AGREEMENT REGARDING
INTEROPERABILITY OF TOLL SYSTEMS AND TRANSPONDERS

THIS AGREEMENT REGARDING INTEROPERABILITY OF TOLL SYSTEMS AND
TRANSPONDERS (this “Agreement”) is entered into by the Original Parties (hereinafter
defined), the Kansas Turnpike Authority (“KTA”), an instrumentality of the State of Kansas, and
the Oklahoma Turnpike Authority (‘OTA”"), an instrumentality of the State of Oklahoma.

Recitals

A. The North Texas Tollway Authority ("NTTA"), a regional tollway authority; the Texas
Department of Transportation ("TxDOT"), an agency of the State of Texas; Harris
County ("Harris County"), a body corporate and politic under the laws of the State of
Texas; the Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority ("CTRMA"), a regional mobility
authority; and Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority (‘GPTRA”), a body
corporate and politic under the laws of the State of Texas, which are collectively referred
to in this Agreement as the "Original Parties," each operate toll projects in the State of
Texas. TxDOT, NTTA, and Harris County entered into a Memorandum of Understanding
(Interoperability) dated the 234 of November, 2004 (the "Interoperability MOU"), setting
out the Original Parties’ agreements concerning the interoperability of the Original
Parties’ toll-collection transponders on each others’ toll projects in the State of Texas.

B. KTA and OTA operate toll projects in, respectively, the State of Kansas and the State of
Oklahoma. The Original Parties and KTA and OTA desire to enter into this Agreement to
set forth their mutual agreements concerning the interoperability of the their respective
toll-collection transponders on each others’ toll projects in Texas, Kansas, and
Oklahoma through a direct connection to the Central US interoperability hub (“Central
US IOP Hub”).

C. The Original Parties, KTA, and OTA anticipate that in the future additional governmental
toll-project entities may desire to become parties to this Agreement and connect to the
Central US IOP Hub, and this Agreement includes terms and procedures for adding
additional entities to this Agreement.

D. The Original Parties are entering into this Agreement pursuant to Section 228.003,
Texas Transportation Code, and Chapter 791, Texas Government Code. KTA is created
and authorized to enter into this Agreement pursuant to Kansas Statutes 68-2003, et
seq. OTA is created and authorized to enter into this Agreement pursuant to
69 Oklahoma Statutes, §§1701 et seq.

Agreement

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual agreements and promises made by the
Parties to each other, and to ensure the interoperability of toll collection systems on turnpikes,
toll roads, managed lanes, toll bridges and other tolled facilities (and in connection with other
transportation-related payment collection systems, if subsequently agreed by the Parties), the
Parties hereby agree as follows:



. PARTIES, PROVIDERS, AND SUBSCRIBERS:

A. Parties. The Original Parties, KTA, OTA, and such other governmental entities
that are hereafter accepted and bound under the terms of this Agreement as further described
below in Section VIl — Additional Parties and in Attachment A, are each individually called a
“Party,” and are collectively called the “Parties” under this Agreement. To qualify to be a Party,
an entity must: (1) operate one or more toll roads, toll bridges, or other toll facilities, (2) connect
directly (and not as a contractor of any other entity or through rights derived from another entity
or through any other indirect connection) to the Central US IOP Hub, (3) be a governmental
agency or entity, including a federal agency, an agency of a state, or a political subdivision, and
(4) satisfy all criteria established by the Interoperability Committee (hereinafter defined) to
ensure that such Party is capable of meeting the Interoperability Business Requirements and
the requirements of the ICDs promulgated by the Interoperability Committee. Each Party shall
have a representative on the Interoperability Committee.

B. Provider. As used in this Agreement, the term “Provider’” means a Party that
maintains a minimum of 200,000 active customer transponder accounts for the electronic
collection of tolls.

C. Subscriber. As used in this Agreement, the term “Subscriber” means a Party that
does not maintain a minimum of 200,000 active customer transponder accounts.

Il. INTEROPERABILITY:

A. Interoperability and Interoperable. For the purposes of this Agreement,
“interoperability” and “interoperable” shall be defined, and be deemed achieved, as follows:

1. Transponders can be Read on all Facilities. The transponders utilized or
to be utilized by any one Party can be read by, and are fully functional with, the
transponder technologies utilized by all other Parties; and

2. All Facilities Can Read All Transponders. Conversely, the transponder
technology utilized or to be utilized by any one Party can read and properly process the
transponders utilized by all other Parties; and

3. Nondiscriminatory and Seamless to all Patrons on all Facilities. The
patrons of any one Party can utilize their transponders on all other Parties’ facilities in a
manner that is nondiscriminatory (that is, tolls and charges are identical to those
assessed the transponder patrons of the owner/operator of the facility) and seamless
(that is, subject to the terms of this Agreement, including the concluding sentence of
Section 11.B. and Section 11.D below, the patron is able to use his/her transponder on the
facilities of the Parties that did not issue the transponder to the patron without applying
for and maintaining an account with the owner/operator of those facilities).

B. Advancement of Interoperability. In their (1) development and implementation of
transponder technologies for their facilities, (2) promuigation of rules or standards, and
(3) contracting with other toll authorities or with vendors, the Parties agree to support and
advance the interoperability (as defined above) of their electronic toll collection systems. To
that end, the Parties shall each issue only transponders that are interoperable (as defined
above) with the transponder technologies utilized by all other Parties, and each Party will utilize
a transponder technology on its facilities that ensures the interoperability (as defined above) of
the transponders issued by all other Parties.




C. Continuing Cooperation and Dialogue. The Parties shall work collaboratively in
the evaluation and implementation of new transponder technologies and in their migration from
existing to new technologies so as to support and advance interoperability (as defined above).

D. No Limitations on Vendors, Technologies, Etc. Nothing contained in this
Agreement shall obligate the Parties to utilize any particular vendor, technology, transponder or
system, provided that the provisions hereof are satisfied.

E. Limited Exceptions. Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions in this Section II,
the Parties’ acknowledge and agree that neither KTA nor OTA is currently or will in the future be
required to recognize American Trucking Associations (ATA) transponder protocols. In addition,
the Parties agree to comply with the provisions regarding OTA’'s “System Match and System
Reclassification Transactions” set out in Attachment E attached hereto and made a part of this
Agreement for all purposes.

lll. STATEMENT OF SERVICES TO BE PERFORMED:

The services to be performed include the formation and operation of an “Interoperability
Committee,” as well as collaboration and coordination of efforts to promote and achieve
Interoperability (defined herein as set forth in the incorporated provisions of the Interoperability
MOU, modified to include all Parties to this Agreement). The Parties recognize that although
current interoperability practices are transponder based, future interoperability opportunities
during the term of this Agreement may include non-transponder based options and the Parties
agree to work together to incorporate one or more of these options at the appropriate time,
understanding that all Parties will not necessarily implement such non-transponder based
options simultaneously and that a Party may elect to not implement such non-transponder
based options based upon technical or financial limitations.

IV. CONTRACT PAYMENT:

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in this Agreement, nothing herein shall
impose an obligation on any Party that would be considered a debt (as that term is used in the
applicable state Constitutions of the respective governmental Parties) or that exceeds that
Party's authority to assume such obligation under applicable law or its current agreements with
its bondholders.

