
City of Cedar Park 
Regular Called Meeting Agenda 

City Council Chambers, Cedar Park Public Library 
550 Discovery Boulevard 

Cedar Park, Texas 
Thursday, February 10, 2011 

6:30 P.M. 
 

A.1 CALL TO ORDER, QUORUM DETERMINED, MEETING DECLARED OPEN. 
 
A.2 Invocation. 
 
A.3 Pledges of Allegiance. (U.S. and Texas) 
 
A.4 Presentation: Proclamation Recognizing February 2011 As Cedar Park Reads Month. 
 
A.5 Citizens Communications (Not For Items Listed On This Agenda.  Three Minutes Each. 

No Deliberations With Council. Council May Respond With Factual Information) 
 
A.6 Mayor and Council Opening Comments. 
 
A.7 City Manager Report: Review Of Process For Consideration To Rename Parmer Lane To 

Ronald Reagan Boulevard Within Cedar Park City Limits. (Powell) 
 
A.8 City Manager Report: Update On the Sidewalk Gaps Along Bagdad Road. 
 
A.9 City Manager Report: Review Of The Quarterly Investment Report For The Period Of 

October 1, 2010 To December 31, 2010. 
 
A.10 City Manager Report: Review Of The Process For The Website Redesign Project. 
 
B.1 Approval Of The City Council Minutes From The Meeting Of January 13, 2011. 
 
B.2 Receipt Of Minutes From The Economic Development Sales Tax Corporation ("4A") 

Meeting Held On October 18, 2010. 
 
C.1 Second Reading And Approval Of An Ordinance Amending Article 17.03 Speed Limits, 

Sec. 17.03.004 Of The Code Of Ordinances Of The City Of Cedar Park, Texas, To 
Establish A Prima Facie Speed Limit For Gupton Way In The City Limits Of The City Of 
Cedar Park. 

 
D.1 A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Execute An Engineering 

Services Agreement With Kimley-Horn And Associates For The Design Of The 
Internally Lighted Street Name Sign Project. 

 



D.

 

2 A Resolution Authorizing The Execution Of A Cooperative Purchasing Agreement 
Between The City Of Cedar Park And The City Of Fort Worth Related To Participation 
In A Consortium Based Purchasing Card Program Administered By JP Morgan Chase 
Which Was Competitively Bid By The City Of Fort Worth. 

 
 
D.3 A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Negotiate And Execute A 

Professional Services Agreement With Freese And Nichols, Inc. For The Engineering 
Design Of Buttercup Wastewater Interceptor Replacement. 

 
D.4 A Resolution Setting A Date, Time, And Place For Public Hearings On The Petition By 

Wilson Land And Cattle Company For Voluntary Annexation Of Approximately 41.059 
Acres Of Land Located At The Northwest Corner Of Brushy Creek Road And 
Breakaway Road. (ANX-11-001). 

 
D.5 A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Negotiate And Execute A 

Professional Services Agreement With Lockwood, Andrews And Newman, Inc. (LAN) 
For The Engineering Design Of Cottonwood Creek Wastewater Collection System Phase 
C. 

 
D.6 A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The Mayor To Execute A Social Service 

Agency Annual Funding Agreement With Faith In Action Caregivers Northwest. 
 
D.7 A Resolution Granting A Non-Exclusive License To At Your Disposal, Inc. For The 

Collection, Transportation And Disposal Of Multi-Family, Industrial And Commercial 
Waste And Recycling Within The City Of Cedar Park. 

 
D.8 A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Negotiate And Execute A 

Professional Services Agreement With K. Friese And Associates, Inc. For The 
Engineering Design Of Lakeline Blvd.- Old Mill Bore And Garner Influent Line. 

 
D.9 A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Negotiate And Execute A 

Professional Services Agreement With Bury And Partners, Inc. For The Engineering 
Design Of Ronald Reagan Boulevard Wastewater Improvements. 

 
E.1 First Reading And Public Hearing: No Items For Consideration. 
 
F.0 Discussion And Possible Action: 
 
F.1 Consideration To Approve A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager 

To Execute A Contract With McCreary, Veselka, Bragg & Allen, P.C., Attorneys At Law 
For Collection Services For Delinquent Municipal Court Fines, Fees, Court Costs, 
Forfeited Bonds, And Restitution. 

 



F.2 Consideration To Approve A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The Mayor To 
Execute Addendum 2 To The Central Texas Refuse Solid Waste Agreement Amending 
Appendix B "Rates For Residential And City Services". 

 
G.0 Executive Session: 
 
G.1 Section 551.071 (1)(A) And (2) Consultation With City Attorney Concerning Legal 

Matters Covered By The Texas Disciplinary Rules Of Professional Conduct Of The State 
Bar Of Texas. 
a. States Department Of Justice In Regards To Narcotics Investigation And Enforcement. 
b. Concerning The Chapter 380 Economic Development Agreement Between City of 
Cedar Park And Cedar Park Land, LP Regarding Performance Of Contract Terms And 
Conditions. 
c. Legal Issues Regarding Meet and Confer Requirements With The Cedar Park Fire 
Department. 
d.  Legal Issues Concerning The Suite Rental Agreement With Hicks Sports Group, LLC. 
e.  Legal Issues Concerning Creation Of An Emergency Services District in Travis 
County, being the North Rim Neighborhood.  (Amendment) 
 

G.2 Section 551.072 Deliberation Concerning The Purchase, Exchange, Lease Or Value Of 
Real Property 
a.  Acquisition Of Properties For The Cottonwood Creek Trail (CR 185) And New Hope 
Drive Widening Project. 
b.  Purchase Of Real Property For Public Facilities. (Amendment) 
 
 

H.0 Reconvene into Open Meeting and consider action, if any, on items discussed in 
Executive Session 

 
H.1 Mayor And Council Closing Comments. 
 
H.2 Adjournment. 
 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

CALL TO ORDER, QUORUM DETERMINED, MEETING DECLARED OPEN. 
A.1 

  
 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Invocation. 
A.2 

  
 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Pledges of Allegiance. (U.S. and Texas) 
A.3 

  
 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Presentation: Proclamation Recognizing February 2011 As Cedar Park Reads 
Month. 

A.4 

  
 
Commentary:  



 
 

PROCLAMATION 
RECOGNIZING FEBRUARY 2011 AS “CEDAR PARK READS MONTH” 

IN HONOR OR THE 2ND ANNUAL CEDAR PARK READS 
 

WHEREAS, reading is vital to one’s life and livelihood; and 

WHEREAS, the habit of regular reading raises one’s likelihood of academic and 

economic success as well as stirs one’s social and civic sense; and 

WHEREAS, reading rates are declining nationally for all teen and adult readers; and  

WHEREAS, the Cedar Park Public Library and multiple community partners have come 

together to produce a community read program known as “Cedar Park Reads”; and  

WHEREAS, the citizens of Cedar Park are encouraged to read, discuss and celebrate the 

same book during this Cedar Park Reads program; and  

WHEREAS, “The Art of Racing in the Rain” by Garth Stein has been chosen for the 

second annual Cedar Park Reads;  

WHEREAS, the Library has celebrated its 30th Anniversary and has chosen a reading 

selection that celebrates life and the human condition from a pet’s perspective; 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that I, Bob Lemon, Mayor of the City of Cedar 

Park, Texas do hereby proclaim February as “Cedar Park Reads Month” and do encourage 

the community to read the selected books and join the Library for their Pet Fair and Pet Parade 

on February 19th. 

  PASSED AND PROCLAIMED THIS 10th DAY OF February, 2011 
                          
                _____________________________________________ 
               Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 
ATTEST:________________________ 
  LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
  City Secretary 
 

 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Citizens Communications (Not For Items Listed On This Agenda.  Three Minutes 
Each. No Deliberations With Council. Council May Respond With Factual 
Information) 

A.5 

  
 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Mayor and Council Opening Comments.  
A.6 

 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

City Manager Report: Review Of Process For Consideration To Rename Parmer 
Lane To Ronald Reagan Boulevard Within Cedar Park City Limits. (Powell) 

A.7 

  
 
Commentary:  
 
This item outlines the process staff would follow to change the name of Parmer Lane to Ronald 
Reagan Boulevard within the Cedar Park city limits from RM1431 to Brushy Creek Road. Joyce 
Hess with the Planning Department was consulted in this process as she administered the recent 
roadway name changes of both Woodall Drive and New Hope Spur. The process used for 
changing a roadway name is as follows: 
 

• Compile List: Staff would research the Williamson Central Appraisal District database 
and compile a list of names and addresses of all property owners, tenants and residents 
along Parmer Lane in the section considered for name change. There are 612 apartment 
units and 137 townhouse units with Parmer Lane addresses. There are approximately 30 
property owners, and approximately 22 commercial tenants with Parmer Lane addresses. 

• Send Survey Notices: A Letter and survey are sent to each resident, tenant and property 
owner with a Parmer Lane address in Cedar Park. The letter shall: 

o Provide purpose for the proposed name change 
o Provide new roadway name(s) proposed 
o Provide survey return deadline 
o Require return survey to have resident/tenant/property owner name and address 

and to have survey signed 
o Provide date, time and location of public meeting  
o Provide pre-paid envelope to encourage return of survey 

• Public Meeting: Discuss the results of the survey and determine if adequate support has 
been received by residents/property owners to change the name. 

• Ordinance: Hold Public Hearings for adoption of an Ordinance formally changing the 
name. 

• Send Letters of Name Change: A letter, map, property list, and a copy of the adopted 
Ordinance would then be sent to each property owner, resident and tenant to inform 
them of the name change. 

• Contact Entities: A letter, map and a copy of the adopted Ordinance would be sent to a 
list of entities that need to be informed (Post Office, 911, TxDOT, Williamson County, 
CAMPO, Utilities, Fire & Police…etc.). 



• Update City Databases: Change roadway name for each Parmer Lane address with a 
developed lot.   

• Install New Highway Signs: Coordinate with TxDOT to pay for and install new street 
name signs for six intersections (4 signal mounted intersections and two ground 
mounted).  

 
Fiscal Impact 
 
Budget 
Budget/Expended: None 
 
Associated Information: 
Aerials of Parmer Lane  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Upper half of Parmer Lane in Cedar Park  



   

 

Lower half of Parmer Lane in Cedar Park 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

City Manager Report: Update On the Sidewalk Gaps Along Bagdad Road. 
A.8 

  
 
Commentary:  
During the Citizens Communication item of the January 13, 2011 Council Meeting, a resident of 
Cedar Park requested that the City consider adding a sidewalk along Bagdad Road to provide a 
pedestrian pathway to Leander High School. This report addresses the City’s recent efforts and 
progress with regard to installing sidewalks along Bagdad Road.   
 
The Bagdad Road sidewalk gaps were identified by Planning and Engineering staff in early 2010 
when developing a City sidewalk gap priority list for 4B funding consideration with initial focus 
on arterials. Staff developed a sidewalk gap priority list with three categories:  
 

1. City Dependent: Existing development that pre-dated the City’s sidewalk requirements 
without sidewalk, or roadways that cross City controlled waterways. 

2. Developer Dependent: Needed sidewalks that are identified to be constructed when 
adjacent vacant lots are developed,   

3. Roadway Improvement: Needed sidewalks which will be constructed with planned 
roadway improvements.  

 
In development of that list, staff identified the west side of Bagdad Road as having a high need 
for sidewalk connectivity because of the residential areas with students that access Leander High 
School from the west side.  
 
Design plans have been completed for the Bagdad Road reconstruction project from RM 1431 to 
the City limits which include sidewalk design for the areas where gaps exist. Construction of the 
project, estimated at $4.7 million, is not funded at this time.  The Bagdad Road sidewalks were 
not chosen for 4B funding due to their inclusion in the plans. 
 
Since the Bagdad Road reconstruction project is not funded for construction, staff prepared a 
cost estimate of $201,350 for completing the sidewalk gaps along the west side of Bagdad Road 
from RM 1431 to Kettering Drive. If the sidewalks are constructed independently, approximately 
$36,320 worth of improvements, or 18% of the cost of the project, will need to be removed and 
reconstructed when the Bagdad Road reconstruction project is initiated due to roadway grading 
issues.    
 



The existing gaps along Bagdad Road are depicted in red in the following map. Photos of some 
of the gaps are also included. 
 
