~ .'.

NOW, THEREFO~E BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
MET~OPO~ITAN TRAN~IT AUTHORITY THAT:

.
Section' 1. .The reconstruction of a city bridge on Shorewood

. Drive over the Tiniber Cove inlet from Taylor Lake is hereby

certified a~.~.p~oject el~gible for expenditure of expanded sales

tax revenue b:y:..the City of Taylor. Lake Village.

. Section 2. 0 This resolution' is ef'fective immediately upon
.

passage .',.. '

r,

~",

.~ " '. . . .

... ~.

" .' .

...

.~

-"",,0'

ATTEST:

. I

PASSED this 23rd day of MaYr1'1991
APPROVED this 23rd day of May,'1991'

.\ ,f
~
I
I
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RESOLUTION 91~65..,·, ". ,:.' :-: ;

A RESOLUTION

CERTI'FYING PROJECTS AS ELIGIBLE FOR EXPENDITURE OF EXPANDED BASE
SALES TAx REVENUE FUNDS BY THE CITY OF HOUSTON i AND MAKING FINDINGS
AND PROVISIONS RELATIVE TO THE "SUBJECT. .

: WHEREAS, by. way' of Resolution No. 88-28 and ,su.bsequent·
, '..

resolU1:ion~~ :the. Board has established the basis and procedure for ...
, ,.'

deteIminin~the amount of and distribution of sales tax revenues

generated by expansion of the sales tax base to 6onstituent: o '. .

...•...

_.~..• , .

o '

:.......:
,::.,;1',.

gove~nmental entities within METRO; and
. . .• '. I

. 'Whereas, the city of Houston has proposed· pr~jects for ...•... ol
,~ ., ..' .:.: ., .. ",: :;

expenditure' of .its '·share o'f' the expanded base sales ~~x revenue '" ,.0 ••, I'

j , ,,' 0

funds consisting of ,the asphalt overlay of twenty-four (24) street~.::'·· : .
f. ". ' .', ~. " 0

" and.;.the concrete reconstruction of one designated street;
. .

" ' .NOW THEREFORE 1 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DI~ECTORS OF THE .: , "
M~TRC?POLITAN TRANSIT 'AUTHORITY THAT: .: f'. r .

'0. f

Section 1. The B~ard hereby certifies as eligible projepts
. , ) .

for 'expenditure ofexpaonded base sales tax revenue by .the citYrot· .•.... . ' . \' ..)~'.

Housto~ those. projects set out on Attachment A'hereto.

,\' ..

, Section 2.

passage~

I

This resolution is effective immediately upon

Passed this 23rd day qf MaYr·1991
Approved this 23rd day of MaYr 1991

. :.

. Attest:'

..
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Resolution No. 91-6.6.

A RESOLUTION

MODIFYING 'BOARD' RESOLUTION 88-49 BY THE ADOPTION OF REVISED
CRITERIA FOR. THE EVALUATION AND DESIGNATION OF GENERAL MOBILITY
PROJECTS; AND MAKING FINDINGS AND PROVIS.IONS RELATIVE TO THE
'SUBJECT. .

, WHEREAS, . by way of Board Resolution 88-49, the Board of

Directors adopted specific criteria and procedures for the

evaluation and designation of candidate General ~obility Projects;

and' ,

WHER~AS; METRO staff has adjusted and refined the criteria

used for evalua~ing candidate General Mobility projects to enable
f

a more ~bject:ive analysis i and-··

, WHE.REAS I the ,revised criteria have been reviewed by the Board;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
. METROPOLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY THAT:,. . .

• 'f·

Section 1. The Board hereby adopts the revi~ed criteria for

the eva~uation 'and designatio~ of G~neral Mobility proj~cts as set

forth on Exhibit ~, attached hereto.

t

Section 2.
,

Board Resolution 88-49 is hereby modified to

incorporate the revised criteria as adopted herein.

Section 3.
'.

pa~sag~.

This resolution is effective immediately upon

ATTEST:

retary

PASSED this 23rd day of May I. 1991
APPROVED this 23rd day of May, 1991

~thony w•.
Chairman

,,
&



.EXHIBIT II A"
to Resolution
91-"

. WORKSHEET FOR PRIORITIZATION OF GENERAL MOnll..ITY PROmCfS

PROJECT: .

, ,
TOTAL COST·:·

CRITERIA

A. Benefit/Cost Ratio (Actual):
1. 10 or greater
2. S - 10
3. 1 - 5
4. Under 1

,B. Traffic Delay:
'. 1. Greater than 7,000 veh./lanc/day or greater

than 3,000 hrs./yr. delay (intersection)

2. 5,000 to 7,000 vch./lane/day or 2,000 to
3,000 hrs./yr. delay (intersection)

3. 1,500 to· 5,00.0 veh./lane/day or 1,000 to

2,000 hrs./yr. d~lay' (interscc~ion)

. C. Transit Benefits:
Projcc~ enhances existing or planned route
o~ facility.,.

D.' P~blic Infrastructure or Facilities Benefits:
Project enhances' mobility to such public facilities
as schools, hospitals, and police and fire stations.

E. Regional Balance:
Relationship' of project to distribution of other
mobility projects.

F. Shared Funding Opportunities:
1. 66% or greater
2. 33 - 66%

'j

G. Availability for Construction

H. Enhances Pedestrian Safety

TOTAL

POINTS

100
50
25
o

100

. 50

25

25

50

50
25

50
25

50

50

VALUE

o .t.

•,

f,

f

,0

t:
;~.,

,,
l

t,

5/22/91 . . .
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RESOLUTION NO. 91-67

\ ..

.,'

:.

.1-.

r,

I

;\
.1

.) " ., ,0

, .. .

A RESOLUTION .......

fit·.··

'. , ... ;

, , .
'APPROVING' ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR THE FY90 ROUTE STREET IMPROVEMENTS
PROJECT WITH THE CITY OF HOUSTON; AND MAKING FINDINGS AND
PROVISIONS RELATIVE TO THE 'SUBJECT.

WHEREAS, by' way of Resolution 89-66, the Board approved the, ~..,

reconstruction ~f twenty-eight (28) designated streets as a General
' .. ' .. .

M~bilit~Project with the City of Houston; and

,million; and,

:

increased by $2.6 million for a total amount not to exceed $9.1:

t

. .~) ':"

,,\ .' i" ..... \:. r
~. I
" ,, .
.\ I\ ,;
, '..!&,

.'. .~.. ~ ~
.. ~., ... . ,,' t.. " i

.. " .' !
-I

..J
.r:
f
J
I
'\.

tFunds shall be, ·made available from the program

. WHEREAS, additional funding is needed for completio4 of the-
j

·WH~REAS, . the project was incorporated into METRO;:S . FY90 r

Capital. Improvement Program with funding authorized llP ·fto $6.5

r

project;
· e. ,~ ,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ntREcTORS OFf
, THE METR.OPOLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY THAT: . : .;

Section 1. The ~aximum authorized. funding. for the FY90 Route

~tre~t Improvement., 'Project with the City of Hop.stan is ~ereby

. million.