V. TERM OF AGREEMENT:

This Agreement is effective and begins (A) with respect to the Original Parties, OTA, and KTA,
when fully executed by such Parties, and the effective date of this Agreement for such purpose
(the “Effective Date”) shall be the last date entered in the signature blocks for those Parties, and
(B) with respect to any other Additional Party, when fully executed by such Additional Party
following the satisfaction of all prerequisites for becoming a Party, as set forth in Section VII.
Any Party may withdraw from this Agreement as provided below. Upon withdrawal of a Party,
this Agreement shall remain in effect as to the remaining parties (the "Remaining Parties"), and
the Agreement shall be terminated only as to the Party that delivers a withdrawal notice as
provided below. This Agreement shall terminate as to all Parties upon the expiration of a period
of five (5) years from the date it becomes effective, provided that absent the written agreement
to the contrary of a supermajority of the then-current Parties not less than one hundred twenty
(120) days prior to the fifth (5th) anniversary of its effective date, this Agreement shall be
automatically extended for an additional five-year term. The Agreement shall be automatically
extended for a second additional five-year term utilizing the same process described in this
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paragraph utilizing the fifth (5th) anniversary of the effective date of the first additional five-year
term.

Although a Party may at any time propose modifications to the Agreement and Business Rules,
the Parties shall review the terms of the Agreement and Business Rules prior to the first and
second additional five-year terms for consideration of changes based upon the then current
interoperability landscape, tolling business practices, etc.

Any Party may withdraw from and terminate its participation in this Agreement at any time with
or without cause effective one hundred and twenty (120) days after that Party provides written
notice of its intent to terminate to all other Parties. Such termination shall not release either the
terminating or Remaining Parties from any liability for events occurring or obligations arising
prior to the date of the termination. Further, the terminating Party shall be liable to the
Remaining Parties for any costs they reasonably incur directly as a result of the terminating
Party's withdrawal (subject to the right of any other Party to waive or modify such liability to such
Party in its sole and absolute discretion). Such costs could include: costs to remove the
terminating Party’s connectivity from the Central US IOP Hub and from each of the Remaining
Parties’ systems; costs of preparing and implementing new or modified signage and electronic
and printed materials; and costs to notify customers that transactions on the terminating Party’s
roadways are no longer interoperable. Each of the Remaining Parties may negotiate directly
with the terminating Party on the costs to be reimbursed by the terminating Party. The
terminating Party is obligated to and is solely responsible for notifying its customers that they
are no longer interoperable with the Remaining Parties.

A Party’s rights under this Agreement may be terminated by the Interoperability Committee for
cause due to such Party’s being in default of its obligations under this Agreement (in which case
such Party would also be responsible for the costs described in the preceding paragraph), after
60 days' notice and opportunity to cure such default. A default hereunder shall include, without
limitation, a Party’'s material failure to abide by the this Agreement or the Interoperability
Business Requirements, ICDs, interoperability standards, or other rules and standards
established by the Interoperability Committee, or a Party’s failure to pay, when and as due,
costs and fees for which such Party is responsible.

VI. LEGAL AUTHORITY AND INCLUDED ATTACHMENT AND APPENDICES:

This Agreement is entered into by the Parties under the authority granted to them by their
respective states, and each Party represents to the other Parties that it has all required legal
authority and is authorized to enter into and perform its obligations under this Agreement.

The Board of Directors of NTTA, by resolution dated‘p‘c‘l«’lﬁ‘ﬁ~ St ,7;(:;05;;.4133 authorized NTTA
to enter into this Agreement and perform its obligations hereéunder (Appendix C).

The Commissioners Court of Harris County, by order dated Mg 14‘ 2.01% | has authorized
Harris County to enter into this Agreement and perform its obligations hereunder (Appendix D).

The Board of Directors of CTRMA, by resolution dated Felb 24, 20l has authorized
CTRMA to enter into this Agreement and perform its obligations hereunder (Appendix E).

The Commissioners Court of Fort Bend County, by order dated )uno 2%, wWlle pas
authorized GPTRA to enter into this Agreement and perform its obligations hereunder
(Appendix F).




The Board of Directors of KTA, by resolution datewﬂghas authorized KTA to
enter into this Agreement and perform its obligations hereunder (Appendix G).

The Authority Members of OTA, by approval of agenda item number 152 dated December 1,
2015, has authorized OTA to enter into this Agreement and perform its obligations hereunder
(Appendix H).

The Texas Transportation Commission by resolution dated \)M\ %,20 y, has authorized
TxDOT to enter into this Agreement and perform its obligations hereunder (Appendix I).

This Agreement incorporates the provisions of its several attachments and appendices,
including (A) Attachment A, which sets forth in greater detail the Parties' agreements
hereunder, (B) Appendix A, which sets forth an initial schedule of Transaction Fees and other
provisions regarding modifications thereof, and (C) Appendix B which sets forth the
Interoperability Business Requirements (including Interface Control Documents attached
thereto). All Attachments and Appendices to this Agreement are incorporated into and made a
part of the Agreement for all purposes. Any capitalized term used in this Agreement or in
Attachment A that is not expressly defined herein shall have the meaning given to that term
under the Interoperability Business Requirements.

VII. ADDITIONAL PARTIES:

Additional toll entities may hereafter desire to enter into this Agreement and be bound by and
enjoy the benefits set forth herein. If a supermajority of the Interoperability Committee (as
defined in Section VIII) determines that a toll entity desiring to enter into this Agreement
(A) satisfies all criteria established by the Interoperability Committee to ensure that the subject
toll entity is capable of meeting the Interoperability Business Requirements and the
requirements of the interface control documents promulgated by the Interoperability Committee,
(B) meets the requirements to be a Party (either a Provider or Subscriber, as applicable), as set
out in Section |, (C) has paid reasonable costs of testing, analysis, integration, and other costs
as determined by the Interoperability Committee, and (D) satisfies any other criteria that the
Interoperability Committee may establish from time to time in accordance with the terms of this
Agreement, then, upon the toll entity’s (x) delivery to the Interoperability Committee of evidence
that all necessary action has been taken by the toll entity’s governing body to authorize its entry
into this Agreement, and (y) execution of this Agreement by such toll entity, the toll entity shall
enter into this Agreement and become a Party hereto and will operate as a Provider or
Subscriber, as applicable. No additional action by the governing body of any other Party shall be
required in order for a toll entity to become an additional Party. In connection with this process,
the Interoperability Committee and the additional Party shall utilize the forms set forth at
Appendix J (form of Counterpart Agreement for Adding New Parties) and Appendix K (form of
Certification of New Party).