City Manager’s Remarks:  
 
Budget: 
None 
 
Legal Certifications: 
 
Associated Information: 
Map of Bagdad Road highlighting sidewalk gaps.  
Photos of existing sidewalk gaps along Bagdad Road 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 



    

 

  

 

 
 

 

 

Looking north near RM1431 

North end of Giddens Elementary 

Looking north from Cedar 
Hills Drive 

Looking north from New 
Hope Drive 

Looking north from the Church of Jesus 
Christ Latter-day Saints Looking south toward New Hope Drive  

Looking north from Heritage Park Lane  Looking north toward Kettering Drive/Leander HS  



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

City Manager Report: Review Of The Quarterly Investment Report For The Period 
Of October 1, 2010 To December 31, 2010. 

A.9 

  
 
Commentary:  
 
 
 



  

 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

City Manager Report: Review Of The Process For The Website Redesign Project. 
A.10 

 
  
Commentary:  
 
Staff has prepared a Request for Proposal for the redesign of the City Website.  Staff will review 
the timeline and process for selecting a vendor. 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Approval Of The City Council Minutes From The Meeting Of January 13, 2011. 
B.1 

  
 
Commentary:  



 
 

CITY OF CEDAR PARK 
REGULAR SCHEDULED CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

CEDAR PARK PUBLIC LIBRARY, 550 DISCOVERY BOULEVARD 
 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 13, 2011 AT 6:30 P.M. 
 

Mayor Bob Lemon     Mayor Pro Tem Mitch Fuller 
Matt Powell Councilmember Place One  Tony Dale, Councilmember Place Five 
Scott Mitchell, Councilmember Place Three  Don Tracy, Councilmember Place Six 
Lowell Moore, Councilmember Place Four  Brenda Eivens, City Manager 
 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
  

MINUTES 
A.1 CALL TO ORDER, QUORUM DETERMINED, MEETING DECLARED OPEN. 
 Mayor Lemon called the meeting to order at 6:31 p.m. 
 Mayor Pro Tem Fuller arrived at 6:50 p.m.   

All Council present. 
 

A.2 Invocation. 
 Invocation given by Mayor Lemon. 
 
A.3 Pledges of Allegiance. (U.S. and Texas) 
 Council led the audience in the Pledges of Allegiance. 
 
A.4 Citizens Communications. (Not For Items Listed On This Agenda.  Three Minutes Each. 

No Deliberations With Council. Council May Respond With Factual Information) 
 Brian Collins, Cedar Park, addressed Council regarding the completion of the trails 

located in the Town Center. 
 

Ken Walsh, Cedar Park, addressed Council regarding the completion of the trails in 
the Town Center. 

 
 Jennifer Maw, Cedar Park, addressed Council regarding the completion of 

sidewalks on Bagdad Road to Leander High School. 
 



A.5 Mayor and Council Opening Comments. 
 Mayor Lemon commented on the CAMPO meeting and funding for Cedar Park. 
 
 Councilmember Powell commented on the ponds and trails located in the Town 

Center and future development of the area.  He also commented on his visit with 
Councilmember Dale to visit with the local delegation at the Capitol. 

 
Councilmember Dale commented on a meeting he attended regarding ESD #14, and 
a meeting with Commissioner Long pertaining to fire protection in non-contracted 
areas. 
 
Councilmember Tracy congratulated Mayor Pro Tem Fuller on his recent 
appointment by Governor Perry to the Commission on State Emergency 
Communications. He also congratulated Councilmember Dale on working on the K-
2 legislation with Senator Shapiro. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Fuller arrived at 6:50 p.m.  

 
A.6 City Manager Report: Employee Recognition For Service With The City Of Cedar Park. 

i.   Pauline Lam, Library Director - Thirty Years. 
Jose Madrigal, Assistant City Manager, presented Pauline Lam with a plaque in 
honor of thirty years of service with the City of Cedar Park. 
 

A.7 City Manager Report: Bed And Breakfast Establishments In Single Family Districts - 
Rawls Howard. 
Rawls Howard, Development Services/Planning Director, provided Council with a 
background on bed and breakfast establishments.  Currently there are no existing 
establishments; however, one is currently in development in the City’s ETJ.  The 
current zoning ordinance does not allow B&B establishments in single-family 
residential. The zoning ordinance does allow B&B establishments to be located in 
transitional commercial, limited retail and general retail zoning categories. Mr. 
Howard briefly reviewed comparable cities and their zoning requirements. 

 
Councilmember Mitchell briefly commented on the recent inquiry for a bed and 
breakfast establishment. Typically such business is low impact and quiet for the 
surrounding area. 
 
Councilmember Powell commented on the European type of B&B, a possible special 
permit process and issues with on-street parking. 
 
Mayor Lemon stated off-street parking in residential areas would need to be 
addressed or be a requirement. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Fuller commented on similar establishments in Fredericksburg. 

 



A.8 City Manager Report: Comparative Review Of Area City Commercial Development 
Costs.  Mark Lewis, Building Inspections, Larry Holt, Economic Development, Amy 
Link And Emily Barron, Planning. 

 Mark Lewis, Building Inspections Director, provided Council with a comparative 
overview of development costs in area cities. Mr. Lewis provided information on 
Austin, Georgetown, Hutto, Leander, Pflugerville, Round Rock and Cedar Park. 

  
CONSENT AGENDA 

Pursuant to Council Rule 2.3, the City Council Consent Agenda consists of all matters set forth 
on Agenda Items B, C, and D. 

 
Agenda Item D.1 removed from the Consent Agenda by Mayor Pro Tem Fuller 
 
Motion to approve all items on the Consent Agenda consisting of Agenda Items B, C, and D 
excluding D.1 
 
Movant: Councilmember Powell 
Second: Councilmember Moore 
Vote: 7:0 
 
B.1 Approval Of City Council Minutes From The Regular Scheduled Meeting Of December 

9, 2010. 
 Approved under the Consent Agenda. 
 
B.2 Receipt Of Minutes From The Cedar Park Historic And Cultural Preservation 

Commission Meeting Of August 25, 2010. 
 Received under the Consent Agenda. 
 
B.3 Receipt Of Minutes From The Cedar Park Historic And Cultural Preservation 

Commission Meeting Of September 29, 2010. 
Received under the Consent Agenda. 
 

C.1 Z-10-009 Second Reading And Approval Of An Ordinance To Assign Original Zoning 
Of Commercial Services (CS) To Approximately 3.75 Acres Of Land, Located On The 
West Side Of Toro Grande Just North Of E. Whitestone Boulevard, In Williamson 
County, Texas. The Planning And Zoning Commission Voted To Recommend 
Approval Of Commercial Services (CS) For This Tract. 

 
 Approved under the Consent Agenda. 
 

Ordinance Number  Z12-11-01-13-C1 
 
C.2 Z-10-014 Second Reading And Approval Of An Ordinance To Rezone Approximately 

3.568 Acres Of Land From General Retail (GR) To Open Space Greenbelt (OSG), 
Owned By NEC Hwy 183/Walton Way, Located On The East Side Of US Highway 183 
Just North Of Walton Way, In Williamson County, Texas. The Planning And Zoning 



Commission Voted To Recommend Approval Of Open Space Greenbelt (OSG) For 
This Tract. 

 
 Approved under the Consent Agenda. 
 Ordinance Number Z14-11-01-13-C2 
 
C.3 Z-10-015 Second Reading To Affirm The Planning And Zoning Commission 

Recommendation To DENY A Request By Pedro Amaya To Rezone Approximately 1.37 
Acres Of Land From Single Family (SF) To Manufactured Home (MH), Located At The 
Southwest Corner Of East Park Street and South Mustang Avenue, In Williamson 
County, Texas. 
Approved under the Consent Agenda. 
 
Affirmation of the Planning & Zoning Commission’s recommendation to deny the 
zoning request approved. Zoning denied. 
 

D.1 A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Execute A Professional 
Services Agreement With SEC Planning, LLC For The Design Of Gateway and 
Entryway Signs In The Amount of $26,500. 

 Removed from the Consent Agenda by Mayor Pro Tem Fuller. 
  

Mayor Pro Tem Fuller inquired about the budget for the project. 
 
Motion to approve the Resolution authorizing and directing the City Manager to 
execute a Professional Services Agreement with SEC Planning, LLC for the design of 
Gateway and Entryway Signs in the amount of $26,500. 
 
Movant: Mayor Pro Tem Fuller 
Second: Councilmember Mitchell 
Vote: 7:0 
 
Resolution Number R53-11-01-13-D1 

 
D.2 A Resolution Authorizing The Purchase Of A Playscape For Milburn Park From The 

Playwell Group In The Amount Of $145,582.50. 
Approved under the Consent Agenda. 
 
Resolution Number R54-11-01-13-D2 
 

D.3 A Resolution Authorizing The Purchase Of New and Replacement Civilian Vehicles And 
Equipment Approved In The FY11 Budget, The Sale Of Existing Civilian Vehicles And 
Equipment,  And Authorize Gaston Sheehan Auctioneers To Represent The City In The 
Sale Of Retired Civilian Vehicles And Equipment. 
Approved under the Consent Agenda. 
 
Resolution Number R55-11-01-13-D3 



 
D.4 A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Execute A Possession 

And Use Agreement Between William Wilson Jr, Lou Loving And The City Of Cedar 
Park Under The Brushy Creek Road (Parmer Lane To Arrowhead Trail) Reconstruction 
Project. 
Approved under the Consent Agenda. 
 
Resolution Number R56-11-01-13-D4 
 

D.5 A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Execute An Additional 
Services Agreement With Lockwood, Andrews, And Newnam, Inc. Under The Brushy 
Creek Road (Parmer Lane To Arrowhead Trail) Reconstruction Project In The Amount 
Of $28,145. 
Approved under the Consent Agenda. 
 
Resolution Number R57-11-01-13-D5 

D.6 A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Execute A License 
Agreement With Capital Metro For City Installation And Maintenance Of A New 12-inch 
Water Line And Roadway Improvements Within Capital Metro Right-Of-Way. 
Approved under the Consent Agenda. 
 
Resolution Number R58-11-01-13-D6 
 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
E.1 First Reading And Public Hearing: No Items For Consideration. 
 

REGULAR AGENDA (NON-CONSENT) 
 
F.0 Discussion And Possible Action: 
 
F.1 Update On The Veterans Memorial Project: Fundraising Totals To Date And 

Recommended Next Steps For The Memorial Project. 
 Agenda F.1 called after Agenda Item F.4 
 

Katherine Woerner, Utility Program Manager, addressed Council regarding the 
Veterans Memorial Project.  Mr. Don Schliesser and Lisa Morris, Veteran 
Memorial Citizen Advisory Group, were also present to provide Council with an 
update on the fundraising efforts, current balances, and future funds to be 
committed. Currently the fundraising shortfall is $18,643. Ms. Woerner stated that 
in order to meet the unveiling deadline for Veterans Day 2011 Council will need to 
consider the following options: (1) use the City’s Fund Balance to close the gap, (2) 
amend the Grand Opening date, or (3) amend the design of the monument to fit 
within the current funds available. 
 



General discussion followed regarding Council’s support to use General Funds to 
fund the difference to complete the Memorial.  
 

F.2 Consideration To Approve A Resolution Adopting The Cedar Park Fire Department 
2011-2013 Strategic Plan. 

 Chief Chris Connealy, Fire Department, addressed the Council regarding the 
adoption of the Cedar Park Fire Department Strategic Plan for 2011-2013. 

 
 General discussion followed regarding the commitment and dedication of the Public 

Safety Departments in Cedar Park. 
 
 Motion to approve the Resolution adopting the Cedar Park Fire Department 2011- 

2013 Strategic Plan. 
 
 Movant: Councilmember Powell 

Second: Mayor Pro Tem Fuller 
 
Resolution Number R59-11-01-13-F2 
 

F.3 Update On Communications Plan Related To Timeline For Modification Of Service To 
Non-Contract Areas Of The City's Extra Territorial Jurisdiction. (ETJ) 

 Jennie Huerta, Communications Manager, addressed Council on the 
communication plan to notify homeowners of the timeline for modifications to the 
current process of providing fire protection services in the non-contracted areas in 
the City’s ETJ. 

 
 General discussion followed regarding possible signage in the area to notify 
homeowners, homeowners’ consideration to develop ESD’s in the non-contract 
areas, and the City providing information pursuant to State statutes. 

 
F.4 Consideration Of Appointment To Place Six On The Tourism Advisory Board With A 

Term To Expire July 31, 2012.  
  Agenda Item F.4 called after the Consent Agenda. 
 