",:

" '. ~ ..

.contingen~y fund ·in the Capital Improvement Program for FY~2 and:

. FY93 •..
, I

. ~ ~

t

I
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RESOLUTION NO. 9~- 67 (Page 2)

Section 2.

passage •..

. '

ATTEST:

This resolution is effective inunediately upo~

. PASSED this 23rd day of May, 1991.'
APPROVED"this "23rd day 'of May, 1991

,
I

retary

.
. ,.

r,

r
) .

/;

·:,-:;··,r
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RESGLUTION NO. '91-66:.~. ,.' ..

.~. ':
..........

A RESOLUTION

'..
• 00'

." .....

r
, :." APPROVING A.PLAN FOR DETERMINING THE FEASIBILITY OF COMMUTER
. RAIL' SERVI·~E WITHIN THE, METRO SERVICE AREA; AND MAKING FIN~I~GS AND r

PROVISIONS· RELATIVE TO THE SUBJECT. ' .,
-.' .

..~ER~S I ' cl'':lring the J;'egular meeting of the Board of Directors

. held,C?n Mar'ch 28 1 1991, METRO staff was directed to investigate the

feasibi,~ity of co~uter rail service and develop a pla~ for

.contiriu~d e~aluation; .~nd

;
I"
, ,

. ' ,

WHEREAS, 'METRO statf has developed a plan for evaluating the
.' ..' . .' . t·,.,.1

'feasibili·ty of c9nunuter rail s~,rvicei and
. ,. ,.,' :>' :,' ,. ::' ......:: '. -

WHEREAS,' ~h~ Boa.rd. ot Directors is of the opinion that the

,plan dev~lop~~ ,by staff is the most appropriate course of action

'for' eva.l.ua~ing -the feasibility of conunuter rail within the METRO

.'

" '

.·.. commuter rail services in the' METRO service area as set out in

.. Attachment A.

"NOW I THEREF.ORE,' BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF·
THE METRO~OLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY TliAT:

.,
i

l

,. .
.1

• 'f

•.service' area';

. ,

" ' Sec~ion 1'. -The Board of Directors of the Metropolitan Transit r

Authorit:¥, .~~reby apprc;>ve a plan for evaluating the feasibility of
. ". ~

~. ., ,'. .
f~."

~ ,.' .
" .,

,' .....

Section 2. The Gen~ral Manager be and he is hereby authorized.
·to ne9:Q~i~~e'-appropriate .co~tractual agreements for an amount not

., ~,' .........
. j

,.

~. ". . .

:. :,
t

;~.
.t
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Section 3.

passage.

"t ••

.'. I

f
)Page 2

,

"

r "

, ,',

This resolution is effective immediately upon

PASSED this 23rd day of May, 1991
APPROVED this 23rd day of May, 1991

• ~ '. 'i 10

.. '~. l " .

.....

.~~ .' ..... "

·0 ....

I .... : ~ '.

, "
It ,. •

'. ~'. I' :. '. .,

ATTEST.: "
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DRAFT

A PLAN OF ACTION FOR

CONTINUING A STUDY FOR

:~9MMUTER RAIL IN'HQUSTON

:.'. .,
' ..

., .

..! ..
-. " .

, ....

o \ 0.·.,· .

. At the'March Board of Directors mee~i~g the Board directed the General Manager

to submit· a 'plan of action to the Board for continuing the study for commuter
. ,

.. rail in H.ouston ..

. .

I,
I,

, I

~,:\ '. .We 'prOP9se .to conduct· a' commuter rail feasibil ity study in two phases as
<:.;;.•'. " .• 0

~!~\':'.;::": :outl in~d,1n. the' attached "Scope of Work ll
• Thefi rst phase would be a data

~<:~~::''; :., .~ ~.. . '. '. . <. .' '. .... .::' ;::,~o.' ." . '. .;', . 0 ••••• ". .. , •

~;rr:·'· gathering and screening pro~.ess for'-all proposed corridors) while the second

. phase W~41d .be a de~ail ed investigation of those corridors found to have
.'.
:.;:,":'':'' .. potent.i.al ·.fn "the Phase I ·screening .process.
~:~;:{;:.'..:"", .. ' ..;", ...... : . .. '. . .

•: ......::~.::. 0 . ' .' • • •••

":'<.,:. Th~ p~opos'ed': f~asi bil i,ty study coul d be conducted by one of thi, following

~~'.>.::" options: ',~. ~fA combination of General Design Consultants (GDC r s) 'for Phase I

(,,>.,.: arid"'~ngi'rie'e'~'ing Consultants f~r Phase II; la) GDC's for Phase I and decide

>:,,',' ~ft~r' Phas~''1 wh~ther ·to. use Goer s or Eng; neeri n9 Consul t~nt for' Phase II;

/::", .2) Gp~"'s' ..·~urt:'ently under' contract with METRO for Phase I and II; or 3), By
: .. . '~.' .'.~: ...

~utside Engineering Consultants.

r

..
'ou.tside. Engineering Consultants' are used it \'lould take 3 to 4 months to go