VIll. INTEROPERABILITY COMMITTEE:

The “Interoperability Committee” is a body consisting of one representative from each of the
Providers (the “Provider Representatives”) and one representative from each of the Subscribers
(the “Subscriber Representatives”). Parties which submit or are anticipated to submit less than
750,000 interoperable transactions a year directly to the Central US IOP Hub and
representatives from other regional hubs are not eligible to be part of the Interoperability
Committee. Transactions submitted through another interoperability hub do not count towards
the 750,000 threshold. The Interoperability Committee shall formulate and serve as the
custodian of all interoperability business rules, interoperability interface control documents, and
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interoperability standards applicable to interoperable toll entities and shall be solely responsible
for evaluating any proposed amendment to such rules, documents and standards, including any
proposed amendment requested by a toll entity desiring to be accepted as an additional Party to
this Agreement. The Provider Representatives will have a vote on all matters that come before
the committee, including, but not limited to, the exclusive authority to vote on interoperability fee
matters. The Subscriber Representatives will (A) be invited to all meetings, receive all meeting
materials, and fully participate in all discussions and (Bi) have a vote on all matters that do not
involve interoperability fees. The presiding officer for the Interoperability Committee will be its
Chair, as selected by a majority of the Provider and the Subscriber Representatives voting as a
single body. No Provider or Subscriber Representative may serve as Chair for more than two
(2) consecutive years. The Interoperability Committee shall adopt procedures or other
operational documents to further set forth its meeting requirements (e.g., method and timing of
notice, determination of a quorum) and method of governance (e.g., additional officers,
functions and terms of officers, etc.). The Interoperability Committee shall, among other things,
set the performance requirements for inclusion of new Providers and Subscribers; determine the
maintenance fees, if any, that shall be paid by all Parties; determine if and how costs will be
apportioned among the Parties for the procurement, maintenance, and upgrades to software
and new equipment; and resolve any disagreements concerning the appropriate amount of
costs to be paid by any withdrawing Party as described in Section V of this Agreement. In the
event that a third party representing another regional interoperability hub is interested in
connecting that hub to the Central US IOP Hub, the Interoperability Committee shall be
responsible for negotiating terms and conditions to facilitate the exchange of transactions and
customer validation lists between the hubs, including the most appropriate contract framework.
Other responsibilities of this committee shall be determined by majority vote of the Provider and
the Subscriber Representatives.

Except as otherwise specified in this Agreement, any action under this Agreement or under
rules or procedures adopted by the Interoperability Committee that requires a “supermajority”
vote to become effective shall require the 2/3 majority vote of the Provider Representatives and
the Subscriber Representatives voting as a single body.

The Interoperability Committee, by majority vote shall determine what other actions (i.e., other
than those specified in this Agreement), if any, require a supermajority vote.

The Interoperability Committee may from time to time appoint subcommittees to research,
evaluate, make recommendations, and provide options regarding specific matters of concern to
the committee.

IX. SOFTWARE MAINTENANCE SERVICES AND HUB UPGRADE:

NTTA (directly and/or through the use of one or more subcontractors) has provided and
continues to provide services as set forth in Attachment C to this Agreement (“Software
Maintenance Services”), Under this arrangement, to which each of the Parties agrees, each of
the Parties as of January 1 of a given year shall pay an equal share of the estimated Base
Maintenance Cost (defined below) for the period beginning on January 16 of such year and
ending on January 15 of the following year.

In November of each year, the NTTA will provide a Base Maintenance Cost estimate of the
anticipated maintenance costs for the following calendar year. In January of each year, the
NTTA will invoice each of the Parties for the actual Base Maintenance Costs incurred by NTTA
for the previous calendar year (with each of the Parties responsible for a percent of such



amount determined by the formula 1/ X, where X is the number of Parties), and if a Party’s prior
payment of estimated Base Maintenance Costs is less than that Party’s share of actual Base
Maintenance Costs for the preceding year, such Party shall pay such underpayment within thirty
(30) days after its receipt of the NTTA’s invoice. If a Party’s prior payment of estimated Base
Maintenance Costs is greater than that Party’s share of actual Base Maintenance Costs for the
preceding year, the amount of such overpayment will be credited against that Party’s estimated
payments of estimated Base Maintenance Costs until such credit is exhausted. Additional
Parties which join mid-year will be invoiced according to section 5 of Attachment A. NTTA may
cease to provide the services described in Attachment C to this Agreement, with or without
cause, upon one hundred and twenty (120) days written notice to the other Parties.

In addition to the foregoing, TxDOT, Harris County, CTRMA, GPTRA, KTA, and OTA agree to
the following regarding costs incurred by NTTA for services it obtains on behalf of such Parties
in connection with work required to upgrade the existing hub currently utilized by the Original
Parties for use as the Central US IOP Hub. NTTA shall provide the foregoing Parties with an
estimate of the costs for such services. When the Central US IOP Hub becomes operational,
NTTA will invoice the Parties for costs incurred by NTTA to upgrade the Central US IOP Hub,
and the foregoing Parties each will remit promptly to NTTA its share of such estimated costs,
which will be borne equally by such Parties. If the actual costs for such work exceed the original
estimate, NTTA will solely be responsible for payment of such excess costs.

X. HARDWARE AND DATABASE MAINTENANCE SERVICES:

Harris County (directly and/or through the use of one or more subcontractors) has provided and
continues to provide services as set forth in Attachment D to this Agreement (‘Hardware and
Database Maintenance Services”). Under this arrangement, to which each of the Parties
agrees, each of the Parties as of January 1 of a given year shall pay an equal share of the Base
Maintenance Cost (defined below) for the period beginning on January 16 of such year and
ending on January 15 of the following year.

For the one year period beginning January 1, 2016, the Base Maintenance Cost will be $85,000
(with each of the Parties responsible for a percent of such amount determined by the formula 1/
X, where X is the number of Parties). For each succeeding one year period, the Base
Maintenance Cost shall be 104% of the amount of the Maintenance Fee for the preceding
period, if no revised amount has otherwise been agreed by a majority of the Parties in writing
prior to the beginning of such succeeding period. Notwithstanding the foregoing, Harris County
shall apply any unused funds from a given one year period to offset maintenance costs for the
succeeding one year period, and the proposed Base Maintenance Cost for the succeeding
period shall be reduced accordingly. If the available funds from current and any rolled-over past
payments of Base Maintenance Costs is insufficient to meet Harris County’s actual costs in a
given period, Harris County may request a true-up payment as a condition of continuing to
provide services as described in Attachment D this Agreement. Moreover, Harris County may
cease to provide the services described in Attachment D to this Agreement, with or without
cause, upon one hundred and twenty (120) days written notice to the other Parties.

XI. INTERIM PERIOD PRIOR TO CENTRAL US IOP HUB GO-LIVE DATE:

Prior to transitioning from the existing Texas IOP Hub for the Texas toll entities and from the
peer to peer IOP arrangement between OTA and NTTA to the new Central US IOP Hub, the
current business rules, |IOP practices and associated fees will remain in effect.



Both NTTA and HCTRA will begin charging for Software Maintenance Services and Hardware
and Database Maintenance Services, respectively, for calendar year 2016 as described herein
for the current interoperability hub supporting the Texas toll agency Parties. Neither OTA nor
KTA will be charged for either Software Maintenance or Hardware and Database Maintenance
Services until the Central US IOP Hub becomes operational.

XIl.PRIOR AGREEMENTS SUPERSEDED AND EXTINGUISHED

This Agreement supersedes and replaces in its entirety the following agreements, which NTTA,
TxDOT, Harris County, CTRMA, and GPTRA agree are extinguished as of the Effective Date:
(A) the Interoperability MOU; (B) the interlocal Agreement for interoperability of toll collection
systems between TxDOT, Harris County, NTTA, and CTRMA dated December 13, 2007 (the
“2007 ILA"), and the (C) Counterpart thereof adding GPTRA executed by GPTRA on October
29, 2013 (the “2013 Counterpart to the 2007 ILA"), which agreements are terminated for all
purposes, but without hereby impairing such provisions (if any) therein that expressly survive
termination of such agreements.