Councilmember Tracy stated he had met with applicant Elijah May regarding his 
interest in serving on the Tourism Advisory Board.  Councilmember Tracy 
reviewed Mr. May’s background and experience relevant to tourism, 
communication marketing and public relations.  H 
 
Motion to appoint Elijah May to Place Six on the Tourism Advisory Board. 
 
Movant: Councilmember Tracy 
Second: Councilmember Moore 
Vote: 7:0 

 
 



EXECUTIVE SESSION 
In accordance with Chapter 551, Government Code, Vernon’s Texas Code Annotated (V.T.C.A.) 
(Open Meetings Law), “The City Council may meet in a Closed Executive Meeting pursuant to 
provisions of the Open Meetings Law, Chapter 551, Government Code, V.T.C.A. in accordance 
with the authority contained in the following sections”: 
Council convened into Executive Session at 8:39 p.m. 
 
G.0 Executive Session: 
 
G.1 Section 551.071 (1)(A) And (2) Consultation With City Attorney Concerning Legal 

Matters Covered By The Texas Disciplinary Rules Of Professional Conduct Of The State 
Bar Of Texas. 
a.   Legal Issues Concerning The Cedar Park Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone #1 
Development Agreement. 
b.   Legal Issues Concerning The Terms And Conditions Of The Proposed Pass-Through 
Toll Financing Agreement With The Texas Department Of Transportation. 
c.  Legal Issues Concerning The Water Meter Department. 
 

The Council Reconvenes into General Session. 
 

OPEN MEETING 
Reconvene into Open Meeting and consider action, if any, on items discussed in Executive 

Session. 
 
H.0 Reconvene into Open Meeting and consider action, if any, on items discussed in 

Executive Session 
 Council reconvened from Executive Session into Open Meeting at 9:26 p.m. 
 

No action taken on any item discussed in Executive Session. 
 

H.1 Mayor And Council Closing Comments. 
 Councilmember Powell asked for the following agenda items: reappointment to the 

TIRZ board, appointment to the Civil Service Commission, renaming Parmer Lane 
to Ronald Reagan within the City limits.  He also asked if all applications for 4A 
could be forwarded to him. 

 
 Councilmember Dale commented on his recent K-2 article in the magazine 

published by the Texas Municipal League. 
 
H.2 Adjournment. 
 Mayor Lemon adjourned the meeting at 9:30 p.m. 
 



 
 
 
 
PASSED AND APPROVED THIS 10TH DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2011. 
 
 
 
__________________________ 
Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 

       
 
 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Receipt Of Minutes From The Economic Development Sales Tax Corporation 
("4A") Meeting Held On October 18, 2010. 

B.2 

  
 
Commentary:  
 





 



 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Second Reading And Approval Of An Ordinance Amending Article 17.03 Speed 
Limits, Sec. 17.03.004 Of The Code Of Ordinances Of The City Of Cedar Park, 
Texas, To Establish A Prima Facie Speed Limit For Gupton Way In The City 
Limits Of The City Of Cedar Park. 

C.1 

 
  
 
Commentary:  
 
The purpose of this amendment is to establish the prima facie speed limits for Gupton Way, a 
new two lane divided roadway with a two way left turn lane, sidewalks and street lighting. 
Gupton Way, which functions as a Primary Collector, has been constructed with a design speed 
of 40 mph between Brushy Creek Road and E. Park Street, west of Vista Ridge Boulevard. It 
was designed and constructed by the Leander Independent School District to collect and route 
stadium traffic to the adjacent arterials.  
 
Section 545.352 of Texas Traffic Laws establishes prima facie speed limits of 30 mph in urban 
areas and 60 mph in rural areas on highways that are not numbered by the state. Section 545.356 
of the Texas Traffic Laws allows Cities to modify the prima facie speed limit of a roadway by 
City Ordinance based on results of an engineering and traffic investigation.  
 
The City of Cedar Park uses the Texas Department of Transportation 2006 Procedures for 
Establishing Speed Zones (Procedures) manual when establishing speed limits. For new or 
reconstructed roadways, the Procedures manual requires speed checks to be performed soon after 
the roadway is complete and open to the public to determine the appropriate speed to establish. 
The Procedures also allow posting of the roadway’s design speed as an interim measure until a 
speed check is performed. Gupton Way has a design speed of 40 mph and has been posted at 40 
mph as an interim speed limit.  
 
A speed check has been conducted for two sections of Gupton Way. The speed data collected for 
both locations has been separated by direction of travel, providing four speed data sources of the 
85th percentile speed. The averaged daytime, non-peak hour 85th percentile speed of Gupton Way 
is 43.1 miles per hour. According to the Procedures, the final speed limit may be lowered or 
raised by as much as 5 miles per hour from the 85th percentile speed identified in the speed check 
and based on the professional judgment of the supervising engineer.  



The first reading and public hearing was held during the January 27, 2011 City Council meeting 
with no comments received from the public. There were comments from Council indicating a 
preference for a 45 mph speed limit.  
 
A common practice is to round the 85th percentile speed limit to the nearest 5 mph increment. 
Since the averaged daytime, non-peak 85th percentile speed is 43.1, a speed limit of 45 miles per 
hour is appropriate. Therefore staff supports establishing a speed limit of 45 miles per hour on 
Gupton Way.  
 
Fiscal Impact 
Account No.: None 
 
Budget 
Budget/Expended: N/A 
 
Associated Information: 
Aerial and Photos of Gupton Way 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Newly constructed Gupton Way running mostly north and south between 
Brushy Creek Road and East Park Street, east of Vista Ridge Boulevard. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

Looking south toward Brushy Creek Road 

Looking north near the Reagan 
Elementary driveway  

Looking north at the Gupton 
Stadium driveway  

Looking north at the intersection 
with E. Park Street  



 
 

ORDINANCE NO. ______________________ 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
AMENDING ARTICLE 17.03 SPEED LIMITS, SEC. 17.03.004 OF THE CODE OF 
ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, TO ESTABLISH A PRIMA 
FACIE SPEED LIMIT ON GUPTON WAY IN THE CITY LIMITS OF THE CITY OF CEDAR 
PARK; FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE MEETING AT WHICH THIS 
ORDINANCE WAS PASSED WAS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC AS REQUIRED BY LAW.  
 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS: 
 

SECTION 1:     That Chapter 17, Traffic & Vehicles, of the Code of Ordinances of the 
City of Cedar Park, Texas, is hereby amended by revising Sec. 17.03.004(10) as follows: 

(10) Gupton Way.

(A)  Between Brushy Creek Road and E. Park Street, a distance of approximately 0.70 
miles, the prima facie maximum speed limit shall be 45 miles per hour.  

  It is herby determined upon the basis of an engineering and 
traffic investigation that the prima facie maximum speed limit on those portions of Gupton 
Way routed in the city limits of the city, is as hereinafter stated, which prima facie 
maximum speed limit shall be effective at all times except as specifically limited herein 
and signs will be erected giving notice of the prima facie maximum speed limit so declared 
to wit: 

(B) Between the north school zone sign and the south school zone sign, the prima 
facie maximum speed limit Monday through Friday during the effective hours as posted 
shall be 25 miles per hour and at all other times shall be 45 miles per hour.   

  
SECTION 2: If any provision, section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this 

ordinance, or the application of same to any person or set of circumstances is for any reason held 
to be unconstitutional, void or invalid (or for any reason unenforceable), the validity of the 
remaining portions of this ordinance or the application to such other persons or sets of 
circumstances shall not be affected hereby, it being the intent of the City Council of the City of 
Cedar Park, in adopting this ordinance, that no portion hereof or provision contained herein shall 
become inoperative or fail by reason of any unconstitutionality or invalidity of any portion or 
provision. 

 
SECTION 3: That all ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict with this ordinance 

are hereby repealed to the extent of the conflict. 
 
 SECTION 4: This ordinance shall be published according to law and shall be and 
remain in full force and effect from and after the date of publication. 
  

READ, CONSIDERED, PASSED and APPROVED ON FIRST READING by the City 
Council of Cedar Park at a regular meeting on the 27th day of January, 2011, at which a quorum 



was present, and for which due notice was given pursuant to Section 551.001, et seq., of the 
Government Code. 

 

READ, CONSIDERED, PASSED and APPROVED ON SECOND AND FINAL READING 
by the City Council of Cedar Park at a regular meeting on the 10th day of February, 2011, at 
which a quorum was present, and for which due notice was given pursuant to Section 551.001, et 
seq., of the Government Code. 

 

 

         CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 
 
 
 
      ___________________________________ 

Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 
 
 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 
 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Execute An 
Engineering Services Agreement With Kimley-Horn And Associates For The Design 
Of The Internally Lighted Street Name Sign Project. 

D.1 

  
 
Commentary:  
The 4B Development Corporation recently approved a $350,000 budget to complete design and 
installation for Phase II of the Internally Lighted Street Name (ILSN) signs for the remaining 
traffic signals within the City that do not yet have ILSN signs. This ILSN project consists of 
sixteen (16) intersections along TxDOT highways within the city limits of Cedar Park. The 
intersections that are included with this project are: 
 

• RM 1431 – Anderson Mill Road 
• RM 1431 – Lakeline Boulevard 
• RM 1431 – Bagdad Road 
• RM 1431 – Walton Way 
• RM 1431 – US183 
• RM 1431 – Discovery Boulevard 
• RM 1431 – 183A (To modify ILSN sign housing to add City Logo) 
• RM 1431 – Arrowpoint Drive (future TxDOT funded signal w/o ILSN signs) 
• RM 1431 – Parmer Lane 
• RM 1431 – Toro Grande 
• US 183 – New Hope Drive 
• US 183 – Walton Way 
• US 183 – Little Elm Trial 
• US 183 – Avery Ranch Boulevard 
• Parmer Lane – Ranch Trails/Kenai Drive 
• Parmer Lane – Colonial Parkway 

 
Kimley-Horn and Associates has been selected to design Phase II of this project due to their 
unique familiarity with the project and based on the quality of services they provided on Phase I 
of the ILSN sign project. This engineering firm has successfully worked with the City on several 
other traffic signal projects and is intimately familiar with the City’s traffic signal system and 
equipment that is used. Kimley-Horn and Associates proposes to design these ILSN signs for an 
amount of $45,400 which includes a budget for Construction Phase Services. Staff recommends 



authorizing and directing the City Manager to execute an Engineering Services Agreement with 
Kimley-Horn and Associates. 
  
City Manager’s Remarks:  
 
Fiscal Impact: 
4B Community Development – Community Identification 
 
Budget: 
Budget/Expended: $350,000/None  
 
Legal Certifications: 
 
Associated Information: 



RESOLUTION NO. ___________ 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE AN 
ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES 
FOR THE DESIGN OF THE INTERNALLY LIGHTED STREET NAME SIGN PROEJCT; 
FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE MEETING AT WHICH THIS RESOLUTION 
IS PASSED WAS NOTICED AND IS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC AS REQUIRED BY LAW. 
 
 

WHEREAS, the 4B Community Development Corporation approved funding for design and 
construction of an Internally Lighted Street Name Sign Project on November 9, 2010; 
and  

 
WHEREAS, the City Council approved the 4B Community Development Corporation funding of 

an Internally Lighted Street Name Sign Project on December 9, 2010; and  
 
WHEREAS, design of this project shall consist of Internally Lighted Street Name Signs at 

sixteen (16) intersections along TxDOT highways within Cedar Park City limits; and 
 
WHEREAS, this project is for all remaining signalized intersection in the City of Cedar Park 

which have not been approved for Internally Lighted Street Name signs to be installed 
with another roadway project; and 

 
WHEREAS, Kimley-Horn and Associates has successfully designed Phase I of the Internally 

Lighted Street Name Sign Project and has demonstrated extensive experience with the 
design of similar projects; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City desires to execute an Engineering Services Agreement with Kimley-Horn 

and Associates for the Phase II design of the Internally Lighted Street Name signs for 
sixteen (16) intersections. 

 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS THAT: 

 
 
SECTION 1.   The City Manager is hereby authorized and directed to execute an Engineering 

Services Agreement with Kimley-Horn and Associates for the Design and Construction 
Phase Services of Phase II of the Internally Lighted Street Name Sign Project. 

 
SECTION 2. That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which this 

resolution is passed is open to the public and that public notice of the time, place, and 
purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 

 



 
PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of February, 2011. 