through t~e Reque~t for'. Qualifications [RFQ) process, selection of ~he f
,

~~~;. -....
...•.. " .0
::' ~., :: '.

.....'..
. .~

.;.-
:..... '

. .

If the GDCi's" are use'd the Phase I study can conlnlence a1most immedi'ate'ly.

..

If

J
: .. )

,'. :~o' " .'"

I • " •. ....
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T.he. -f~11ow-up P~ase II studY' would only begin after

~6';'(:~'~'::'" ,""': ~ ~"" ':. '.

r\.., ,.:·.· · . ..
;~-:J~.'; .•.. '. Phase ·II •.·.. The Pha~e I ..·.st.udy would. require approximately 6 to 7 months af~er a.... '.

.:~{:.::.~' '

~,..:~...." .

authorization is received ,from the Board and work authorization is issued.
I.,,

~: i . ..'

'. ~ ~. '. ", .

.' ..' .
'. The Phase' II . study would' require approximately 18 nlonths to complete. ,A
. '. ....•. .... .. .' .

..... schedule .showing the approximate time of completion, of each phase, is also
' .

.attached.
':'."', .,.. ' ..

••..• '0·

~~.,:': ..
...... .

, I

. \

).
r

.'.
'f

I

.'

....

-~ ..' .-.- .
::";.:...... The costs· 'of the Phase I Data Collections and Screening process is estimated

(;;'::"~">':;-'" to ~e.$2~;~~~~q -'35'0,000> The costs could be slightly higher under the RFQ.

:~~~,~t~<J'··:.... ' ~ption~' d'~~ "to m'ore ;taff involvement in the RFQ process and the time required'

:~\::..::'.:" .f~r th~·~~l.ected E~gineering Consultants. to familiarize themselves with the

.~';.. , . ~ariou~··.:·~orr~dors ~ein; studied. rt- should be noted that under the current. .. '. - '.' ~ ...... .' ~. . .

finan~~~i·~i~~, f~nding is not available until a~er Year 2000.
~~: .'. '.,

:.:.:

~'. ;-" ..
~... ~. '. '. . .
~:' :....;. ~. "

; •• :. '4 •. ~'.

;.;.:.;:'::: ."'

.: .., .....• : .
~.~~..:. " .

.... , '.
-,' • '0

...... .

:-
:....~ :.~".". .:.

:' .

. . . ....

',....,.

't.

f.
".... .,.,'"

/:/'.~'~,. .
, ,*." .' ~. • . '.

".
"

,
: ,
= •

,.,
t" •

• '0 •
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DRAFT

A' FEASIBILITY STUDY FOR

COMMUTER RAIL IN HOUSTON

;.

..

'. ,.

.. : .., .
. ~:..~..~ :.. ' ..:

'•• 0

.,
.~. '~o'

SCOPE OF WORK

.. ..~. '. " .
' .

•••• •.•.••• • t.

INTRODUCTION
.'."" ..
,".,'.-

:,";':",:'.;' '. .
~•.:::.:- .;.. .
~:~.:.:::.,:"

::.:' .0 . .~. .
....
:: 00 • ~t

. .

. At' the . .' Board of Directors Meeting) the Board directed the General
, . . '....

., 'Manager: to' . i mp,l e~erit " (l commuter ra il feas i bil i ty study for Houston, f
. ..' ':.. . .. ' '..... : .....
'Texas~' ...:

eo

.. ,.~. • ••,. 0..:.
•• ' 0

'.::':

~~:~;~:>',:<' ,II. ..BA~K~RO~ND
.... :'..

c'orri~or~ c,onverging near downtown Houston. There are a total"of 13 rail f
,

...; ., .
'various reasons have been dropped from further consideration:'

l
;~.,

t.

. .

cor~id~rs ·.ow~ed by five Railroad Companies operatin~ within METRO's
o • ':. t

. .'.

have., i,:!' ,the past been consid~red for commuter rail service, but for

• Ie•
.,METRO has, lQng been aware of the radial network of existing rail...

••• 0 • ,

... servi'ce area •. Most of these rail corridors, or combination of corridors,

:'''''' .
; ..:

.:. ~.. ..:

.'...•....
. pue':~~'~mergers and consolidations within recent years the ownership, and

0:." . 0.

4" '.:: ; ' .

e, attitude~ of the owners, of some of the railroads operating in Houston
: ,e.:·. • .

.has" changed dramatically. .Therefore,.~ because there may be service

.......
~:~'.. :' ..
~~"'.~ ',' '. ~/U12/423/3. :

1 '- 5/13/91
,,,



.......
,'. ,,'.....

':"," ':.'

~.', ._. :. ,'-: . '......

.. .....

.iniprove~ents involving conunuter rail which are cost effective, it is now

.~ppr~'~ri'ate' to· .update previ ous· studi es to i nc1ude current ownershi p
, ,

, attitudes and operating' strategies as well as to' provide other
. ...

. ' '. ..' .

. informati~~ on possibl e commuter rail services.

.t

I

...........

,.': ': ',............I·.... '
I., •

'.,:"
: ',' .: .::. ~. .

'. ','

. . .
, . I I I. CONCEPT .' OF COMMUTER RAl L

., .' .

,'M~RO' has" always felt that the ,concept of commuter rail may have some'
..

merit'· as'" an integral' part of the ultimate configuration of transit
. .,. .

. ','

, .•....',
'::,,'

,serVice·.:':,:~Jl :Houston~,' It would utilize' existing railroad company
t,

"

••...•..0,',. : • ...' .

"development and must compl ement·-the year 2000 Fixed Gui deway 'system and
. '. ',. . . .~ ,

!
, t

'l
.' .' .\.

, ,:i

"

t,
I ••

•
"

'.' .

, ..... ,' ." , . . .

" right-:of-way, ' ,tracks and other facil itie~ thereby reducing capital

'inv~stinent': costs. 'Commuter rail would be the subject of long term

.. IV. ' PRO?OSED WORK PROGRAM
,~ :_. , • t ••

',,'.

.....,...:'
~' ~.' .. . .

t .'.
' .. ~. .

~ .• t,

. It i~ pr.oposed that METRO conduct a commuter rail feasibil itS' study in

two . phase's •. The first phase would be a data gather'ipg and screening,. .. .
I

proce$s for alJ' of the proposed corridors. This process would allow the:

,vario'qs ,'~orridors to be analyzed and ranked according to their potential
. ' :', '.' ..... " ~: ~ , . .',. " '

sUit~b~.l ity for comm~t,er rail. A scope of \A/ark for Phase I of the

; prog~am is ··de1i neated on the fo11 owi ng pages.

•, ,
a

~ ~ .. '.

i' :..

The ·second phase would be a detailed investigation of those. corridors

foum£. to ha~e p~tential for commuter rai.l in the Phase I screening. This
,'I

"

"~'~ .. ",..
, .

•• t.

5/U12/423/~, ......
'I,
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'..,' ...•

~.' .' 0

.:.- .. ,' .

..~ .~ .'

.\ >•...
.: ',

.. ... ~. '.. ..
f······ ,',
;·f::···.· 0 •• 0 •

'0 •

. ' ~

.:.•..