Xlll. Trademark License Agreement

The Trademark License Agreement that was executed in the form attached Exhibit B to the
Interoperability MOU is hereby superseded and replaced by the Trademark License Agreement
included in this Agreement as Attachment B. Each Party to this Agreement shall execute such
Trademark License Agreement concurrently with such Party’s entry into this Agreement.

FOR HARRIS COUNTY

By G ate  YUN 14 2016
ED EMMETT

County Judge

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
VINCE RYAN, County Attorney

NICK TURNER
Assistant County Attorney



FOR NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY AUTHORITY

P ‘;\“' By Date {,/ 13 } Jb
&\ Gerald Carrigan N3
Executive Director / CEO
North Texas Tollway Authority

ATTEST:

Date @ - 2/— ¢

Executive Director
Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
General Counsel to the CTRMA

By: @W

FOR FORT B R/N/o/aARKw
By

JTOLL ROAD AUTHORITY
Date dblh& Q% t 2‘)/6

James lZf Condrey
halrman Board of Directors
Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority

APPROVED AS TO FORM

General Gounsegl to the fw
By: / A (}/ {(U C

FOR THE STATE OF TEXAS

By 94««93 i /31"5 Date 3'/7,/' 7

James M. Bass
Executive Director
Texas Department of Transportation



Approved:

By Date
Greg Abbott
Governor of Texas

Not Applicable per Amended Governor’s Delegation dated March 2, 2017.
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FOR KANSAS TURNPIKE AUTHORITY

By

Date

Steve Heﬁin'-
Chief Execulive Officer
Kansas Tumpike Authority

APPROVED A8 TO FORM:

General Counselto t 'gm s

Pl S F"Cf_fhéz'

FOR oxuymm TURNP/?RW
[ AN  l .
By frial ”/’/n/ Date

Tirh Stewart
Executive Director
Oklahoma Turnpike Authority

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Gane% nsel to thea OTA
By: j F T
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ATTACHMENT A

This Attachment A is an integral part of the Agreement Regarding Interoperability of Toll
Systems and Transponders to which it is attached (the “Agreement”) and has the same force
and effect as if set forth in the main body of the Agreement. Any undefined capitalized term
used in this Attachment A shall have the definition ascribed to such term in said Agreement.

The Parties are governmental entities authorized to design, construct and/or operate turnpikes
and other toll facilities. The use of electronic toll collection on such facilities is essential to their
efficient operation and to maximizing their mobility benefits. The Parties are committed to
ensuring that the transponder technologies issued to customers and utilized by toll agencies to
effectuate electronic toll collection on their respective facilities (and similar technologies that
may be implemented in the future) are interoperable, with the exception that neither KTA or
OTA currently or in the future recognize American Trucking Associations (ATA) transponder
protocols, so as to further enhance the current and potential benefits of those technologies for
the toll customers that utilize such Parties’ toll facilities.

The foundation of an interoperability network includes a data-transfer and communications
architecture (the "Architecture") that provides a high level of efficiency in light of the anticipated
expansion of interoperable transportation payment services to toll entities. The Parties desire to
utilize an Architecture that processes and distributes shared interoperable information between
service provider entities.

Each Party to this Agreement enters into this Agreement for and in consideration of these
premises.

ADDITIONAL AGREEMENTS

1. Installation, Integration and Operation. The Parties agree to install and integrate a system
including a set of interoperable interfaces as part of their respective toll collection systems. The
Parties further agree to operate the interoperable components of their toll collections systems in
accordance with the Interoperability Business Requirements and the Interface Control
Documents ("ICDs") agreed upon by the Parties in connection with the adoption of this
Agreement, as they may be amended periodically in accordance with this Agreement.

2. Interoperability Business Requirements and ICDs. The Interoperability Business
Requirements contain specific parameters that are derived from current business policies. Each
Party agrees to review such policies periodically and for possible modifications as their business
needs change. Proposed changes to the Interoperability Business Requirements or ICDs shall
be submitted to the Interoperability Committee for consideration. Any future changes to the
Interoperability Business Requirements or ICDs must be promulgated and approved by the
Interoperability Committee and will be effective on or before one hundred eighty (180) days
following the promulgation of the final approved version thereof by the Interoperability
Committee; provided, however, that any two (2) or more of the Parties may, by mutual
agreement, agree to implement such changes as between themselves at an earlier date at their
own expense when such changes do not directly and adversely affect any other Party.

3. Physical network. The Parties agree to establish network connectivity with sufficient
capacity to satisfy the requirements of the Interoperability Business Requirements. This network
infrastructure may be modified; however, any network infrastructure modification affecting more
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than one Party shall be made only if specified by the Interoperability Committee or agreed to by
all affected Parties.

4. Termination and Reinstatement.

A. Termination. A Party’s rights under this Agreement will terminate (and, without limiting any
other applicable remedies, the terminated Party shall be responsible for the same costs as
apply to a withdrawing Party under Section V of the Agreement):

(1)  Upon the majority vote of the Interoperability Committee present at a regular or special
meeting of the Interoperability Committee to terminate such Party’s rights due to
default in payment for Hardware and/or Software Maintenance Services or for other
services, which remains uncured for a period in excess of 90 days; or

(2) As set forth in Section V of the Agreement.

B. Reinstatement. On written request by a former Party filed with the Secretary and upon
majority approval of the Interoperability Committee, a former Party may be reinstated on
such terms as the Interoperability Committee deems appropriate.

C. Transfer of Interests. A Party’s rights, obligations, or interests under this Agreement are
not transferable or assignable except upon approval by the Interoperability Committee.

5. Payment of Hardware and Software Maintenance Services. Unless otherwise provided
herein, service fees for the maintenance of the hardware and software for Parties shall be due
and payable within 90 days after the January invoice date of each calendar year. Services fees
with respect to an entity that becomes a Party during any calendar year shall be prorated for
such calendar year.

6. Payment for Other Services. From time to time, a Party may incur costs to provide services
for the benefit of the other Parties. Prior to providing such services, the Interoperability
Committee shall define the necessary services and determine the allocation of costs between
the Parties. Parties shall pay their respective costs within 90 days of invoice.

7. Meetings of the Interoperability Committee.

A. All meetings will be open to the public, regardless of representation on the Interoperability
Committee.

B. Annual Meeting. An annual meeting of the Interoperability Committee shall be held on a
date and at a place as shall be determined by the Interoperability Committee for the purpose
of transacting such business as may be brought before the meeting. The annual meeting
shall provide an opportunity to formally review the services and operations and issues
arising during the previous year, discuss potential changes necessary to improve the
services anticipated hereunder, and beginning with the annual meeting for 2018 and at
every annual meeting thereafter occurring in an even-numbered year, review the
Interoperability Transaction Fee.