 
CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 
 

ATTEST:      _____________________________ 
Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 

___________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
AND CONTENT: 
 
____________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney  



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

A Resolution Authorizing The Execution Of A Cooperative Purchasing Agreement 
Between The City Of Cedar Park And The City Of Fort Worth Related To 
Participation In A Consortium Based Purchasing Card Program Administered By 
JP Morgan Chase Which Was Competitively Bid By The City Of Fort Worth. 

D.2 

 
 

  
 
Commentary:  
The City of Cedar Park has used the JP Morgan Chase Master Card as the designated purchasing 
card for the past three years. This option was made available to the City through State of Texas 
contract. However, the State has recently awarded CitiBank the new contract for purchasing 
cards, and as a result, the current JP Morgan Chase program has been discontinued.  However, a 
similar program has been established through a contract which was bid by the City of Fort 
Worth. The Fort Worth program uses a consortium of Texas cities to accumulate a gross annual 
purchasing amount necessary for JP Morgan to continue offer rebates to member cities at 
competitive rates.  
 
The City of Cedar Park has significant resources invested in the set up and training of the JP 
Morgan Chase purchasing card and changing the card system would require all new training and 
setup of the new system.   Also, the contract negotiated by the City of Fort Worth offers a larger 
percentage rebate than the State’s CitiBank contract. As a result, the Fort Worth agreement with  
JP Morgan Chase will be more efficient and cost effective for the City than the State’s CitiBank 
contract.  
 
The Director of Finance recommends entering into a Cooperative Purchasing Agreement with 
the City of Fort Worth in order to utilize the JP Morgan Chase procurement card system. The 
agreement is attached. 
 
Fiscal Impact 
Account No.: 
 
Budget 
Budget/Expended: 
 
 
Associated Information: 



   
RESOLUTION NO. ___________ 

 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A 
COPERATIVE PURCHASING AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK 
AND THE CITY OF FORT WORTH; FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE 
MEETING AT WHICH THIS RESOLUTION IS PASSED WAS NOTICED AND IS OPEN 
TO THE PUBLIC AS REQUIRED BY LAW. 
 

SECTION 1. That the City Manager is hereby authorized and directed to enter into a 
Cooperative Purchasing Agreement with the City of Fort Worth. 

 
 
SECTION 2. That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which 

this resolution is passed is open to the public and that public notice of the 
time, place, and purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 

 
PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of February, 2011. 

 
 
CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 
 

ATTEST:      _____________________________ 
Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 

___________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
AND CONTENT: 
 
____________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 



 
  FORT WORTH CITY SECRETARY 

CONTRACT NO. _________________ 
 

COOPERATIVE PURCHASING AGREEMENT 
 
This Cooperative Purchasing Agreement (“Agreement”) is made and entered into as of the date 
written below between the City of Cedar Park (“Cedar Park”) and the City of Fort Worth, Texas 
(“Fort Worth”). 
 
WHEREAS, both Cedar Park and Fort Worth have each determined a need for a cooperative 
agreement to purchase like goods and services to avoid duplicate procurement efforts and obtain 
the benefits of volume purchasing; and 
 
WHEREAS, Cedar Park and Fort Worth are authorized by Section 271.102 of the Local 
Government Code to pursue mutually beneficial and cooperative purchasing programs. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual obligations and benefits contained 
herein, Cedar Park and Fort Worth agree as follows: 
 
SECTION 1. The purpose of this Agreement is to provide Cedar Park and Fort Worth with 
additional purchasing options by satisfying the provisions of Section 271.102 of the Local 
Government Code. 
 
SECTION 2. The parties agree that each of the parties shall respectively designate a person to 
act under the direction of, and on behalf of, the designating party (the “Designated 
Representative”). 
 
SECTION 3. At the request of the other party, a party that enters into a contract with a vendor 
for goods or services (the “First Purchasing Party”) shall attempt to obtain the vendor’s 
agreement to offer those goods and services to the other party (the “Second Purchasing Party”) 
for the same price and on the same terms and conditions as have been offered to the First 
Purchasing Party.  If the vendor so agrees, and if the Second Purchasing Party is agreeable to 
such terms and conditions, the Second Purchasing Party may enter into its own separate contract 
with the vendor for the purchase of such goods or services. 
 
SECTION 4. Unless otherwise agreed between the Designated Representatives, payments for a 
purchase made by the Second Purchasing Party shall be paid directly to the vendor and not to the 
First Purchasing Party.  The Second Purchasing Party shall have the responsibility of 
determining whether the vendor has complied with any provisions in its contract with the vendor, 
including but not limited to those relating to the quality of items and terms of delivery, and shall 
be responsible for enforcement of its contract against the vendor, including all cost of 
enforcement. 
 
SECTION 5. This Agreement will be subject to all applicable federal, state and local laws, 
ordinances, rules and regulations. 



 
SECTION 6. This Agreement may be terminated by either party, without cause or penalty, 
upon not less than thirty days written notice to the other party. 
 
SECTION 7. The parties acknowledge that each party and, if it so chooses, its counsel have 
reviewed and revised this Agreement and that the normal rule of construction to the effect that 
any ambiguities are to be resolved against the drafting party must not be employed in the 
interpretation of this Agreement or any amendments or exhibits hereto. 
 
SECTION 8. If any action, whether real or asserted, at law or in equity, arises on the basis of 
any provision of this Agreement, venue for such action shall lie in state courts located in 
Williamson County, Texas or the United States District Court for the Central District of Texas – 
Austin Division.  This Agreement shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of 
Texas. 
 
SECTION 9. If any term or provision of this Agreement is held to be illegal, invalid or 
unenforceable, the legality, validity or enforceability of the remaining terms or provisions of this 
Agreement shall not be affected thereby, and in lieu of each such illegal, invalid or 
unenforceable term or provision, the parties shall endeavor to agree to a legal, valid or 
enforceable term or provision as similar as possible to the term or provision declared illegal, 
invalid or unenforceable. 
 
SECTION 10. Execution of this Agreement does not obligate Cedar Park or Fort Worth 
to make any purchase, to pay any membership fee or to otherwise or in any manner incur any 
cost or obligation. 
 
SECTION 11. This Agreement may be executed in multiple counterparts, each of which 
shall be deemed an original, and all of which shall constitute but one and the same instrument. 
 
SECTION 12. The undersigned officers and/or agents are properly authorized to execute 
this Agreement on behalf of the parties hereto and each party hereby certifies to the other that 
any necessary actions extending such authority have been duly passed and are now in full force 
and effect. 
 
SECTION 13. All notices, requests, demands, and other communications which are 
required or permitted to be given under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be deemed 
to have been duly given upon the delivery or receipt thereof, as the case may be, if delivered 
personally or sent by registered or certified mail, return receipt requested, postage prepaid, to the 
respective city representative set out below, or his/her designee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



EXECUTED this ____________ day of ________________________, 2011. 
 
 
CITY OF FORT WORTH    CITY OF CEDAR PARK  
1000 Throckmorton Street   600 N. Bell Boulevard 
Fort Worth, Texas 76102   Cedar Park, Texas 78613 
 
By: _____________________________ By:____________________________ 
 Karen L. Montgomery   Brenda Eivens 
 
Title: Assistant City Manager____  Title: _City Manager__________________ 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO 
FORM AND LEGALITY: 
 
             
Denis McElroy     Charles Rowland 
Assistant City Attorney    City Attorney  
  
 
 
______________________________        
Contract Authorization 
 
 
______________________________  _____________________________  
Marty Hendrix, City Secretary   LeAnn M. Quinn, City Secretary 
 
             
Date       Date 
 
 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Negotiate And 
Execute A Professional Services Agreement With Freese And Nichols, Inc. For The 
Engineering Design Of Buttercup Wastewater Interceptor Replacement. 

D.3 

  
 
Commentary:  
This is a Utility CIP Project for the replacement of the Buttercup Wastewater Interceptor. This is 
the line that experienced a partial failure during the Tropical Storm Hermine in September 2010. 
The project consists of approximately 8,900 feet of 24” and 30” wastewater collection line and 
manholes.  
 

 
Figure 1: Approximate project area. 

 
Anticipating a start of construction for this project during Fiscal Year 2012, staff advertised a 
Request for Qualifications for the design of Buttercup Wastewater Interceptor Replacement on 
January 3, 2011.  The City received nineteen (19) Statements of Qualifications (SOQ) from 
prospective consultants.  A committee of three staff members evaluated these Statements of 
Qualifications using a numerical grading criteria matrix that rates each firm’s qualifications in 
key areas such as “Qualifications and Availability”, “Proposed Staff”, “Project Experience”, and 
“Project Approach.” After reviewing the Statements of Qualifications, staff is recommending 
Freese and Nichols, Inc. be chosen to design this project. Their scope of work will include the 
development of construction plans, specifications, estimates, bid services and construction 
management. 
 



Freese and Nichols’ Statement of Qualifications demonstrated the high level of qualifications 
and experience required to design this project.  Freese and Nichols is a full-service, Texas-based 
firm that has specialized in municipal engineering since 1894. Their Austin office is based in 
north Austin, which makes them easily accessible to City staff.  A portion of the proposed 
wastewater collection line is located within the spillway of the Upper Brushy Creek Water 
Control and Improvement District’s (UBCWCID) Soil Conservation Pond, which will require 
coordination between the City and UBCWCID.  Freese and Nichols has worked with the 
UBCWCID since 1999 and has served as the District Engineer for the past seven years; Freese 
and Nichols’ experience and familiarity with UBCWCID makes them uniquely qualified for this 
project in Cedar Park.  
 
City Manager’s Remarks  
 
Fiscal Impact 
Account No.:   
 
Budget 
Budget/Expended: 
 
The actual design fee will be negotiated. 
 



RESOLUTION NO.  
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO NEGOTIATE AND 
EXECUTE A PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH FREESE 
AND NICHOLS, INC. FOR THE DESIGN OF BUTTERCUP WASTEWATER 
INTERCEPTOR REPLACEMENT; FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE MEETING 
AT WHICH THIS RESOLUTION IS PASSED WAS NOTICED AND IS OPEN TO THE 
PUBLIC AS REQUIRED BY LAW. 

 
WHEREAS, this FY2011 Utility CIP project consists of the engineering design of 

Buttercup Wastewater Interceptor Replacement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the purpose of this project is to replace the existing wastewater line and 

develop a route analysis for the new wastewater interceptor; and 
 
WHEREAS, Freese and Nichols has extensive experience with the design of similar 

projects; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City desires to negotiate a Professional Services Agreement with Freese 

and Nichols, Inc. for the engineering design of the Buttercup Wastewater Interceptor 
Replacement. 
  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS THAT: 
 
SECTION 1.   The City Council of Cedar Park hereby authorizes and directs the City Manager to 

negotiate and execute a Professional Services Agreement with Freese and 
Nichols, Inc. for the design of the Buttercup Wastewater Interceptor 
Replacements.  In accordance with Texas Government Code 2254 for 
Professional and Consulting Services, the City will attempt to negotiate with 
Freese and Nichols a contract at a fair and reasonable price.  If a satisfactory 
contract cannot be negotiated with Freese and Nichols, the City shall formally end 
negotiations and the City Manager shall be authorized to negotiate and execute a 
contract with the next most qualified firm according to the evaluation matrix. 

 
SECTION 2. That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which this 

resolution is passed is open to the public and that public notice of the time, place, 
and purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 

 
PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of February, 2011. 



 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 

ATTEST:      _____________________________ 
Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 

___________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
AND CONTENT: 
___________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 



Criteria Maximum 
Score

The maximum score for sub-group(s) is the bold number
The maximum criteria score is the non-bolded number 100.0

1. Qualifications and Availability: 10.0
General information provided?  Contacts, office location, 
numbers/emails 2.0

Did firm provide how they will communicate with the 
City? Who will be primary contact? 2.0

Is the firm/team available and did they show a level of 
commitment to the project? 2.0

Did they provide a narrative illustrating their expertise 
and any unique qualifications? 4.0

2.Proposed Staff: 30.0
Did they provide an Organizational Chart for personnel 
that will be working on this project? 2.0

Did they provide the names and roles of the key 
personnel that will be working on this project? 2.0

Is staff engineer or project manager located locally? 2.0
Did they provide resumes for key personnel and indicate 
any that have experience on similar projects? 4.0

Does the primary design engineer have great depth of 
experience on similar projects of type, scope and 
complexity?