fo.lloOw-on·oPhase II work 'would include such items as negotiations with the

... ra.~lroads'for·right-of~·~aycosts, relocations, upgrading of facilities,
, ..' .. ' .... '..... .'

. '; 'operat1r:tg' and'maintenimce' agreements and labor agreements; provide a

. level .of engineering to permit refined cost estimates for all reqUired
• '. • • • 0 • •

i~pro~e~ents' includi~g a~diti6nal tracks, signals and interlockings,.. . .' . . .

:'. gr.ad.~;:'s'epa~ations" station facilities and other improvements. This phase
a , ..' 0 _ , •

. .". ,

of t~e program would result in a document sufficiently detailed to permit

'th.~· Board to, make a decision regarding the implementation of commuter r

~ail in th'epreferred' corridor.
. . " ..

4 1 ',

" .' .
: ,""' , ." ::
.' .....

..

. t

.1

. e
"

l
,\
,I

,.' .:':'
: ~.. ':' ,

.......
I. ", "..

.'.
I.·.• · ••

SCO~~':OF 'WO.RK (P.ha,se I Only)

. " .. ',' "

.' 0

.. A.~·· ... DATA 'COL~ECTION

, '0:

f,

~:.': :>.~ .
..... ' ...

1.
:0 : Collect Previous Related Studies

.••••!'........

, ....
I

:' , .

'0.

. ..
./ " .'..... .

'0': • 0

/(;'::~
.'t! •••• •. .
.....
<.~ ..:....': .
.: '~" :; ..~""': .'..~ ~ ." .. '

-.."'...
. ~ .
;.:. e~ •• , '.

,~.,'. '.

,0.

. .,.
. • f

.' Over the years, there have been several studies o'f. ,commuter'

.. .. rail po.~ential. Th.ese studies will be collected ana reviewed,

both for ~pplicability and to eliminate duplication of effort

. '.' .. where previous data i~ still applicable.;·

. 2. .·D~termine Degree of Railroad Interest

. . .
In this task, each of the railroads who have an '.ownership

interest in one or more of the rail corridors serving the near

. ...

to e ••
• 0 ~ •.; .. , .~: .
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. ,' ..
t:" ,
",... '

, .
~ ... ~, '.

;.'.','::. '

.....
'.'
i:··"·:. ;:
..." .

..,.
.'

........... '

. ".':\..
.•.... .
••• • &

.'

downtown Houston area \'/oul d be contacted to deterrni ne the.ir
:' interest. and .cooperat ion 1n commuter ra i 1 servi ce. It is

· .~:.' :" expected that'· each corridor will fall into one of three
........ ': .:. " '.,: ' .. '

. " ,'. '" . .categori.es :

a. Unwillingness by the railroad to consider such service in

that corridor.

:., ' .. b..... Willingness to consider joint service in a corridor,

. either on shared track or with dedicated commuter trackage
'." .

in the ~ame right~of-way .

r,

. \,

. . ~.

~ . .
,.'..

c. Abandonm,ent of the corri dor for ra i 1 frei ght servi ce and.

sale of right~of-way and facilities to METRO for its use. f.

Each of·the co~ridors ;identified in Task 1 as being·category 2b .

.': .. _·... ·or "2c. would have data collected sufficient ~ to describe its
'.. : .' .' ,

'.... .:.current physi.cal condition. This would include, but not be

.' '.:. : ,limited' to) trac'k m~ps) track condition, signalling) grade
, . "

.. ; crossin-gs" grade crossing protection, current cystomer sidings,

3.·.· ~sse~ble Current Physical Plant Data

~. ':' .'. .
:?<: .....
.~".". . ... '

::.'. '

; ....-..., .
,:;: . '., .
:·.t··:.··.·, .'

:, :.,'
':'", ..-; .
~'..•:::" ...
•... ".

~. ,

.:-'. "

' .. '...
".:.'

::~;;~ .':" '. .
:.:.•... -. '.
, .••....... :..
;/.;.....
I,' •

" .. '.'

'.. ~.. . .

...•

.' speed restrictions, interlockings, yards

• ,e....

and -terminals.

,.'

" .. :'.

.:, .. , :

Right-of-way maps would be obtained as part of this·data base

. and to a~sist in station sitings. ,,,

I'

'.' . . 5/U12/423/3 ':~ . 4 - 5/13/91



.... formul.ate~.·. Data waul d be co11 ected for those carri dors in

) .

r

I ,,

be

train

could

of present

operationsjoint

evaluationpermit

potenti al

.' 'T~~s . material .would
....;~. ' ..

. ....: .'. operations" 'so ·that

. " .

" ..., ~.'

rI~~~;~;'~::-~-:·::··:;·;7;.:.~';~~1;';:.::;'::'.:..,' - '

~;j.::~".: ':.. ". '. ;. '~~'. '. '. Assemb1e'Current Operating Data .

:!t?:{· ';, ~ . .' . '. '. .. .
I' .... - :.' .'~

e.,' .
• ~ e. e • • • e

:...':'
. '.. 5•. ' Assemble Data Regarding F.u·ture Plans

.... !"\...

....... "~....
. ....

.. '.' .. :·Futur~· plans of the railroads, the various cities, METRO, and

•. i

; ~

.". '

• •••• e

.' : O:·.:·other 'agencies would be compiled and their impact identified in

.' . those.' case~. where they would affect rail commuter service: .
.":.: '..
~.. ..

•• e; •

.;".'.' .:
..impl ement.ati on.'

,'.:~ .::, .

: ~....' . 6.··. Assemble Current and Future Park and Ride/Transitway Data
• ' •• f

• ~.:' • • e.

"·e: . ;
~: ...... • e •

......

.... .

i· : ".
'..; ..
I':" •.•. ,

..::...... .
1:.::'::\/" .
.......

• .e·..
~~ .' Some' of the proposed commuter ra i 1 carri dors are·" ..presently

: '.'.:.: served by METRO Tran'sitways or rark/Ride lines. Since. commuter

'..:.:".;:' .. rail .may coinpete with or complement these services, it will be
.. :.:.. . ;

":".~ ...' ...... necessa'ry to assess the systemwide integration. Sirice this
~" •....

!~;~:;\\:
, .

. "........ '

;~..::.:..•.
I ...•.; .
~:.' .

·t.: '.'
~ ~.

.'...

.'. ···-.:.·:··:·~ .. ·:pote~tial . diversion ,will have to be examined as part of

" :.:: :.: ····.. ridershiP .analysis, this task will involve assembling the
'. I' ,

. :. ,,-: '.':' '.necessary level of service and capacity data needed as input to

:.' t~e .ridership analysis. This data will include locati.ons of

transitways, express bus stops, transit centers,. park/ride

• I

,,
~

....:: ...

r
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:~~i;~~;:~"~." ~. ;',.... .... .... .

'~,~~.:~.. .... • . .. . . r

~1~1\}\,:)'~"::':' "..: ·'~··/··:o'1.ots, travel times, headways) fares) and current and predicted