C. Regqular Meeting. The Interoperability Committee shall conduct quarterly meetings on a
date and time and at a place determined by the Interoperability Committee, with the intent
being to rotate meetings between locations of Interoperability Committee Members (defined
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below). As needed, regular meetings can be conducted via conference call for Members not
able to attend in person. The annual meeting can be in lieu of one of the regular meetings.

. Special Meetings. Special meetings of the Interoperability Committee may be called at any
time by the Chair. It shall also be the duty of the Chair to call such a meeting whenever
requested by a majority of all Provider Representatives and Subscriber Representatives
(each, a “Member,” and collectively, “Members”).

. Notice of Meetings. Written notice stating the place, day, and hour of any meeting of the
Interoperability Committee shall be delivered electronically or by mail to each Member, not
less than seven days before the date of such meeting. In the case of a special meeting, the
purpose or purposes for which such meeting is called shall be stated in the notice. Unless
mailed notices are expressly requested in writing by a Member, all notices delivered
pursuant to these Recitals shall be sent electronically and shall be deemed delivered when
sent to the Member at the e-mail address on file. If mailed, the notice of a meeting shall be
deemed to be delivered when deposited in the United States mail addressed to the Member
at its address on file, with postage thereon prepaid. Notices shall contain proposed agenda
items and specifically identify items being brought forward for vote by the Interoperability
Committee.

. Member Quorum _and Voting. A majority of Members of the Interoperability Committee
shall constitute a quorum at a meeting of the Interoperability Committee; provided, however,
with respect to a proposed action for which only Provider Representatives are authorized to
vote, a majority of the Provider Representatives shall constitute a quorum. Every Member of
the Interoperability Committee that is qualified to vote on the matter at hand shall have the
right to vote in person or by proxy. If a quorum is present, either in person or by proxy, the
affirmative vote of the majority of the Members entitled to vote on the action in question shall
be the act of the Interoperability Committee unless the vote of a greater number is required.
If less than a quorum is present at any meeting, the Interoperability Committee Members
present may adjourn the meeting to a future time; provided, however, that no annual
meeting shall be held more than thirteen months after the date of the annual Interoperability
Committee meeting for the previous year.

. Actions Requiring Approval by a Supermajority or Unanimity.

(1) Supermaijority. The following actions shall require approval by a supermajority of the
Interoperability Committee: (a) the proposed addition of a new Party, (b) a proposal to
require connectivity to interoperability hubs other than the Central US |IOP Hub as a
condition to becoming or remaining a Party, (c) removal of an officer as provided in
Section 8.C., (d) rescinding a previously imposed requirement for approval by
supermajority with respect to an action, and (d) establishing criteria for entry of an
Additional Party other than those criteria set out in Section VIl (A), (B), or (C) in the
main body of the Agreement. The foregoing is not an exclusive list of the actions that a
majority of the Interoperability Committee may determine shall require a supermajority
vote for approval.

(2) Unanimity. Unanimous approval of the Interoperability Committee shall be required to
approve changes or additions to the business rules, processes or interface control
document that are likely to result in a material increase in cost or decrease in revenues
to any Party or group of Parties shall require a unanimous vote of the Interoperability
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Committee. All other changes to the business rules, processes or interface control
document shall require a supermajority vote of the Interoperability Committee.

Proxies. At any meeting of the Interoperability Committee, an Interoperability Committee
Member who is entitled to vote on the matter at hand may vote by proxy executed in writing
by the Interoperability Committee Member or by his or her duly authorized attorney-in-fact.
Each proxy shall be valid only for the specific meeting for which the proxy is given.

Presiding Officer. The Chair of the Interoperability Committee, or in his or her absence the
Vice Chair, shall preside at all meetings.

8. Officers.

A

Officers. The officers of the Interoperability Committee shall be a Chair, Vice Chair, and
Secretary. The office of Chair or Vice Chair must be a Provider Representative, with the
other office being filled by a Subscriber Representative.

Election. The officers shall be nominated and elected by majority vote at the Annual
Meeting and serve a term of two years. The elected officers shall assume responsibility of
their position at the close of the Annual Meeting in which they are elected.

Removal. Any officer may be removed by the affirmative vote of a supermajority of the
Members of the Interoperability Committee voting at a duly called meeting at which a
quorum is present. If a Party withdraws from or is removed from the Agreement, the officer
position shall become vacated until filled as described below in ‘Vacancies'. If, during the
term of being an officer, an individual is no longer employed by the Party they were when
elected, the Party may nominate an individual to fill the vacancy with an employee of the
Party prior to the next Regular or Annual meeting. The Interoperability Committee will
consider and vote on the nomination at the next Regular or Annual meeting. If no
replacement is named or the nominated individual is not elected, the Interoperability
Committee may fill the vacancy as described below in ‘Vacancies’.

Additional Officers. The Interoperability Committee may elect from time to time such
additional officers as in its opinion are desirable for the conduct of the business of the
Interoperability Committee.

Vacancies. If any office becomes vacant for any reason, the Interoperability Committee
shall fill such vacancy in accordance with the procedures described above for the election of
officers; such election may occur at any Regular or Special meeting called in accordance
with this Agreement. Any officer so elected by the Interoperability Committee shall serve
only until the unexpired term of his/her predecessor has expired, unless reelected by the
Interoperability Committee.

Compensation. Officers shall not receive any compensation for services rendered by them
in the administration of the Interoperability Committee.

Chair. The Chair shall preside at all meetings of the Interoperability Committee. The Chair

shall see that all orders and resolutions of the Board of Directors are carried into effect.
Only a Member selected from the Interoperability Committee is eligible to serve as Chair.
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H. Vice Chair. The Vice Chair shall perform general administrative functions under the
direction of the Chair. In the case of the absence or disability of the Chair, the Vice Chair
shall perform the Chair's duties. Only a Member selected from the Interoperability
Committee is eligible to serve as Vice Chair.

|. Secretary. The Secretary, in addition to the duties hereinafter set forth, shall perform
general administrative functions under the direction of the Chair. The Secretary shall attend
all meetings of the Interoperability Committee and record all votes and the minutes of all
proceedings in a book to be kept for that purpose and shall perform like duties for the
standing committees when required. The Secretary shall: (i) give, or cause to be given,
notice of all meetings of the Interoperability Committee, (ii) have charge of all Interoperability
Committee books, records and papers, (iii) keep minutes of the proceedings of the
Interoperability Committee and committees, and (iv) perform all such other duties as are
incident to this office, as may be prescribed by the Chair, under whose supervision he/she
shall act. The Secretary may be an individual who regularly attends meetings of the
Interoperability Committee and is an employee of either a Provider or Subscriber, but does
not have to be a Member of the Interoperability Committee.

9. Amendment. Sections 5, 6, 7, and 8 of this Attachment A may be altered, amended, or
repealed by a majority vote of the Interoperability Committee present by proxy or in person at
any regular or special meeting of the Interoperability Committee at which a quorum is present;
provided, however, that written notice of the intent to alter, repeal, and adopt such a section at
such meeting shall be delivered electronically or by mail to all Interoperability Committee
Members at least seven days prior to such meeting. Notwithstanding the foregoing sentence,
only a supermajority of Interoperability Committee Members may alter, amend, or repeal any
provision in this Agreement that requires approval by a Supermajority vote, and only a
unanimous vote of Interoperability Committee Members may alter, amend, or repeal any
provision in this Agreement that requires unanimous approval.