5.0

Did they provide staffing size by area of expertise? 1.0
Did they provide the current workload of the prime firm?

1.0

Did they provide staff availability to perform services? 1.0
Does the Project Manager have experience with similar 
size projects. 4.0

Do the sub consultants have experience with similar size 
projects. 3.0

Does the staff/subconsultant have experience with 
easement acquisition similar projects of similar scope, 
size, and complexity?

5.0

Buttercup WW Interceptor
Statement of Qualifications

Evaluation Criteria

 
 



3. Project Experience:   30.0   
Did the firm/team provide an overview and 

brief history of themselves and their sub-
consultants?   

2.0 
  

Did the firm/team provide verifiable examples 
of at least three (3) similar projects completed in 
the last five (5) years?   

7.0 
  

Does the proposed Project Manager have 
recent, within the  last five (5) years, of 
experience providing these types of services?   

9.0 
  

Are the projects presented equal or greater in 
complexity when compared with the proposed 
projects listed in scope and types of deliverables 
required?   

9.0 

  
Are there previous project final costs listed?   1.0   
Are there Clients Listed?   1.0   
Is there a history provided of meeting project 

schedules   1.0   
4. Project Approach   30.0   
Did the consultants provide an explanation of 

how the project will be designed?  
19.0 

 
Did the consultants provide knowledge of key 

areas of concern particular to the project? 
Construction of ww line at great depth.  Pipe 
material selection based on depth and other 
factors.  Alternative method for construction for 
depth or due to lake.  Knowledge of depth of 
BCRUA large diameter waterline and impact 
providing service both sides.  Other unique 
aspects.  

10.0 

 
Was a project Schedule provided?   1.0   

 



Firm 1. Qualification and 
Availability (10 pts)

2. Proposed Staff 
(30 pts)

3. Project 
Experience 

(30 pts)

4. Project 
Approach 

(30 pts)

Overall Score Rank

Freese and Nichols, Inc. 10.0 28.5 28.8 28.0 95.3 1
Jacobs 9.8 28.5 28.3 26.5 93.2 2
K Friese & Associates, Inc. 9.8 27.7 27.8 26.7 92.0 3
 Lockwood, Andrews & Newnam, Inc. 10.0 28.7 28.5 24.5 91.7 4
HDR 9.8 27.8 28.5 24.8 91.0 5
CDM 10.0 27.2 28.5 25.2 90.8 6
Bury+Partners, Inc. 10.0 27.7 26.5 26.3 90.5 7
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 10.0 25.7 27.0 27.0 89.7 8
Vickrey & Associates, Inc. 9.8 27.5 27.8 24.0 89.2 9
Davis Engineering, Inc. 9.8 27.2 26.8 24.8 88.7 10
Allen Engineering Group, Inc. 9.8 27.0 26.8 24.3 88.0 11
CP&Y, Inc. 9.5 27.5 26.5 24.2 87.7 12
URS Corporation 10.0 25.7 26.7 25.0 87.3 13
Jones & Carter, Inc. 10.0 26.5 27.0 23.7 87.2 14
Cobb, Fendley & Associates, Inc. 9.7 26.2 26.2 25.0 87.0 15
AECOM 10.0 24.8 26.5 25.0 86.3 16
Kennedy Jenks 9.8 25.2 24.8 26.2 86.0 17
Klotz Associates Inc. 9.8 26.0 25.2 24.7 85.7 18
Heil, Lee & Associates, Inc. 9.5 24.5 25.0 20.8 79.8 19

Evaluation Criteria Summary

Buttercup WW Interceptor
Statement of Qualifications

 



  

 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

A Resolution Setting A Date, Time, And Place For Public Hearings On The Petition 
By Wilson Land And Cattle Company For Voluntary Annexation Of 
Approximately 41.059 Acres Of Land Located At The Northwest Corner Of Brushy 
Creek Road And Breakaway Road. (ANX-11-001). 

D.4 

  
Commentary:  
 
This is a resolution setting a date, time, and place for two statutory public hearings on the 
proposed voluntary annexation of approximately 41.059 acres of land located at the northwest 
corner of Brushy Creek Road and Breakaway Road.  The schedule requires no special called 
meetings to meet state and local requirements.  A copy of the proposed timetable is attached. 
 
 
 
        Director 
_______________________________________________________________________ 
 
Associated Information:   

The resolution, public hearing schedule and location map are attached for reference. 
 
 



RESOLUTION NO. __________ 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
SETTING A DATE, TIME, AND PLACE FOR PUBLIC HEARINGS ON THE PETITION BY 
WILSON LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY FOR VOLUNTARY ANNEXATION OF 
APPROXIMATELY 41.059 ACRES OF LAND LOCATED AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER 
OF BRUSHY CREEK ROAD AND BREAKAWAY ROAD; FINDING AND DETERMINING 
THAT THE MEETING AT WHICH THIS RESOLUTION WAS PASSED WAS OPEN TO 
THE PUBLIC AS REQUIRED BY LAW. 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Cedar Park, Texas, believes that the 

annexation of the area described in Exhibit "A", attached hereto and made a part hereof would be 
in the best interest of the City of Cedar Park, Texas; and 

 
WHEREAS, it is necessary to hold public hearings prior to such annexation in order to 

comply with Subchapter C-1 Annexation Procedure for Areas Exempted From Municipal 
Annexation Plan, Section 43.063, Local Government Code. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 

OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS: 
 
 SECTION 1.  That there shall be two statutory public hearings on the subject of the 
proposed annexation, giving all interested persons the right to appear and be heard.  The hearings 
shall be held on the 10th day of March, 2011, at 6:30 p.m., and on the 24th day of March, 2011, at 
6:30 p.m., in the Library Meeting Room, 550 Discovery Boulevard, Cedar Park, Texas. 
 

SECTION 2.  That the City Secretary is hereby authorized and directed to cause notice of 
each such public hearings to be posted on the City’s internet website and to be published once in 
a newspaper having general circulation in the City and in the area proposed for annexation as 
shown in Exhibit "A" not more than twenty (20) days nor less than ten (10) days prior to the 
dates of such public hearings, all in accordance with Section 43.063 of the Local Government 
Code. 

 
 SECTION 3.  That pursuant to Section 43.065 of the Local Government Code, the staff 
of the City is hereby directed to prepare a service plan for the area to be annexed, which plan 
shall describe City services to be provided to such area and the timetable for such provision and 
shall be available for inspection and discussion at the hearings provided for in Section 1 of the 
Resolution. 
 

SECTION 4. That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which 
this resolution is passed is open to the public and that public notice of the time, place, and 
purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 
 



PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of February, 2011. 
 
       

CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 
 
 
 
ATTEST:     _____________________________ 

 Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 
 
 
 
___________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
AND CONTENT: 
 
 
 
____________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 
 
 
 

 
 



ANNEXATION TIMETABLE 
NANCY BRASSFIELD  

 
2/10/2011 1. City Council starts annexation proceedings by adopting a resolution to set 

the date, time, and place of two public hearings: 
 1st public hearing:  6:30 P.M., Thursday, 3/10/2011 
 2nd public hearing:  6:30 P.M., Thursday, 3/24/2011 
 Location:  Library Meeting Room, 550 Discovery Blvd. 
 
2/24/2011 2. First Public Notice appears in the Hill Country News. 
 (10-20 days between publication date and 1st public hearing) 
 
3/10/2011 3. Second Public Notice appears in the Hill Country News & website. 
 (10-20 days between publication date and 2nd public hearing) 
 
3/10/2011 4. City Council's first annexation public hearing. 
 
3/24/2011 5. City Council's second annexation public hearing. 
 
4/14/2011 6. City Council's first reading of annexation ordinance. 
  (no more than 40 days after 1st public hearing, minimum 20 days after 2nd hearing) 
 
4/28/2011 7. City Council's second reading of annexation ordinance. 
  (within 90 days of 1st reading) 
 
 



 
EXHIBIT A 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. D.5 

A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Negotiate And 
Execute A Professional Services Agreement With Lockwood, Andrews And 
Newman, Inc. (LAN) For The Engineering Design Of Cottonwood Creek 
Wastewater Collection System Phase C. 

  
 
Commentary:  
 
This is a FY 2011 Utility CIP Project for the engineering and construction of the Cottonwood 
Creek Wastewater Collection System Phase C (Cottonwood Phase C). This project is 
approximately 11,000 feet of 33” and 42” wastewater collection line. This project provides 
wastewater service for future development in the New Hope Drive/ Ronald Reagan Blvd. area 
with a gravity trunk line, thus removing the Cottonwood Lift Station and 1,900 feet of 
wastewater line from service. This project improves the corridor’s ability to successfully support 
existing and future development. 
 

 
Figure 2: Approximate Project Area 

 
Anticipating a start of construction for this project at the beginning of Fiscal Year 2012, staff 
advertised a Request for Qualifications for the design of Cottonwood Creek Phase C on 
November 2, 2010.  The City received sixteen (16) Statements of Qualifications (SOQ) from 
prospective consultants.  A committee of three staff members evaluated these Statements of 
Qualifications using a numerical grading criteria matrix that rates each firm’s qualifications in 
key areas such as “Qualifications and Availability”, “Proposed Staff”, “Project Experience”, and 
“Project Approach.” After reviewing the Statements of Qualifications, staff is recommending 



LAN be chosen to design this project. Their scope of work will include the development of 
construction plans, specifications, estimates, bid services and construction management. 
 
LAN’s Statement of Qualifications demonstrated a high level of qualifications and experience to 
design this project.  LAN has previously successfully served their City through their work on the 
Riviera and Blockhouse Creek lift stations, the reconstruction of the New Hope Road utilities 
between US183 and 183A Toll Road, and the BCRUA large waterline project. 
 
City Manager’s Remarks  
 
Fiscal Impact 
Account No.:   
 
Budget 
Budget/Expended: 
 
The actual design fee will be negotiated. 
 
Legal Certifications 
 
Associated Information: 



RESOLUTION NO.  
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO NEGOTIATE AND 
EXECUTE A PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR THE 
ENGINEERING DESIGN OF COTTONWOOD CREEK WASTEWATER COLLECTION 
SYSTEM PHASE C WITH LOCKWOOD, ANDREWS, AND NEWNAM, INC. (LAN); 
FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE MEETING AT WHICH THIS RESOLUTION 
IS PASSED WAS NOTICED AND IS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC AS REQUIRED BY LAW. 
 

WHEREAS, this FY2011 Utility CIP project consists of the engineering design of 
Cottonwood Creek Wastewater Collection System Phase C; and 

 
WHEREAS, the purpose of this project is to provide wastewater service for future 

development in the New Hope Drive/ Ronald Reagan Blvd. area and to remove the Cottonwood 
Lift Station from service; and 

 
WHEREAS, LAN has extensive experience with the design of projects in similar size and 

complexity; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City desires to negotiate a Professional Services Agreement with LAN 

for the engineering design of the Cottonwood Creek Wastewater Collection System Phase C. 
  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS THAT: 
 
SECTION 1.   The City Council of Cedar Park hereby authorizes and directs the City Manager to 

negotiate and execute a Professional Services Agreement with LAN for the design 
of the Cottonwood Creek Wastewater Collection System Phase C.  In accordance 
with Texas Government Code 2254 for Professional and Consulting Services, the 
City will attempt to negotiate with LAN a contract at a fair and reasonable price.  
If a satisfactory contract cannot be negotiated with LAN, the City shall formally 
end negotiations and the City Manager shall be authorized to negotiate and 
execute a contract with the next most qualified firm according to the evaluation 
matrix. 

 
SECTION 2. That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which this 

resolution is passed is open to the public and that public notice of the time, place, 
and purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 

 
PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of February, 2011. 



 
CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 

ATTEST:      _____________________________ 
Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 

___________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
AND CONTENT: 
___________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 



Criteria Maximum 
Score

The maximum score for sub-group(s) is the bold number
The maximum criteria score is the non-bolded number 100.0

1. Qualifications and Availability: 10.0
General information provided?  Contacts, office location, 
numbers/emails 2.0

Did firm provide how they will communicate with the 
City? Who will be primary contact? 2.0

Is the firm/team available and did they show a level of 
commitment to the project? 2.0

Did they provide a narrative illustrating their expertise 
and any unique qualifications? 4.0

2.Proposed Staff: 30.0
Did they provide an Organizational Chart for personnel 
that will be working on this project? 2.0

Did they provide the names and roles of the key 
personnel that will be working on this project? 2.0

Is staff engineer or project manager located locally? 2.0
Did they provide resumes for key personnel and indicate 
any that have experience on similar projects? 4.0

Does the primary design engineer have great depth of 
experience on similar projects of type, scope and 
complexity?