.l~}:\·· :.' <::ri"dersh~p by time of day.
'.' ,

. )

.....,~ I ' ~ '.

.:

" ..::, .'.

". ,',

, ',"

. .' ~ .

•••• '0

\F:,:··,
I'. t ••:

\:" .'
,- .~....

1-··· .
,'. . 7.'. ~ Deter:mi"ne ,Institutional Issues

. '. Identify other organizatio.ns and governmental units with

....:. '.. authority to regulate aspects of commuter rail operations and (
,

.de~ermine the extent of ~hese regulations.

B. .'ANALYSES

· .
'.' ".: All'corridor analyses will be made giving full consideration to the

...: : .

"'Re~ional Trans.it Plan approved by the Board in 1986, including the

:..,. '.' P.h~~e 2. M~~ility Plan for the Year 2000 which includes· the fixed
II •• '0 ..... •

· ..guideway· component •. The Analyses Tasks involve two basically
..

~ >.pa~allel activities., First, a rough description is developed of a'

•.1

, .
. :.' pO,ssiPl~ service level for a given corridor) based on "r:easonable

o· .... ..,

'..... '

,.•..
; .. ", .
,:.< ... :'

':"

, :"~'..:..
~~.>.~ ..
' ••r'

,', ..'
t .~.~. ~ • •

.; .' ~. .

. estimates'· of the capability of the physical plant. Th·ese service
........ ::.. ," .

.. paramet~~s then beco~e input for the second activity: ridership

...... niodelli~g ·and' cost estimations. Factors to be considered shall

iricl~de: . downtown. distripution) park and ride lot and station
..

" .. lo~ations, travel times) rail freight conflicts and. the need for

'. ,'additional sidin'gs, double-tracking, .signalling and'" at-grade

· cros~ing safety improvements. Several iterations of this process
. .

:~ar be required before a satisfactory system can be defined, or the
'.' '. . I

.. ·.c~nclusio~ reached that a reasonable service cannot be p~ovided in a

g'1 yen ':corri dar •
· '

r

.. '...
.0 .e: .

. .'
.·5/U12/423/3 .. '

. . ~. . .
- 6 - 5/13/91 r,

.". ,,- .~.,.



". . .

I.'

••..;.4Jo ••: •••.•

Define Physical Plant

. .,
•

..'
,,' ,...

.:. ~~.. ' .

:." .

.'.: .

. '.. . ~ .

For each corridor, needed upgradings, new cons~ruction,

rehabilitation, etc. will be identified which will allow for a

reasonably atta{nabl e average speed and enhance commuter rail

operations ... Station locations will be identified and park and

.' ~ide lots sited .

. . ,2•. "Ev~luate Impacts on Existing Street and Highway Traffic

3. Estimate. Ridership

f,. .)

•'p,' •.,.' .
.....

,f

~ ,

........

. .

'.. Using sketch pl a'nning ,-techni ques and programs such as EMME-2,

" ...ridership will, be estimated including as a backgrolind system)

'METRO's ~~ase 2 m~bility plan. This may require adjustments to

.' eXisti~g and. proposed local and express bus service. Ridership
• .f·'

I,,
I

..
~ . modellirig shall indicate the source of riders to assess impact~....

;:~:-:.:'
:':,' ~ ...

../ ~.' '.' .

.... .

. '. ':, .. " on the transitway system. •• e.

...
.. . .

,..' ' '~ ~.' Capital costs

..•.

.. ~:.:... ' .'.

.' .....

.......
..... .

• ~ '~l.· •

. ~.

4.' ·Estimated Costs

Develop costs for all needed c~pital'

improvements,' in each corridor, including ··trackwork,

signalling, stations and parking, rolling stock, storage

'facilities, and right-of-way acquisitions .

. .
f,

),

1::
.\

·:i

:".:' ~.

,; ." .. '

'. .. . ..
. 5/U12/423/3 - 7 5/13/91 ••.,..-



.. .

. -, .

~:.:,r
.•:.
'::'::,..
'~.'o. , !~. ":.... :•......

. ....

.. b. Operating costs - Develop annual opera~ing cost.s for the

level of service prOVided) for each corridor) including

trac~ase rights fees and insurance costs.

. .
0, ......

~ -

" .~..'
i

~..

:." .

':...

I" ,0.

, .'

~/ . ' :

..
.'

,','

. ~•.. Distribution Requirements at Final Destination

..... ,.·This task will examine distribution requirem.ents to deliver'

p~tronsto . final destinations especially in the central

·business district (CBD). Capital and operation costs for the

'. distribution' systems will be estimated and included for

consideration.

. . ~. . '.'

...... ··.·.6. ·.:- .. R~fine Corridor Proposa,ls

. .

" This. task will evaluate the trading off of ridership, 'capital

,,
~

.1'

.<: 'cost' and operating cost so as to generally optimize each r
• 'f·,

, ',' ~ ... ....
.~'~.:;. '0···

~..". '. ' ...
. ~ .' .

•......

-.' .
".,.; ,

:~\~~~.... ' ...
•...•...:
." . .
:7,.(" .:' '. ,"

••: ••••• 10

.,....
,I.••. ,.e

. ' .

. ·corridor.

C.' .. ' ·RE~OMMENDAT.ION FOR FURTHER DEVELOPMENT

.1." : ,Categorize Carri dars
.' .

, ,
.'
. ....

....

. )
f.

,·,t
:i

. ..

'.',... . ~

'Ii.:·-

:~;;'.>: :.
·0' 0' •

~.~.:" :~ .
~ . . .
' .• I

"'.., .
I" •. . '

::~ .:'

, In this ,task) the various lines will be broadly categorized.

:,' One group mi ght be' those 1i nes wh i ch the ra i 1roads · refuse to
.' ..... ' .

'permit; anpther those wh~ch are technically possible. but which

are operationally infeasible dr which cannot attract reasonable
I'

. :.' ... '

f.

f
) .

,: ~ : . " .
':.':' ' ..

5/~12/423/3 - 8 - 5/13/91



, .'
,' ... '

'.0 ••• • ••

.., .

ride~ship ~xtept at' prohibitive cost; and a third those lines

which seem to have reasonable ridership at reasonable cost,

especially compared 'with the cost of current and planned

. . 'park/ride' and other transit services, and with no significant
. " .

objec~ions expressed by the involved railroads.

.,....

.. ' ... "..... ~ :1
: .~:

e••~

: ..."

, I,
I.
1

' ..
. ' ...•..

..
,', .

...
:. ~ ,0

'. 2. Detail Baseline Description of Potential Corridors

.'. ,.. ~.

.Ea~h corridor, or combination of corridors, which appear
I·' .

, .'
.~.. .;t.,..>. ","

.tec~ni cally fe'~sible for impl ementati on will have a basel ine