10. Notices to TxDOT. All written notices, demands, and other papers or documents to be
delivered to TxDOT under this Agreement shall be delivered as follows, or to such other place
or places as TxDOT may designate by written notice delivered to the other Parties:

Texas Department of Transportation

TxTag Customer Service Center

12719 Burnet Road

Austin, Texas 78727

Attention: Director Toll Operations Division, Richard Nelson

11. Notices to NTTA. All written notices, demands, and other papers or documents to be
delivered to NTTA under this Agreement shall be delivered as follows, or at such other place or
places as NTTA may designate by written notice delivered to the other Parties:

if by courier, hand delivery, or overnight service, to:

North Texas Tollway Authority

5900 West Plano Parkway

Plano, Texas 75093

Attention: Assistant Executive Director of Operations
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if by any other service, to:

North Texas Tollway Authority

P.O. Box 260729

Plano, Texas 75026

Attention: Assistant Executive Director of Operations

12. Notices to Harris County. All written notices, demands, and other papers or documents to
be delivered to Harris County under this Agreement shall be delivered to:

The Harris County Commissioners Court
1001 Preston, 9th Floor

Houston, Texas 77002

Attention: Clerk of Commissioners Court

or at such other place or places as it may from time to time designate by written notice delivered
to the other Parties. For purposes of notice under this Agreement, a copy of any notice or
communication to Harris County hereunder shall also be forwarded to the following address:

Harris County Toll Road Authority
7701 Wilshire Place Drive
Houston, Texas 77040-5326
Attention: Executive Director

13. Notices to CTRMA. All written notices, demands, and other papers or documents to be
delivered to CTRMA under this Agreement shall be delivered to:

Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority
3300 N IH-35, Suite 300

Austin, Texas 78705

Attention: Director of Operations

or at such other place or places as it may from time to time designate by written notice delivered
to the other Parties.

14. Notices to GPTRA. All written notices, demands, and other papers or documents to be
delivered to GPTRA under this Agreement shall be delivered to:

Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority
c/o The Muller Law Group

Attention: Rich Muller

16555 Southwest Freeway, Suite 200

Sugar Land, TX 77479

or at such other place or places as it may from time to time designate by written notice delivered
to the other Parties.
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15. Notices to KTA. All written notices, demands, and other papers or documents to be
delivered to KTA under this Agreement shall be delivered to:

Kansas Turnpike Authority

9401 E Kellogg

Wichita, KS 67207

Attention: Director of Innovation and Partnerships

or at such other place or places as it may from time to time designate by written notice delivered
to the other Parties.

16. Notices to OTA. All written notices, demands, and other papers or documents to be
delivered to OTA under this Agreement shall be delivered to:

Oklahoma Turnpike Authority

PO Box 11357

Oklahoma City, OK 73136

Attention: Assistant Executive Director of Toll and Pikepass Operations

or at such other place or places as it may from time to time designate by written notice delivered
to the other Parties.

17. Relationship of the Parties. Nothing in this Agreement is intended to create, nor shall be
deemed or construed by the Parties or by any third party as creating, (A) the relationship of
principal and agent, partnership or joint venture between the Parties or (B) a joint enterprise
between the Parties and/or any other party. Without limiting the foregoing, the purposes for
which the Parties have entered into this Agreement are separate and distinct, and there are no
pecuniary interests, common purposes and/or equal rights of control among the Parties hereto.

18. Successors and Assigns. This Agreement shall bind, and shall be for the sole and
exclusive benefit of, the respective Parties and their legal successors. Other than as provided in
the preceding sentence, none of the Parties shall assign, sublet or transfer its respective'
interests in this Agreement without the prior written approval of the Interoperability Committee,
unless otherwise provided by law.

19. Severability. If any provision of this Agreement, or the application, thereof to any entity or
circumstance, is rendered or declared illegal for any reason and shall be invalid or
unenforceable, the remainder of this Agreement and the application of such provision to other
entities or circumstances shall not be affected thereby, but shall be enforced to the greatest
extent permitted by applicable law.

20. Written Amendments. Any change in the agreements, terms and/or responsibilities of the
Parties hereto must be enacted through a written amendment executed by all Parties. Provided,
however, that nothing in this paragraph shall impair or limit the effectiveness of (A) any changes
to the Interoperability Business Requirements or ICDs promulgated by the Interoperability
Committee in accordance with Paragraph 2 above or (B) any other change resulting from an
action of the Interoperability Committee acting in accordance with this Agreement.

21. Limitations. All covenants and obligations of the Parties under this Agreement shall be
deemed valid covenants and obligations of said entities, and no officer, director, or employee of
any Party shall have any personal obligations or liability hereunder.
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22. Sole Benefit. This Agreement is entered into for the sole benefit of the Parties and their
respective legal successors, and nothing in this Agreement or in any approval subsequently
provided by a party hereto shall be construed as giving any benefits, rights, remedies, or claims
to any other person, firm, corporation or other entity, including, without limitation, the public in
general.

23. Authorization. Each Party to this Agreement represents to the others that it is fully
authorized to enter into this Agreement and to perform its obligations hereunder, and that no
waiver, consent, approval, or authorization from any third party is required to be obtained or
made in connection with its execution, delivery, or performance of this Agreement. Each
signatory on behalf of the Parties, as applicable, represents that he or she is fully authorized to
bind that entity to the terms of this Agreement.

24. Governing Law. The provisions of this Agreement shall be construed in accordance with
the laws and court decisions of the United States of America and the applicable conflicts of laws
principles of the states whose agencies, political subdivisions, instrumentalities, or similar
governmental entities are Parties to this Agreement.

25. Interpretation. No provision of this Agreement shall be construed against, or interpreted to
the disadvantage of, any Party by any court, other governmental or judicial authority, or
arbitrator by reason of such Party having, or being deemed to have, drafted, prepared,
structured or dictated such provision.

26. Waiver. No delay or omission by a Party to exercise any right or power hereunder shall
impair such right or power or be construed as a waiver thereof. A waiver by any of the Parties of
any of the covenants, conditions, or agreements to be performed by the others or any breach
thereof shall not be construed to be a waiver of any succeeding breach thereof or of any other
covenant, condition, or agreement herein contained.

27. Entire Agreement / Prior Contracts Superseded. This Agreement constitutes the entire
agreement between the Parties with respect to the subject matter hereof. There are no
representations, understandings or agreements relative hereto which are not fully expressed in
this Agreement. This Agreement also supersedes any prior understandings or written or oral
contracts between the Parties respecting the subject matter defined herein.

28. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts, each of which
shall be deemed an original, and all such counterparts, shall constitute one single agreement
between the Parties.

29. Headings. The paragraph and section headings used in this Agreement are for reference
and convenience only, and shall not enter into the interpretation hereof.

30. Conflicts Between Agreements. If the terms of this Agreement conflict with the terms of
any other agreement between all of these Parties, the most recent agreement shall prevail.

31. Gratuities.
A. Employees Not to Benefit. Texas Transportation Commission policy mandates that

TxDOT employees shall not accept any benefit, gift, or favor from any person doing
business with or who reasonably speaking may do business with the State under this
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Agreement. The only exceptions allowed are ordinary business lunches and items that
have received the advance written approval of the TxDOT Executive Director.