5.0

Did they provide staffing size by area of expertise? 1.0
Did they provide the current workload of the prime firm?

1.0

Did they provide staff availability to perform services? 1.0
Does the Project Manager have experience with similar 
size projects. 4.0

Do the sub consultants have experience with similar size 
projects. 3.0

Does the staff/subconsultant have experience with 
easement acquisition similar projects of similar scope, 
size, and complexity?

5.0

Cottonwood Collection WW System Ph C
Statement of Qualifications

Evaluation Criteria

 
 



3. Project Experience:   30.0   
Did the firm/team provide an overview and brief 

history of themselves and their sub-consultants? 
  

2.0 
  

Did the firm/team provide verifiable examples of at 
least three (3) similar projects completed in the last 
five (5) years?   

7.0 
  

Does the proposed Project Manager have recent, 
within the  last five (5) years, of experience providing 
these types of services?   

9.0 
  

Are the projects presented equal or greater in 
complexity when compared with the proposed 
projects listed in scope and types of deliverables 
required?   

9.0 

  
Are there previous project final costs listed?   1.0   
Are there Clients Listed?   1.0   
Is there a history provided of meeting project 

schedules   1.0   
4. Project Approach   30.0   
Did the consultants provide an explanation of how 

the project will be designed?  
19.0 

 
Did the consultants provide knowledge of key 

areas of concern particular to the project? 
Construction of ww line at great depth.  Pipe material 
selection based on depth and other factors.  
Alternative method for construction for depth or due 
to lake.  Knowledge of depth of BCRUA large 
diameter waterline and impact providing service both 
sides.  Other unique aspects. 

 

10.0 

 
Was a project Schedule provided?   1.0   

 



Firm 1. Qualification and 
Availability (10 pts)

2. Proposed Staff 
(30 pts)

3. Project 
Experience 

(30 pts)

4. Project 
Approach 

(30 pts)

Overall Score Rank

 Lockwood, Andrews & Newnam, Inc. 9.8 28.7 28.5 28.2 95.2 1
Jacobs Engineering Group Inc. 9.8 28.5 28.3 27.0 93.7 2
Freese and Nichols, Inc. 10.0 28.5 27.3 26.5 92.3 3
K Friese & Associates, Inc. 9.5 27.5 28.5 26.2 91.7 4
HDR Engineering, Inc. 9.8 27.5 27.2 26.2 90.7 5
AECOM Technical Services, Inc. 10.0 26.2 27.2 26.2 89.5 6
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 9.7 27.3 25.5 26.7 89.2 7
URS Corporation 9.7 27.3 27.7 24.3 89.0 8
Bury+Partners, Inc. 9.7 28.2 25.3 25.7 88.8 9
Camp Dresser & McKee, Inc. (CDM) 9.8 27.3 27.7 23.8 88.7 10
Jones & Carter, Inc. 9.7 25.5 26.2 26.7 88.0 11
Kennedy/Jenks Consultants 9.8 26.5 25.5 24.5 86.3 12
CP&Y, Inc. 8.8 27.3 25.2 22.8 84.2 13
Klotz Associates Inc. 9.3 26.5 24.8 22.7 83.3 14
OTHON, Inc., Consulting Engineers 9.2 25.7 26.0 21.0 81.8 15
Hejl, Lee & Associates, Inc. 9.2 26.2 24.7 20.3 80.3 16

Evaluation Criteria Summary

Cottonwood Collection WW System Ph C
Statement of Qualifications

 

 
 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. D.6 

A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The Mayor To Execute A Social Service 
Agency Annual Funding Agreement With Faith In Action Caregivers Northwest. 

  
 
Commentary:  

 
Initiating Dept:  City Manager’s Office 
 
This is the fourth year that the City of Cedar Park has provided funding to Faith in Action 
Caregivers Northwest.  They are a non-profit organization whose mission is to provide 
transportation to eligible seniors to medical appointments, grocery store, and other essential 
errands.   
 
Attached is the agreement for services between the City and Faith in Action Caregivers 
Northwest.  Their Board of Directors has approved this agreement.  Carla Young, Executive 
Director of Faith in Action Caregivers Northwest will be in attendance to answer any questions. 
 
Staff recommends approval of this agreement. 
 
        Assistant City Manager 
_______________________________________________________________________ 
Fiscal Impact    Budget  
Account No.: 101-01-25-5545   Budget/Expended: $18,915.00  
  
 
       Finance Director Review 
Legal Certification 
 
 Approved as to form and content:   Yes  No City Attorney 
 
Associated Information: Agreement executed by the Board of Directors of Faith in Action 
Caregivers Northwest.  



RESOLUTION NO. ___________________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A SOCIAL SERVICE 
ANNUAL FUNDING AGREEMENT WITH FAITH IN ACTION CAREGIVERS 
NORTHWEST; FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE MEETING AT WHICH THIS 
RESOLUTION IS PASSED WAS NOTICED AND IS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC AS 
REQUIRED BY LAW. 

 
WHEREAS, Faith in Action Caregivers Northwest provides transportation for qualified 

seniors to local medical appointments, grocery stores, and other errands; and 
 
WHEREAS, in the approved Fiscal Year 2010- 2011 City of Cedar Park Annual Budget 

funding was appropriated for Faith in Action Caregivers Northwest to provide their services to 
the City of Cedar Park. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

CEDAR PARK, TEXAS: 
 
 SECTION 1. That the Mayor be and is hereby authorized and directed, subject to all 
contract documents being properly completed and approved as to form and content by the City 
Attorney, to execute a Social Service Agency Annual Funding Agreement with Faith in Action 
Caregivers Northwest. 

 
SECTION 2. That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which 

this resolution is passed is open to the public and that public notice of the time, place, and 
purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 
 

PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of February 2011. 
 
      CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 
 
ATTEST:     _____________________________ 

          Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 
___________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
AND CONTENT: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 
 
 





 



 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

A Resolution Granting A Non-Exclusive License To At Your Disposal, Inc. For The 
Collection, Transportation And Disposal Of Multi-Family, Industrial And 
Commercial Waste And Recycling Within The City Of Cedar Park. 

D.7 

  
 
Commentary:  
 
Initiating Dept:  City Manager’s Office 
 
At Your Disposal Inc., is requesting to provide commercial solid waste services within the City 
of Cedar Park.  All commercial solid waste providers are required to have a license agreement 
with the City of Cedar Park to provide service.  The license agreement ensures that the company 
provides its service in a clean, safe and regulated manner.  At Your Disposal, Inc. has executed 
the license agreement for the City and the agreement has been attached for your review. 
 
Staff respectfully recommends approval of this item. 
 

 
        Assistant City Manager 
_______________________________________________________________________ 
 
Fiscal Impact    Budget  
Account No.:         Budget/Expended:          
 
 
 
        Finance Director Review 
 
Legal Certification 
 
 Approved as to form and content:   Yes  No City Attorney 
 
Associated Information: 



RESOLUTION NO. __________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
GRANTING A NON-EXCLUSIVE LICENSE TO AT YOUR DISPOSAL, INC. FOR THE 
COLLECTION, TRANSPORTATION AND DISPOSAL OF MULTI-FAMILY, INDUSTRIAL 
AND COMMERCIAL WASTE AND RECYCLING WITHIN THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK; 
FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE MEETING AT WHICH THIS RESOLUTION IS 
PASSED WAS NOTICED AND IS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC AS REQUIRED BY LAW. 

 
WHEREAS, At Your Disposal, Inc. requests to enter into a Franchise Agreement for 

industrial, commercial and multi-family and recyclables collection; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City and At Your Disposal, Inc. wish to enter into a Non-Exclusive 

License Agreement for industrial, commercial and multi-family waste and recyclables collection 
within the corporate limits of the City; 

 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, 

TEXAS: 
 
 SECTION 1. A non-exclusive license is hereby granted to At Your Disposal, 
Inc.(hereinafter “Licensee”) in accordance with the terms and conditions of the attached License 
Agreement marked Exhibit “A” and made a part hereof for all purposes, to use the public streets, 
alleys, and public ways within the corporate limits of the City of Cedar Park, Texas, for the 
purpose of engaging in the business of collecting, transporting and disposing of multi-family, 
industrial and commercial waste and recycling.  The City Council hereby finds and declares that 
a public convenience and necessity exists for the service to be performed under this License 
Agreement. 
  

SECTION 2. That the City Manager is hereby authorized and directed to sign the 
attached License Agreement on behalf of the City of Cedar Park, Texas. 

 
SECTION 3. That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which 

this Resolution is passed is open to the public as required by law and that public notice of the 
time, place, and purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 
 

PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of February, 2011. 
 
 
 
      CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 
 
ATTEST:     _____________________________ 

       Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 
___________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 



 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
AND CONTENT: 
 
 
 
____________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 





















 



 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Negotiate And 
Execute A Professional Services Agreement With K. Friese And Associates, Inc. For 
The Engineering Design Of Lakeline Blvd.- Old Mill Bore And Garner Influent 
Line. 

D.8 

  
 
Commentary:  
 
This is a FY 2011 Utility CIP Project for the engineering and construction of the Lakeline Blvd.-
Old Mill Bore and Garner Influent Line. This project consists of two separate roadway bore 
projects. The two bore projects include: 

A. The Lakeline Blvd.-Old Mill Bore will close a water system loop by extending 
and connecting two dead end 12” waterlines.  

B. The Garner Influent Line will replace an existing 12” wastewater line located 
under N. Bell Blvd. immediately upstream of Garner Lift Station to improve 
system hydraulics.  

 

Fig. on the Left: Approximate project area for Project A. Fig. on the Right: Approximate project area for Project B. 
 
Anticipating a start of construction for this project during Fiscal Year 2012, staff advertised a 
Request for Qualifications for the design of Lakeline Blvd.-Old Mill Bore and Garner Influent 
Line on November 2, 2010.  The City received twelve (12) Statements of Qualifications (SOQ) 
from prospective consultants.  A committee of three staff members evaluated these Statements of 
Qualifications using a numerical grading criteria matrix that rates each firm’s qualifications in 



key areas such as “Qualifications and Availability”, “Proposed Staff”, “Project Experience”, and 
“Project Approach.” After reviewing the Statements of Qualifications, staff is recommending K. 
Friese and Associates, Inc. be chosen to design this project. Their scope of work will include the 
development of construction plans, specifications, estimates, bid services and construction 
management. 
 
K. Friese and Associates’ Statement of Qualifications demonstrated the high level of 
qualifications and experience required to design this project.  K. Friese and Associates is a 
locally-owned engineering firm experienced with projects of this size and complexity. K. Friese 
has previously successfully served their City through their work on the Cedar Park-Round Rock 
Interconnect project. 
 
 
City Manager’s Remarks  
 
Fiscal Impact 
Account No.:   
 
Budget 
Budget/Expended: 
 
The actual design fee will be negotiated. 
 
Legal Certifications 
 
Associated Information: 



RESOLUTION NO.  
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO NEGOTIATE AND 
EXECUTE A PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH K. 
FRIESE AND AOSSCIATES FOR THE DESIGN OF LAKELINE BLVD.-OLD MILL 
BORE AND GARNER INFLUENT LINE; FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE 
MEETING AT WHICH THIS RESOLUTION IS PASSED WAS NOTICED AND IS OPEN 
TO THE PUBLIC AS REQUIRED BY LAW. 
 

WHEREAS, this FY2011 Utility CIP project consists of the engineering design of 
Lakeline Blvd.-Old Mill Bore and Garner Influent Line; and 

 
WHEREAS, the purpose of this project is to complete two separate roadway bore 

projects; and 
 
WHEREAS, K. Friese and Associates has extensive experience with the design of similar 

projects; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City desires to negotiate a Professional Services Agreement with K. 

Friese and Associates, Inc. for the engineering design of the Lakeline Blvd.-Old Mill Bore and 
Garner Influent Line. 
  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS THAT: 
 
SECTION 1.   The City Council of Cedar Park hereby authorizes and directs the City Manager to 

negotiate and execute a Professional Services Agreement with K. Friese and Associates 
for the design of the Lakeline Blvd.-Old Mill Bore and Garner Influent Line.  In 
accordance with Texas Government Code 2254 for Professional and Consulting Services, 
the City will attempt to negotiate a contract with K. Friese and Associates at a fair and 
reasonable price.  In the event a satisfactory contract cannot be negotiated with K. Friese 
and Associates, the City shall formally end negotiations and the City Manager shall be 
authorized to negotiate and execute a contract with the next most qualified firm according 
to the evaluation matrix. 