.' .0. .

.: : .. description prepared .. This will include, but not be limited r
,

....... '. '. to: '.
. ) ..

..: ..' .

:.:: .

•.... , a• Physical plant description

....
.: ..••• ,0 •
'. t a ,.'..~
. ,.
" .. '
.0, "

b.' Equipment requirement
,* .. ,

':;~;":" ..
'r,~ •.• ,

. c. Owning railrciad terms and conditions

.'

.,

f

'.:".

'~.' ....

! ..•

'. ~:....
.~ ...
.' .. ~

d. Downtriwn distribution system

. '..... e. Oper.atinQ pl an

f.' Train traffic ~ontrol plan

f.

.'

'.

, ..
••0.

~. '.:. .

'., .'

....

0•• 0
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:' : .
....' ..
~ .;~...

, , .
'.' ..

:. "\

::' .... ".....:...
: .~,..'~ .'
"

..... ' .

.:: •... :
~':,:... :' ,

.. '...,~

" .
~~ ,:':~, '~'

'~', ...' '..

:':"

-,

. " ;, "g. Esti,mated ridership

,h. :,Estimated capital costs

i. Estimat~d operating costs

'.. '3. Rank, Potenti a1 Commuter Servi ces

.0 •...

, Based on the baseline descriptions and such additiorial factors

:·:"·o~""'. .as o.may be deemed appropriate in reaching such a decision (this

, , should '. include a rough calculation of the- Federal Cost

. 00 Effe~tiveness Index, for exampl e) the potenti al corri dors J or
, , ,

o· "0" 0: combi~ations of corridors, will be ranked.

, ~:

, ' ',~

.. ' ..•.., .

.. ' '.
··0· •....
..' .

i,' "..
. ":.-

..... "

.',

"'~. '.

,- -..... , .. .

.... : .
'.. .
~. ..

. :....•..
...: .

'D. 'PRE~ARE FINAL REPORT'

••f..
This report shall include the results of all data tol1ection;

~ , f
,

~,.~~al.yses and recommendation for further development at: potential '

',' 'carri dors .

E. DELIVE~BLES

, .,
•

I ~ '.:' ' ••.... '.

.....

,'I. Attitudes of Owning Railroads - Findings

" 2.',' ...: Description of Present Corridor Conditions
" ... ,

00 3 ~""."o' °Development of Service Concept

'4. ., Ridership Estimates

'.. 5. Corridq! Baselirie Descriptions
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RES9LUTION 91-69>

f,
A RESOLUTION

ADOPTING THE SIXTH AMENDMENT 'TO THE METROPOLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY
NON-UNION PENSION PLAN' AND TRUST TO INCREASE THE MINIMUM RETIREMENT
BENEFITS; AND· MAKING F'INDINGS AND PROVISIONS RELATIVE TO THE
SUBJEC~.

, WHEREAs, the minimum, retire~ent benefit for non-union retirees

has remained at $100 per month since 1979; and
, .

WHE~EAS, in~lation has substantially reduced the value of this

benefi'~i and

~EREAS, the Board is of the opinion that it is appropriate

to increase the minimum retirement benefit for present and future

non-union retirees;

,)

l
.'1

NOW, ,THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
THE M~T~O~OLITAN 'TRANSIT AUTHORITY THAT:

r'"

.....
Section 1. ,The Board of Directors hereby ?pproves and

; l
~..,

, .
a~opts the Sixth Amendment to the Non-Union Pension Pla~.and Trust

t.

, to' i~c~ease th~ ~inimum retirement benefit to $300 per month for

present~and' future retirees .
.·r;

Section 2 ..

p~ssag~. ,

This resolution is effective inunediately upon

PASSED this 23rd day of May~ 1991
APPROVED this 23rd day of MaYt 1991

. :

)

ATTEST:

t
,~
.1
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RESOLUTION NO. 91-7.0.·

A RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, METRO'S accounting department is currently updating
., ....

-...., ..
"""'its fi~ed asset records system; and

...\ ......~,.,

···WH~REAS I an employee is needed to perform additional

.' acco~n~ing duties until the new fixed asset records system is .fully

~plementedi a~d

' ..·~:EREAS, th~ General M~~,ager has recommended engaging the
. .

services of Dennis Muckelroy to perform the additional·accounting

. duties i and

. WHEREAS, the Board of Directors is of the opinion that it is
...

appropriate to engage such ·services on the basis of '.:a personal

·~ervices. contract, , .
..

I
;"'

.' .
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF

THE ME~R9POLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY TlfAT:'

Section 1. The. General Manager be and he is hereby authorized

·to neg.o~iatel execute and deliver a personal services contract with

Dennip 'Muckelroy for acco.unting support services in an amount not·

to exceed $~1,200..

r,

t,
~i



REsOLUTI0l'1'NO.... 91·-70 (Page 2)'. .

I ~ " ... .'. •

;·:~X~·~:. .~ ..

J~/;;-: .
,..~

.....,..
. ..'

•• 0 Section 2.

pass~ge.•

~his resolution is effective immediately upon·f

PASSED this 23rd day of May, 1991
APPROVED this 23rd day of MaYr 1991

,0'

'~ .:

AT'I'E~T: ..

retary.

..,.,.'

If

• I,.

(,
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RESOLUTION NO. 91~71

,.

.- A RESOLUTION

.... AMENDJ:NG..·T~ BOARD OF DIRECTORS' PROCUREMENT POLICIES WITH REGARD
TO . THE . PAYMENT OF .SUBCONTRACTORS; AND MAKING FINDINGS AND
.PROVISIONS RELA~J:VE TO T~' SUBJECT J

WHE~~, the Board has previously adopted policies governing

the procur~ment,of goods and equipment and personal and non-'

personal services; and
, ,

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors is of the opinion that the

timely payment of subcontractors is both necessary and desira~le,

,particula~ly to' encourage and facilitate the effective

.' p~rticip~~ion of disadvantaged business enterprises1 and

WHEREAS,' ~he Board of Directors is further of the opinion that
. ,It

it is appropriate to modify METRO's existing procurement policies

to provide for the prompt payment of subcontracts;

. ,NOW" THEREFORE, BE' IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
THE METROPOLITAN T~SIT AUTHORITY -THAT: · .,.

•t

section 1. The Board of Directors' procurement policies are:
. . r
hereby 'ame~ded with respect to the payment of subcontractors as set '

out in "Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated h~rein.

Section 2. .This resolution is effective immediately upon

passage.

PASSED this 23rd day of May, 1991
APPROVED this 23rd day of Ma~1 1991

, ,'. ATTEST: '

, )

I
I

.-'
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ExhibitAr'

' .. . CERTIFICATION OF PAYMENTS

I hereby' certify that has made timely
'payments from .proceeds of prior payments, and will make payments
within·ten (10) days of receipt of funds from 'METRO for progress
and/or' final payment to our subcontractors and suppliers in

'accordance with con~ractual arrangements with them.

f.

. .~..
"

..

"

I,
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RESOLUTION NO. 91-72

A RESOLUTION

. ,

DECLARING THE PUBLIC NECESSITY FOR ACQUISITION BY THE METROPOLITAN
TRANSIT ',AUTHORITY OF HARRIS' 'COUNTY, TEXAS OF AN INTEREST IN
PROPERTY REQUIRED FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE WEST BELLFORT PARK & RIDE
LOT ACCESS, RAMP i DECLARING THAT ACQUISITION OF SAID PROPERTY
INTEREST IS NECESSARY AND PROPER FOR THIS MASS TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT; DECLARING THAT ACQUISITION OF SAID PROPERTY f

INTEREST IS IN THE 'PUBLIC INTERESTi AND AUTHORIZING THE GENERAL'
MANAGER TO PROCEED WITH ACQUISITION OF SAID PROPERTY INTEREST BY
EXERCISE OF THE POWER OF EMINENT DOMAIN; AND MAKING FINDINGS AND
PROVISIONS RELATIVE TO ,THE SUBJECT.

~REAS, the'Metropolitan Transit'Authority of Harris County,

~exas ('~METRo~r),' has designated that construction of the West

,B'ellfort '~ark & Ride lot, with a direct access ramp to the

Southwest.,Freeway Transitway, is a desirable transportation

improvement project which is in the pUblic interest, is a public

.necessity , and' is necessary and proper for the construction,

I
\
~i

;/

• . • 'f

extension,' improvement or development of METRO r s system;'.: and
a.

WHEREAS, . ME~R~ has been seeking to acquire by .negotiated

purchase'ex~ensionof a construction easement for'the property, set
.,. . .

, ,
fort~ on t~e metes and bounds description attached hereto as

Exhibit·A (~aid property interest referred to hereafter as the

Property:.>.' which acquisition constitutes a pUblic necessity, is

in . the .public . interest and is necessary and proper. for the
. . .

constructi9D, ,extension, improvement or development of the sxstem.
. ..' .

. ,

To date METRO has been unable to acquire the Property by ne~otiated

purchase; and,

f,



'I.••:-.~t...... .'

RESOLUTION NO·. 9·].-72 (Page 2)

IIi

, '...

I.':

~REAS, the METRO Board of Directors, after due notice, held',
,

a public· hearing on the issue of the acquisition of the Property;

and

.. WHEREAS, the Board of Directors has considered the testimony

and evidence presented at the pUblic hearing and is of the opinion

that~the'public ~ecessity for the acquisition of the Property'has

been established; and

.. WHEREAS, the ~oard of Directors further is of the opinion that

the acquisition o.f the Property should proceed expeditiouslYi ,
. NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF'

THE METROPOLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY THAT:

Section 1. The Bo~rd of Dfrectors hereby declares the pUblic
. .

n~cessity 'for the acquisition of the Property; that the acquisition

~f the. Property is necessary and proper for the construct·ion,

extensIon,. improvement and development of its system, specifically
, , ..

for the construction of the direct access ramp between the West

Bellfort Park & Ride lot and th~ Southwest Freeway Transitway, and

is in the' .pUblic interest and that the Property is desired for,
public use~·

Section 2. The' Board Q·f Directors finds that bona fide
.....

negotiations have been'commenced by authorized representatives of'
. .

, METRO to .a~quire the Property; that such negotiations have not been

su~cess~l~o ~ate; and that if such negoti~tions contin~e ~o be

unsuccessf~l, .~he only way for METRO to acquire the Property in a

timely ma~ner is through the filing of'eminent domain proceeding~.



~~. ,o'.•

': .

~.

, t·

RESOLUTION NO. 9~-'12 (Page 3)

section 3~ Upon a determination by the General Manager that

th~re.is not a reasonable prospect for a negotiated purchase, the

G~neral ~anager.is authorized to. initiate and pursue eminent domain

proce~dings on behalf of METRO under any applicable provisions of

law for·the·ac~isit~onof the ,Property. t

,
.\

Sec1;ion 4.

passage.

. ATTEST: .

This resolution is effective immediately upon

PASSED this 23rd day of May, 1991
APPROVED thi·s 23rd day of May I 1991

.,i

~.'.

f,

I
\:,



Marcll 11, 1980
EXHIDIT .C

nE~ lliLCE:i

Parccl.PR-wn-M-F-6S-3B

Sou:thwest.~~lY 10' ~lid~ Constl."uction J~a:;cmen-t

Being ~·O.05G· (i.455 sq.ft.) aero ~rac~ of land ou~ o~ ~. 11.051
acre -trac"t being th.o the romaindor out of t,]lat cort.t.\in 21. 330
(929,498 sq.ft.) acre tract of land in ~hc James Al~ton' Survey,
Abstract ,No. 100,. Harris Coun~y~ Texas, bcin~ the sumo 21.330
acre -tract·· of land in Doed of Gift,. c1~ted September 10, 1962. as
recordod' bY.film·code 025~09-2134, Harris County Deed Records,
from Jannie Failla, to Peter Tony Failla, FranCC5 E1iznboth
Hilliam:r , . Joseph N. Failla and Elc~nor Jane HO'fTard, said 0.056
acre ~ract.of,land being moro particularly de~cribod by metes and
bound3 as follows;·' .

,
COMMENCING a~' a found 5/0'· iron l.'od bcina the intersection of -the

. Easterly right-o·f-way line of ROClr}t Ro~d, (60.00 feat wide) and