B. Liability. Any person doing business with or who reasonably speaking may do business
with the State under this Agreement may not make any offer of benefits, gifts, or favors
to TxDOT employees, except as mentioned above. Failure on the part of any Party to
adhere to this policy may result in the termination of this Agreement.

32. Conflict of Interest. A Party shall not assign an employee to a project related to this
Agreement if the employee:

A. owns an interest in or is an officer or employee of a business entity that has or may have
a contract with the State, or any other Party relating to this Agreement;

B. has a direct or indirect financial interest in the outcome of work product resulting from this
Agreement;

C. has performed services within the last one (1) year (or shorter period if approved by the
Interoperability Committee) regarding the subject matter of this Agreement for an entity
that has a direct or indirect financial interest in the outcome of work product resulting from
this Agreement or that has or may have a contract with any Party; or

D. is a current part-time or full-time employee of any other Party.

33. Continuing Cooperation. In their (A) development and implementation of technologies for
their facilities, (B) promulgation of rules or standards, and (C) contracting with other toll
authorities or with vendors, the Parties agree to support and advance the interoperability (as
defined in the Interoperability MOU) of their electronic toll collection systems and shall work
collaboratively in determining the modifications that are necessary to support and advance
interoperability as so defined.

34. No Election of Remedies. in the event of a default by one Party hereunder, each other
Party shall have the right to pursue any and all remedies available to that other Party under
applicable law.

35. State Auditor's Provision. Any Party may conduct an audit or investigation of another
Party, after substantiating good cause for the same to the Interoperability Committee’s
reasonable satisfaction. Upon the Interoperability Committee’s reasonable satisfaction and with
reasonable advance notice, the Parties may audit each other's books and records that directly
relate to the subject matter of this Agreement.

A Party that is the subject of an audit or investigation must provide the respective Party’s auditor
(or other independent auditor engaged by a Party and approved by the Interoperability
Committee, subject to appropriate confidentiality restrictions) with access at reasonable times
during regular business hours to any information such auditor considers relevant to the
investigation or audit.

36. No Liability for Third-Party Vendor Defaults. One or more of the Parties may support the
performance of the services and the achievement of the benefits described in this Agreement
through that Party’s or Parties’ execution and administration of one or more contracts with third-
party vendors and consultants. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in this
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Agreement or otherwise, any such Party or Parties shall have no liability or responsibility of any
kind to the other Parties resulting from the failure to perform or other default of any third-party
vendor or consultant under any such contract, and the other Parties do hereby release and
discharge any such Party or Parties from any liability or responsibility therefor.
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ATTACHMENT B

TRADEMARK LICENSE AGREEMENT
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NTTA

NT

NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY AUTHORITY
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HCTRA

@HARRIS COUNTY TOLL ROAD AUTHORITY

ez mac



CTRMA

CENTRAL TEXAS
Regional Mobility Authority
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GPTRA

TOLL ROAD
AUTHORITY

TOLL ROAD
AUTHORITY
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Kansas
Turnpike
Authority

aTAG

(



OTA

PIKEPASS



TxDOT

Texas
Department
of Transportation

TIxlag
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CCRMA (through CTRMA)
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CRRMA (through CTRMA)

IJ \

CAMINO REAL

REGIONAL MOBILITY
AUTHORITY
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NETRMA (through CTRMA)

North East Texas
Regional Mobility Authority
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ATTACHMENT C

SOFTWARE MAINTENANCE SERVICES

This Attachment C (the “Attachment’) is attached to and made a part of that certain
Agreement Regarding Interoperability of Toll Systems and Transponders entered into
between the North Texas Tollway Authority, the Texas Department of Transportation,
Harris County, Texas, the Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority, Fort Bend Grand
Parkway Toll Road Authority, the Kansas Turnpike Authority, and the Oklahoma Turnpike
Authority, as well as such other parties who may be accepted and bound under the terms
of the Agreement as described in Section VIl of the Agreement and in Attachment A to
the Agreement. A capitalized term used, but not defined, in this Attachment shall have the
meaning given to that term under the Agreement.

The NTTA will provide the following services for system maintenance of the Central US
IOP Hub, on the understanding that HCTRA may provide database maintenance services
listed below during all or a portion for the term of this Agreement, and, if so, such services
will be included in HCTRA'’s’ requests for reimbursement, not NTTA'’s:

1. Daily system and application checks, review of daily system monitoring emails, system
log and status review, and database/application monitoring to verify the production
application and database are operating as intended and/or identify potential issues for
address.

2. On a quarterly basis, perform preventative, predictive and routine maintenance on both
the database and application servers as required in conjunction with any quarterly
application and database maintenance releases for bug fix and patches. Archive, backup,
restore and purge procedures, in addition to database reorganization, tuning, index
rebuild, and optimization will also be performed quarterly.

3. As required, issue resolution that is escalated from Level 1 Support (as defined below).
Technical troubleshooting and application code correction and updates to identify and
remediate system issues are a component of Level 2 Support and Level 3 Support (as
defined below). This includes developer and architect support as required to identify the
issue and corrective actions required to resolve.

4. Pre-Production-, Test-, and Development-environment support will also be provided as
required for developer testing and customer User Acceptance Testing (“UAT").

Performance and Support Levels

As used in the Agreement (including this Attachment), "commercially reasonable efforts"
means good-faith efforts that are consistent with those generally accepted as standard and
reasonable in the software maintenance industry for satisfaction of performance
requirements substantially similar to those set forth in the Agreement.

NTTA will perform preventive, predictive, corrective, and emergency maintenance on the
software and databases comprising the Central US IOP Hub. NTTA understands the mission
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critical nature of the Central US IOP Hub and will use commercially reasonable efforts to
meet or exceed availability and reliability metrics that are consistent with the historical
baselines that have been established since the implementation of the existing interoperability
hub. The Parties acknowledge and agree that the hardware and network availability required
for the operation and maintenance of the Central US IOP Hub are not the responsibility of
NTTA and that the NTTA has no obligations with respect to such items. However, NTTA will
cooperate with the other Parties and their respective vendors to troubleshoot and repair
hardware and network issues promptly.

The performance and service levels specified below will be monitored and reviewed
periodically by NTTA to make sure that they are reasonable and fair to all Parties and that
they represent the levels that are suitable for proper expected operation of the Central US
IOP Hub.