 
SECTION 2. That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which this 

resolution is passed is open to the public and that public notice of the time, place, 
and purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 

 
PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of February, 2011. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 

ATTEST:      _____________________________ 
Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 

___________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
AND CONTENT: 
___________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 



 
 

Lakeline Blvd.-Old Mill Bore & Garner Influent 
Line 

Statement of Qualifications 
Evaluation Criteria 

    
 

    
Criteria   Maximum 

Score 
  

The maximum score for sub-group(s) is the bold number 
The maximum criteria score is the non-bolded number 

  100.0   
1. Qualifications and Availability:   10.0   

General information provided?  Contacts, 
office location, numbers/emails  

2.0 
 

Did firm provide how they will communicate 
with the City? Who will be primary contact?    

2.0 
  

Is the firm/team available and did they show 
a level of commitment to the project?   

2.0 
  

Did they provide a narrative illustrating their 
expertise and any unique qualifications?   

4.0 
  

2.Proposed Staff:   30.0   
Did they provide an Organizational Chart for 

personnel that will be working on this project?   
2.0 

  
Did they provide the names and roles of the 

key personnel that will be working on this 
project?   

2.0 
  

Is staff engineer or project manager located 
locally?   2.0   

Did they provide resumes for key personnel 
and indicate any that have experience on similar 
projects?   

4.0 
  

Does the primary design engineer have great 
depth of experience on similar projects of type, 
scope and complexity?   

5.0 
  

Did they provide staffing size by area of 
expertise?   1.0   

Did they provide the current workload of the 
prime firm?   

1.0 
  



Did they provide staff availability to perform 
services?   1.0   

Does the Project Manager have experience 
with similar size projects.  

4.0 
  

Do the sub consultants have experience with 
similar size projects. 

  
3.0 

  
Does the staff/subconsultant have experience 

with easement acquisition similar projects of 
similar scope, size, and complexity?   

5.0 
  

3. Project Experience:   30.0   
Did the firm/team provide an overview and 

brief history of themselves and their sub-
consultants?   

2.0 
  

Did the firm/team provide verifiable 
examples of at least three (3) similar projects 
completed in the last five (5) years?   

7.0 
  

Does the proposed Project Manager have 
recent, within the  last five (5) years, of 
experience providing these types of services?   

9.0 
  

Are the projects presented equal or greater 
in complexity when compared with the 
proposed projects listed in scope and types of 
deliverables required?   

9.0 

  
Are there previous project final costs listed?   1.0   
Are there Clients Listed?   1.0   
Is there a history provided of meeting 

project schedules   1.0   
4. Project Approach   30.0   
Did the consultants provide an explanation 

of how the project will be designed?  
19.0 

 
Did the consultants provide knowledge of 

key areas of concern particular to the project? 
Construction of ww line at great depth.  Pipe 
material selection based on depth and other 
factors.  Alternative method for construction 
for depth or due to lake.  Knowledge of depth 
of BCRUA large diameter waterline and 
impact providing service both sides.  Other 
unique aspects.  

10.0 

 
Was a project Schedule provided?   1.0   

 



Firm 1. Qualification and 
Availability (10 pts)

2. Proposed Staff 
(30 pts)

3. Project 
Experience 

(30 pts)

4. Project 
Approach 

(30 pts)

Overall Score Rank

K Friese & Associates, Inc. 9.8 28.7 29.5 27.8 95.8 1
Jones & Carter, Inc. 10.0 29.2 27.8 28.7 95.7 2
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 10.0 28.5 28.0 28.5 95.0 3
Bury+Partners, Inc. 9.8 28.3 29.2 26.8 94.2 4
Freese and Nichols, Inc. 10.0 28.8 27.8 26.8 93.5 5
Vickrey & Associates, Inc. 9.8 28.2 28.2 27.3 93.5 5
URS Corporation 10.0 28.3 28.2 26.5 93.0 7
Allen Engineering Group, Inc. 9.5 28.5 28.2 25.5 91.7 8
Klotz Associates Inc. 9.8 27.3 26.5 27.3 91.0 9
Cobb, Fendley & Associates, Inc. 9.7 26.7 27.2 27.2 90.7 10
Davis Engineering, Inc. 9.5 27.5 27.3 26.2 90.5 11
Heil, Lee & Associates, Inc. 9.7 25.8 26.8 22.7 85.0 12

Garner and Lakeline-Old Mill Bore
Statement of Qualifications

Evaluation Criteria Summary

 
 
 
 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City Manager To Negotiate And 
Execute A Professional Services Agreement With Bury And Partners, Inc. For The 
Engineering Design Of Ronald Reagan Boulevard Wastewater Improvements. 

D.9 

  
 
Commentary:  
This is a FY 2011 Utility CIP Project for the engineering  and construction of the Ronald Reagan 
Blvd. Wastewater Improvements. This project consists of three wastewater lines to provide 
wastewater service to this area of the City. This project provides wastewater service for future 
development areas designated as commercial by the City’s comprehensive plan. The three 
projects include: 

C. Approximately 3,300 feet of 12” and 8” wastewater line at the northeast corner of 
New Hope Drive and CR 180 heading north. 

D. Approximately 1,400 feet of 8” wastewater line beginning at the intersection of 
Caballo Ranch Blvd. and Ronald Reagan Blvd. heading north. 

E. Approximately 1,200 feet of 8” wastewater line beginning at the intersection of 
Caballo Ranch Blvd. and Ronald Reagan Blvd. heading south. 

 

Figure on the Left: Approximate project area for Project A. Figure on the Right: Approximate project areas for 
Projects B & C. 

 
Anticipating a start of construction for this project during Fiscal Year 2012, staff advertised a 
Request for Qualifications for the design of Ronald Reagan Blvd. Wastewater Improvements on 
November 2, 2010.  The City received fourteen (14) Statements of Qualifications (SOQ) from 



prospective consultants.  A committee of three staff members evaluated these Statements of 
Qualifications using a numerical grading criteria matrix that rates each firm’s qualifications in 
key areas such as “Qualifications and Availability”, “Proposed Staff”, “Project Experience”, and 
“Project Approach.” After reviewing the Statements of Qualifications, staff is recommending 
Bury and Partners, Inc. be chosen to design this project. Their scope of work will include the 
development of construction plans, specifications, estimates, bid services and construction 
management. 
 
Bury and Partners’ Statement of Qualifications demonstrated the high level of qualifications and 
experience required to design this project.  Bury and Partners is an Austin-based firm that was 
founded in 1984. Bury’s core services including civil engineering, development consulting, 
public sector, water resources, planning, surveying, construction management, traffic 
engineering and MEP engineering. Bury and Partners has successfully worked with the City 
before on project including the Cottonwood Wastewater Collection System improvements and 
the Road Signal design at Anderson Mill Road and Zeppelin Road. 
 
City Manager’s Remarks  
 
Fiscal Impact 
Account No.:   
 
Budget 
Budget/Expended: 
 
The actual design fee will be negotiated. 
 
Legal Certifications 
 
Associated Information: 



RESOLUTION NO.  
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO NEGOTIATE AND 
EXECUTE A PROFESSIONAL ENINGEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH BURY 
AND PARTNERS FOR THE DESIGN OF RONALD REAGAN BLVD. WASTEWATER 
IMPROVEMENTS; FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE MEETING AT WHICH 
THIS RESOLUTION IS PASSED WAS NOTICED AND IS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC AS 
REQUIRED BY LAW. 
 

WHEREAS, this FY2011 Utility CIP project consists of the engineering design of 
Ronald Reagan Blvd. Wastewater Improvements; and 

 
WHEREAS, the purpose of this project is to provide wastewater service to future 

development areas within the City; and 
 
WHEREAS, Bury and Partners has extensive experience with the design of similar 

projects; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City desires to negotiate a Professional Services Agreement with Bury 

and Partners, Inc. for the engineering design of the Ronald Reagan Blvd. Wastewater 
Improvements. 
  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS THAT: 
 
SECTION 1.   The City Council of Cedar Park hereby authorizes and directs the City Manager to 

negotiate and execute a Professional Services Agreement with Bury and Partners for the 
design of the Ronald Reagan Blvd. Wastewater Improvements.  In accordance with Texas 
Government Code 2254 for Professional and Consulting Services, the City will attempt to 
negotiate with Bury and Partners a contract at a fair and reasonable price.  If a 
satisfactory contract cannot be negotiated with Bury and Partners, the City shall formally 
end negotiations and the City Manager shall be authorized to negotiate and execute a 
contract with the next most qualified firm according to the evaluation matrix. 

 
SECTION 2. That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which this 

resolution is passed is open to the public and that public notice of the time, place, 
and purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 

 
PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of February, 2011. 



 
CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 

ATTEST:      _____________________________ 
Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 

___________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
AND CONTENT: 
___________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 



 

Criteria Maximum 
Score

The maximum score for sub-group(s) is the bold number
The maximum criteria score is the non-bolded number 100.0

1. Qualifications and Availability: 10.0
General information provided?  Contacts, office location, 
numbers/emails 2.0

Did firm provide how they will communicate with the 
City? Who will be primary contact? 2.0

Is the firm/team available and did they show a level of 
commitment to the project? 2.0

Did they provide a narrative illustrating their expertise 
and any unique qualifications? 4.0

2.Proposed Staff: 30.0
Did they provide an Organizational Chart for personnel 
that will be working on this project? 2.0

Did they provide the names and roles of the key 
personnel that will be working on this project? 2.0

Is staff engineer or project manager located locally? 2.0
Did they provide resumes for key personnel and indicate 
any that have experience on similar projects? 4.0

Does the primary design engineer have great depth of 
experience on similar projects of type, scope and 
complexity?

5.0

Did they provide staffing size by area of expertise? 1.0
Did they provide the current workload of the prime firm?

1.0

Did they provide staff availability to perform services? 1.0
Does the Project Manager have experience with similar 
size projects. 4.0

Do the sub consultants have experience with similar size 
projects. 3.0

Does the staff/subconsultant have experience with 
easement acquisition similar projects of similar scope, 
size, and complexity?

5.0

Ronald Reagan Blvd. Wastewater Improvements
Statement of Qualifications

Evaluation Criteria

 



3. Project Experience:   30.0   
Did the firm/team provide an overview and 

brief history of themselves and their sub-
consultants?   

2.0 
  

Did the firm/team provide verifiable examples 
of at least three (3) similar projects completed in 
the last five (5) years?   

7.0 
  

Does the proposed Project Manager have 
recent, within the  last five (5) years, of 
experience providing these types of services?   

9.0 
  

Are the projects presented equal or greater in 
complexity when compared with the proposed 
projects listed in scope and types of deliverables 
required?   

9.0 

  
Are there previous project final costs listed?   1.0   
Are there Clients Listed?   1.0   
Is there a history provided of meeting project 

schedules   1.0   
4. Project Approach   30.0   
Did the consultants provide an explanation of 

how the project will be designed?  
19.0 

 
Did the consultants provide knowledge of key 

areas of concern particular to the project? 
Construction of ww line at great depth.  Pipe 
material selection based on depth and other 
factors.  Alternative method for construction for 
depth or due to lake.  Knowledge of depth of 
BCRUA large diameter waterline and impact 
providing service both sides.  Other unique 
aspects.  