tho Northerly ~ight-of-way line of Hes~ Bcllfort Avenue (100.00
feet wido); ,:rHENCE .along said Easterly: riaht-pf-\o;ay line of Roarlt
Road North' 17-31'32" East :l distance of 919.91 feet to a :.o"t
5/8 M iron', rod for ~hQ Northwest cornor of s~id tr~ct '~nd ~ho

SOUthW83t corner of Pnrccl 11, ~s ~hown on the Stntc of Texas
HighwCly.. Depar"tmont R.O.I·I. Dl·Clwing for U.S. HiehwClY 59, ACC.6012­
1-64, .Shoot. 2-D, said Parcel 17 beine rcco)."dcc1 in Volumo 3503,
Page 690, Bar~is County Deed Records; :

THENCE along tl10 Sout.herly riaht-of-way line of U. S. Highway 59
North '50·10'07·· E~st ~ distance of 132.29 :fc~t to the Southwest
corner' of said· 10.00 foot construciion casement being tllC POINT

. ·OF BEGINNING; ~

. 'THENCE . ·co~t.inuing ·:llong····sClid riaht-of-way line Nortll 50· 10'07"
East., a distance o£ 10.12 feet to 1:110 NOJ,4 thwos"t cOJ.~ncJ.' of said
-tract;

THENCE along " tho Easterly line of said "tract Sout.h 40- 31' 26"
East,· a di:;"tanco at 189.88 feet to a point of CUJ:vatul'O to tho :c,
loft fr.om which -the curve center bears Nort.ll ~l: 20' 34" Eas-t, a ·
distanco of 350.00 foot: ·

( .

EXHIBIT IIC-J"

, C-l
R.L Raid'

(Rcgis"tcred Public Surveyor 112109)
·.SURV2-4 '

".

THENCE along snid curve "to "the left having a delt~ of 0"30'18'·, a
radius, of 350.00 feet ~ long.chord South 52· 50'.35" East, a
distance ,of . 52.72 feet, for an arc length of 52. 77· feat. ~ to a
point in 1;hc l-lostorly line of. Tr~ct 1, and the Northc~st corner
of said 'tract;' .

~HE~CE along ..the tlest.orly lino of 'l'rClct I, . Sout.h 17" 31' 31" t-lost,·.
a. distance of 10.36 fce~ to a P.O~C. on ~ curve to the right
from which -tllC curve center bears North 32· 24' 09" East, a
distanc~ of 360~OO feet said point being the Southeast corner of
~~id t.ract.; .

THENCE Northwesterly along :;aid curve ."to the right llClving a delta
of .9- 04 '25"I· " radius of 360.00 foet,. a lona ChOl"d of- Nortll 53·
0.3'38" tlo:Jt, n distanco of 56.95 foet, for Cln arc lonc:th of 57.01
feet to the p.e. of ~~id curvo; "

THENCE · along the ~lcsterly line of ~aid tract Nort.h 40· 31' 26"
Host,' a 'distance .of 191.41 feet to thc~ POINT OE BEGINNING
.CONTAINING ·0.056 (2',455 sq.ft.) '~crc~ of l~nd i~ Harris County,
Texas:

~~""'~·JIi'.-~~ 0': "t"4:.J.. •
J'~'{. ~~f •

:*~1fa ./J
~LY

'~"(~¥ .
'\~~ ~ \J ~'C~.I

,~.."" .....~

, '
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• r..
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l1a.1...ch 11, 1906

Pilrcol 'plt-tlD-M-]·-05-3 n

Nortllaa~terlY 10' "lido Cons-truc-tion Eascnlcn"t
~

, Baing', i1 0.052 (2. 2~G sq.ft.) aero -trac"t of land out. of« 11.051 "
acre tract bei.ng tho remaindor out of that cert.ain 21.338
(929,490 , sq.£-t..) aero ,-tract of l'lnd in tho Ji.\mos Alst.on Survoy,
Ab~~ractoNo.· 100, Har~is County, Tcxa~, bcina -tho same 21_338
acre t.ract of land in Doed of Gift,. dated September 10, 1902, as
recorded, by film code', 025-89-2134, Hal·ris County Deed Records,

,from ° Jann10 ~Failla•. ~o Peter Tony Failla, Francos Eliz~both
tlilliams,' 'Josoph N. Failla and Elc~nor Jane Howard,. said 0.052
acro·~ract being morc~articular1y'described by mc~c~ and b~unds
as follows;

COMMENCING a't a' found 5/0" iron 'rod being -the intcr~oct,ion of -tho
Eastorly right-of-w~y line of Roark Road' (60.00 f~ct wido) and
the 'Nortlio~ly ~igl\t-of-way line of 'West Bellfort Avenue '(100.00
:tact owide), THENCE along said E'a:i~a.1.-1y .1.-iaht-of-way line of Roarlc
Road North 11-31'32" East.,. 'n dist.ancc of 919.91 feet to C1 sot
5/0" iron~od for ~he Northwest corner of s~id 11.057 aero
tract nnd -the Sou"tl\wos"t 'corner of Parcel 1-/ beine- recorded in
Volumo 3~03, ° ,Pnge 690, lJarris County Deed .Rocords;

THENCE along tll0 Soutllcr1y right-of-wilY line of U. S _ ' l-ligJ1W&lY 59
North 50·10'07" Enst, a distance of 203.11 feet to tho Southwost
cornor of said 10.00 foot construction casement being-tllc POINT
OF BEGINNIN,G;

THENCE continuing ..along :;aid right.-of-wny line N01·t.h 50· 10' 07"
East, 'a' di:;tancQ of 10. '12 ;foet to -tho NOJ.·thoClS·t: coJ.-ner o£ said

, tract.; " ~,

I
.\
~ I

.' ,

THENCE alpng the Eilsterly line of'said tract ~outh 40·31'26" East,
o.~ distanco of, 179.18 feat to a poin~ of curve to the laft from :~

• which tJlO curve center bears North 41- 20' 34" East, C1 di:;tancQ of ·
280.,00 feet:

THENCE a.long said curvo to tho left. hnvintr a delta of 10· 26'49",
a radius'·of200.00 foot,- -a long cllord of Sout.h 53-44'51" East, a
dis'tnnco ..of 50.98 feet for an arc dis-tance of 51.05 foot "to. a
p~int' in tho North lina .of Tract. 1, beine t.he Northeast corne;': of
said ~rnct; , '

THENCE' alone: 'tho Nortl1 line of 'tract, 1 South 07-16'34" '-lest, n
distance of 17.31 feot to a P.O.C. " on a curvo to the right from
Idlic)l -tho curve contol- bears North ,33- 53' 02-' E~5t a odj_s't,~,ncQ of
290.00 feet, suid point being the Southe~st COl-nOl· of s~ld· tl·act; ·

.
, -I

"

"I.

I,
'I

) .!

, ­,"

o.. .,

EXHIBIT "C-'1"

TJJ~NCE Northwestcl-ly along said CUl-ve to the riaht. hnving :.l deltn
of 7- 35' 32~, . a l·adius of 290.00 feet, ~ long c])ol'd of N01·th 52·
19'12- West, a distanco of 36.40 feet for an ~rc dist~nc~ of
38.43 feet to"the Poin~.of Curve of said curve;

THENCE alQng the'We~·t.erl-Y lino of snid -tract NOJ,·th 110;'31'26·' ~lost,
a dist~nco'· of 180. 71 'fo·ct to -the POIN1' OF BEGINNING CON'rAINING
0.052 (2~'24~'S~.f:dCS of ·bnd in Harris yOUl)ty, :rcxas.

~~--9~~.-,-.....u;.----=<G-'"-~ , C-2
• .' .l.d

(Registered Public SU1-vCYOr U2109)
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