10.0 

 
Was a project Schedule provided?   1.0   

 



 

Firm 1. Qualification and 
Availability (10 pts)

2. Proposed Staff 
(30 pts)

3. Project 
Experience 

(30 pts)

4. Project 
Approach 

(30 pts)

Overall Score Rank

Bury+Partners, Inc. 9.5 29.0 27.7 27.2 93.3 1
Vickrey & Associates, Inc. 9.2 28.5 29.0 26.5 93.2 2
Freese and Nichols, Inc. 9.8 28.8 26.2 27.3 92.2 3
K Friese & Associates, Inc. 9.2 28.8 28.3 25.8 92.2 3
URS Corporation 9.7 28.7 27.3 25.8 91.5 5
Jones & Carter, Inc. 9.7 28.3 27.0 26.2 91.2 6
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 9.5 27.8 26.3 27.5 91.2 6
Klotz Associates Inc. 8.8 27.8 26.5 26.2 89.3 8
 Lockwood, Andrews & Newnam, Inc. 9.0 28.3 27.0 24.8 89.2 9
CP&Y, Inc. 8.5 27.7 27.0 25.0 88.2 10
Cobb, Fendley & Associates, Inc. 9.5 26.8 25.2 26.0 87.5 11
Davis Engineering, Inc. 8.7 25.7 25.5 26.0 85.8 12
Allen Engineering Group, Inc. 8.7 27.0 23.5 24.7 83.8 13
Heil, Lee & Associates, Inc. 8.2 23.7 24.7 22.7 79.2 14

2011 Wastewater Improvements
Statement of Qualifications

Evaluation Criteria Summary

 
 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

First Reading And Public Hearing: No Items For Consideration. 
E.1 

  
 
Commentary:  



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Discussion And Possible Action: 
F.0 

  
 
Commentary:  



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Consideration To Approve A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The City 
Manager To Execute A Contract With McCreary, Veselka, Bragg & Allen, P.C., 
Attorneys At Law For Collection Services For Delinquent Municipal Court Fines, 
Fees, Court Costs, Forfeited Bonds, And Restitution. 

F.1 

  
 
Commentary:  
In recent years, the municipal court has experienced a noticeable decline in compliance with 
court orders. This non compliance applies to monetary collection as well as other remedial 
sanctions. This lack of compliance denies the City revenue as well as calls into question the 
court’s effectiveness. Accordingly, staff recommends entering into a collections contract to 
increase collections and overall compliance. 
 
Article 103.0031 of the Texas Code of Criminal Procedure provides that cities may enter into a 
contract with a private attorney or a public or private vendor for the provision of collection 
services for delinquent municipal court fines, fees, court costs, forfeited bonds, and restitution, 
and amounts in cases in which the accused failed to appear. The city may contract for these 
collection services when the items listed above are 60 days past due. 
 
In entering into such a contract, Article 103.0031, CCP allows that the governing body of the 
municipality authorize the addition of a collection fee, to be paid by the defendant, in the amount 
of thirty percent on those delinquent items listed above.  
 
Because the City will not be required to expend any funds upon entering into this contract, the 
competitive bid process was not required. However, staff made contact with four vendors in 
considering the appropriate selection. The selected vendor, McCreary, Veselka, Bragg and Allen, 
P.C. Attorneys at Law, contracts with numerous Texas municipalities to collect delinquent court 
fines and fees, and is extremely active and knowledgeable in the specialized procedures and laws 
that pertain to municipal court operations. Staff has received recommendations from numerous 
other municipal courts in Texas, indicating that MVBA has superior billing, reporting, and 
reconciling, and is very customer service oriented.  
 
Accordingly, Staff is recommending the City execute a contract with McCreary, Veselka, Bragg 
and Allen, P.C., Attorneys at Law for these services. 
 
 
 



 
 
Fiscal Impact 
Account No.:Court Fines & Forfeitures, Court Technology Fund, Municipal Court Building 
Security Fund, Juvenile Case Manager Fund 
 
Budget 
Budget/Expended:$0 
 
 
Associated Information: 



   
RESOLUTION NO. ___________ 

 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT 
WITH MCCREARY, VESELKA, BRAGG AND ALLEN, P.C., ATTORNEYS AT LAW, FOR 
COLLECTION SERVICES REGARDING DELINQUENT MUNICIPAL COURT FINES, 
FEES, COURT COSTS, FORFEITED BONDS, RESTITUTION, AND AMOUNTS IN CASES 
IN WHICH THE ACCUSED FAILED TO APPEAR; AND AUTHORIZING THE ADDITION 
OF A COLLECTION FEE IN THE AMOUNT OF 30 PERCENT ON EACH ITEM 
DESCRIBED ABOVE, AND REFERRED TO MCCREARY, VESELKA, BRAGG AND 
ALLEN, P.C., FOR COLLECTION; PURSUANT TO TEXAS CODE OF CRIMINAL 
PROCEDURE, ARTICLE 103.0031; FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE MEETING 
AT WHICH THIS RESOLUTION IS PASSED WAS NOTICED AND IS OPEN TO THE 
PUBLIC AS REQUIRED BY LAW. 
 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS THAT: 
 
            SECTION 1. The City Manager is hereby authorized and directed to execute a contract 
with McCreary, Veselka, Bragg and Allen, P.C. Attorneys at Law, for construction services 
related to delinquent Municipal Court fines, fees, and costs and amounts in cases in which the 
accused failed to appear; upon final approval of the City Attorney. 

 
SECTION 2. The addition of a thirty percent collection fee, pursuant to the Texas Code 

of Criminal Procedure, Article 103.0031 is authorized. 
 
SECTION 3. That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which 

this resolution is passed is open to the public and that public notice of the time, place, and 
purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 
 

PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of February, 2011. 
 

CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 
 

ATTEST:      _____________________________ 
Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 

___________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 
 



 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
AND CONTENT: 
__________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 







 



 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Consideration To Approve A Resolution Authorizing And Directing The Mayor To 
Execute Addendum 2 To The Central Texas Refuse Solid Waste Agreement 
Amending Appendix B "Rates For Residential And City Services". 

F.2 

  
 
Commentary:  
 
Initiating Dept:  City Manager’s Office 
 
The City’s residential solid waste agreement with Central Texas Refuse provides for an annual 
rate adjustment that is subject to the City Council’s approval.  The contract outlines a formula to 
be used in which the rate can either be increased or decreased.  The annual rate adjustment 
cannot exceed a five percent increase per year.  The following are the factors taken into 
consideration in the formula. 
 
Inflation Adjustment (55%) 
The inflation adjustment is based on the most recent December CPI-AA Urban Consumers, 
Unadjusted 12 months ended December, Item: All items.  In December of 2009 the CPI was 
215.949, in December 2010 this increased to 219.79.  Using the formula this totaled a .81% rate 
increase.   
 
Fuel Adjustment (15%) 
The fuel adjustment is based on the price index by the DOE adjustment shall be based on the 
most recent price as of January 1st and change from the previous January 1st for Diesel Fuel 
(cents per Gallon), U.S.  The price in 2011 is $3.279 which was an increase of $.529 from last 
year.  Using the formula this totaled a 2.89% increase. 
 
Disposal Cost Adjustment (30%) 
The Disposal Cost Adjustment is based on the Contractor’s most recent lowest contracted per-
ton cost of disposal at a landfill as of January 1st and change from the previous lowest contracted 
per-ton cost of disposal at a landfill prior to most recent January 1st.  The price in 2010 was 
$23.00 and in 2011 it has increased to $24.15.  Using the formula this totaled a 1.5% increase.   



 
Inflation Adjustment:  0.81% 
Fuel Adjustment:  2.89% 
Disposal Cost Adjustment 1.50% 
Total    5.20% 
 
Since the contract is capped at 5%, Central Texas Refuse is requesting a 5% increase in their rate 
for service.  With a 5% increase the monthly rate would increase from $13.86 to $14.55 a month.  
Below shows a comparison of the current total rate and the proposed rate: 
 
2010      2011 
Monthly Service: $13.86   Monthly Service: $14.55   
Administrative Fee: $2.00   Administrative Fee: $2.00 
Cart Fee:  $1.12   Cart Fee:  $1.12 
Total:   $16.98   Total:   $17.67 
Sales Tax:  $1.40   Sales Tax:  $1.46 
Grand Total:  $18.38   Grand Total:  $19.13 
 
Staff has reviewed the formula and the information provided by Central Texas Refuse and finds 
them to be accurate.  Ralph Rocco of Central Texas Refuse will be at the City Council meeting 
to answer any questions. 
  

 
        Assistant City Manager 
_______________________________________________________________________ 
Fiscal Impact    Budget  
Account No.:         Budget/Expended:          
 
 
 
        Finance Director Review 
 
Legal Certification 
 
 Approved as to form and content:   Yes  No City Attorney 
 
Associated Information: 
Addendum 2 Attached 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



RESOLUTION NO. __________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS, 
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE ADDENDUM 2 TO THE 
CENTRAL TEXAS REFUSE SOLID WASTE AGREEMENT AMENDING APPENDIX B 
“RATES FOR RESIDENTIAL AND CITY SERVICES”; FINDING AND DETERMINING 
THAT THE MEETING AT WHICH THIS RESOLUTION IS PASSED WAS NOTICED AND 
IS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC AS REQUIRED BY LAW. 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Cedar Park, Texas and Central Texas Refuse entered into an 

agreement for residential and City solid waste services; and 
 
WHEREAS, the agreement provides for an annual rate adjustment of up to 5%, pending 

approval of the City Council; 
 
WHEREAS, Central Texas Refuse has requested an annual rate adjustment of 5% due to 

increases in inflation, fuel and disposal costs; 
 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CEDAR PARK, 

TEXAS: 
 
 SECTION 1. Addendum 2 of the solid waste agreement between the City of Cedar Park 
and Central Texas Refuse approves the 5% increase in the monthly rate. 
  

SECTION 2. That the Mayor is hereby authorized and directed to sign the attached 
License Agreement on behalf of the City of Cedar Park, Texas. 

 
SECTION 3. That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which 

this Resolution is passed is open to the public as required by law and that public notice of the 
time, place, and purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 
 

PASSED AND APPROVED this the 10th day of February, 2011. 
 
 
      CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS 
 
ATTEST:     _____________________________ 

          Robert S. Lemon, Mayor 
 
__________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC 
City Secretary 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
AND CONTENT: 
____________________________ 
Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 



ADDENDUM 2 
 

This Addendum 2 is to that Agreement approved by the City of Cedar Park on November 19, 2009 
between the CITY OF CEDAR PARK, TEXAS and CENTRAL TEXAS REFUSE, INC. 
 
For good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, the 
City of Cedar Park, Texas and Central Texas Refuse, Inc. hereby agree as follows: 
 
APPENDIX B entitled “RATES FOR RESIDENTIAL AND CITY SERVICES” is hereby deleted in 
its entirety and shall now read as follows: 
 
RATES FOR RESIDENTIAL AND CITY SERVICES 
 
Central Texas Refuse, Inc. Rate for Solid Waste Services: 
 
 Residential Service Unit    $14.55 per month 
 City Services     $ 0.00 per month 
 
City of Cedar Park Administrative Fee: 
 
 Residential Service Unit    $ 2.00 per month 
 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL SERVICE UNIT FEE $16.55 per month 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have made and executed this Agreement on the respective dates 
under each signature: 
 
CITY OF CEDAR PARK:    Approved in Form and Content 
 
 
_____________________________     _______________________________ 
Robert S. Lemon, Mayor    Charles W. Rowland, City Attorney 
City of Cedar Park     City of Cedar Park 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________ 
LeAnn M. Quinn, TRMC, City Secretary 
City of Cedar Park 
 
CONTRACTOR: 
 
_______________________________ 
 
 
Printed Name: ___________________________ 
 
Company Name:__________________________ 
 
Attest:__________________________________ 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Executive Session: 
G.0 

  
 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Section 551.071 (1)(A) And (2) Consultation With City Attorney Concerning Legal 
Matters Covered By The Texas Disciplinary Rules Of Professional Conduct Of The 
State Bar Of Texas. 

G.1 

a. States Department Of Justice In Regards To Narcotics Investigation And 
Enforcement. 

b. Concerning The Chapter 380 Economic Development Agreement Between 
City of Cedar Park And Cedar Park Land, LP Regarding Performance Of Contract 
Terms And Conditions. 

c. Legal Issues Regarding Meet and Confer Requirements With The Cedar 
Park Fire Department. 

d.  Legal Issues Concerning The Suite Rental Agreement With Hicks Sports 
Group, LLC. 

e.  Legal Issues Concerning Creation Of An Emergency Services District in 
Travis County, being the North Rim Neighborhood.  (Amendment) 

 



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Section 551.072 Deliberation Concerning The Purchase, Exchange, Lease Or Value 
Of Real Property 

G.2 

a. Acquisition Of Properties For The Cottonwood Creek Trail (CR 185) 
And New Hope Drive Widening Project. 

b.  Purchase Of Real Property For Public Facilities. (Amendment) 
 
 
  



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Reconvene into Open Meeting and consider action, if any, on items discussed in 
Executive Session 

H.0 

   



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Mayor And Council Closing Comments. 
H.1 

   



 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
Date:2-10-2011 

 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 

Adjournment. 
H.2 
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