NTTA shall use commercially reasonable efforts to meet the following annual availability
requirements for the following elements of the Central US IOP Hub system for unplanned
and unapproved downtime:

e Central US IOP Hub Application and Database System: 99.0% Availability (87.6
hours max annual downtime)

e Central US IOP Hub File Transfer Protocol (FTP) or Equivalent Services: 99.0%
Availability (87.6 hours max annual downtime)

NTTA shall also use commercially reasonable efforts to meet minimum application
performance requirements for the following elements of the Central US IOP Hub system;
however, it should be noted that there are currently no automated means available to
measure current performance levels (system performance may also be affected by system
hardware and network connectivity):

e \Web Application Response - 10 seconds or less
o NOTE: Application response is measured from the time that a user invokes
action on a web page to the time when the page is fully loaded with the result
and is ready for another action.
e Standard Directory Listing Command - 120 seconds or less
o NOTE: Directory listings are generally invoked as part of the scripting process
used to transfer files via FTP. These commands are generally a representation
of the system hardware, file storage input/output (I/O), and/or network response
and not of the database performance or software application.

e« Report Execution Time:

o Detail Data Reports shall return data for monthly period (approximately 30 days)
within ten (10) minutes.
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o Summary Data Reports shall return data for monthly period (approximately 30
days) within two (2) minutes.

o NOTE: Report performance is heavily dependent on the number of rows being
scanned and the number of rows being returned. The Parties acknowledge and
agree that recent experience has shown that the report performance will degrade
sharply once the capacities of the report server (CPU, Memory, or 1/0) are
reached, and that NTTA has no responsibility to ensure that adequate capacities
are maintained.

Support Levels are defined as:

e Level 1 Support — Help Desk Support and Issue Triage
Central point of contact

Dedicated staff trained in problem resolution
Open / Close help desk tickets for reported issues
Answer & resolve basic system questions / issues

Problem screening — determine if reported issue is
Central US IOP Hub issue

o General application administration
= User management
= Roles management
= Password management
Issue triage
Priority level assignment
Issue routing
Tracking system documentation
Track and report issue through resolution

o O O O O

o O O O O

e Level 2 Support- Application and Database Maintenance / Issue
Analysis and Resolution

Daily application checks

Daily system log and status review and follow-up
Database monitoring and maintenance
Application monitoring and maintenance

Issue resolution escalated from Level 1 Support
Technical troubleshooting

o O 0 O O O

e Level 3 Support- Application and Database Optimization | Escalated Issue
Analysis and Resolution
o Quarterly Application & Database maintenance releases (Bug Fix and Patches)

o Perform preventative, predictive, routine and corrective maintenance
o Data archive, backup, restore and purge
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Quarterly Database reorganization, tuning, index rebuilds, log file purging
Quarterly Database optimization

Production, Pre-Production, Test and Development environment support
Developer and Architect support for escalated issues from Level 2 Support
Application code correction and updates

c O O O O

Priority Levels

Priority levels are assigned to incoming reported issues. These assignments designate the
criticality or severity of the issue which in turn dictates the response and repair times. The
priority level assignments are detailed below:

e Priority 1 — Malfunction that results in the loss of revenue or data.

e Priority 2 — Malfunction that will degrade the system performance, but not the
operational ability of the system.

e Priority 3 — A degradation of a component or system that could lead to a
malfunction.

e Priority 4 — Informational requests only.
Response/Repair Levels

The following describes the expected response and repair times in terms of mean times
calculated over a monthly period, i.e., mean-time-to-respond-and-repair (‘MTTRR").
Response and repair times are calculated as follows: a) Response time = time from the
recorded trouble-ticket notification time to the time an acknowledgement of the ticket is
provided, and b) Repair time = time from the recorded response acknowledgement time to the
recorded repair time. NTTA shall use commercially reasonable efforts to meet the following
response and repair times:

Production System Response and Repair
e Priority 1
o 7 days aweek
o 2 hour response following notification
o 4 hour repair following response

e Priority 2
o Monday - Friday | 8am - 5pm
= 4 hour response
= 8 hour repair
o All Other Times
= 4 hour response
» Next business day repair

e Priority 3
o Monday - Friday | 8am - 5pm
= 4 hour response
» Next business day repair
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o All Other Times
= 4 hour response
* Next business day repair

e Priority 4
o Next business day response

e Non-Production Systems Response and Repair
o Business days excluding holidays

NTTA Obligations

The Parties acknowledge and agree that the NTTA's obligations under this Attachment C are
limited to its use of commercially reasonable efforts (as defined above) to achieve the
availability and reliability metrics, availability requirements, and application performance
requirements specified under "Performance and Support Levels" and the response and repair
times specified under "Response/Repair Levels”, and that the NTTA shall not be in default
under this Agreement for its failure to achieve such metrics, requirements, or response and
repair times, so long as the NTTA has made commercially reasonable efforts to do so. If the
NTTA is determined to have persistently failed to have made such commercially reasonable
efforts, any other Party's sole and exclusive remedy shall be the right to conduct a Special
Meeting and ask the Interoperability Committee to determine if an alternative to NTTA for
Software and Maintenance Services is warranted and in the best interest of the Parties.

Additional Support Requests:

As part of traditional software maintenance services, it is anticipated that additional support
requests may be submitted to NTTA by one or more Parties. NTTA will work with each Party
to scope the request and to obtain a quote to perform the request, with such quote to not
exceed the amount that NTTA would pay for the same request. NTTA or its vendor shall not
perform work until a written receipt from the requesting Party authorizing the work is
received.

Additional support requests are expected to fall within the following categories:

1. Ad Hoc reporting

2. Data requests

3. Report verification and reconciliation — To facilitate business process checks, NTTA will
conduct report verification and reconciliation as needed to verify a data request, reported

system issue, advanced system/application question or transaction research.

4. Advanced system / application questions — More advanced questions pertaining to
business/processing logic, code development, database and system.

5. Daily end-to-end business process checks — Comprehensive review of daily system

reports to ensure efficient operation of the Central US I0P Hub and file
transfer/processing. These checks will include review of daily status emails, file transfer
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and processing logs, execution of queries to confirm operations and response to
operational issues identified.

6. Transaction research, investigation and reconciliation — Detailed transaction research,
investigation and reconciliation. Based on the request or issue identified, this role will
develop, coordinate and execute ad-hoc queries, reports and investigate other data as
provided for by the system to respond to an inquiry or investigate an identified issue
resulting from the business process checks and daily review.
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ATTACHMENT D

HARDWARE MAINTENANCE SERVICES

This Attachment D (the “Attachment’) is attached to and made a part of that certain
Agreement Regarding Interoperability of Toll Systems and Transponders entered into
between the North Texas Tollway Authority, the Texas Department of Transportation,
Harris County, Texas, the Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority, Fort Bend Grand
Parkway Toll Road Authority, the Kansas Turnpike Authority, and the Oklahoma Turnpike
Authority, as well as such other parties who may be accepted and bound under the terms
of the Agreement as described in Section VII of the Agreement and in Attachment A to the
Agreement. A capitalized term used, but not defined, in this Attachment shall have the
meaning given to that term under the Agreement.

As used throughout this contract, "commercially reasonable efforts" means good faith
efforts that are consistent with those generally accepted as standard and reasonable in the
maintenance industry for satisfaction of performance requirements substantially similar to
those set forth in this contract.

HCTRA will perform preventive, predictive, corrective, and emergency maintenance
service on the hardware and databases comprising the Central US IOP Hub. HCTRA
understands the mission critical nature of the Central US IOP Hub systems and will use
commercially reasonable efforts to meet or exceed availability and reliability metrics that
are consistent with the historical baselines that have been established since the
implementation of the Central US IOP Hub in 2006. The parties acknowledge and agree
that the software required for the operation and maintenance of the Central US IOP Hub
are the responsibility of others, and that HCTRA has no obligations with respect to such
items. However, HCTRA will cooperate with the other parties to this contract and their
respective vendors to troubleshoot and repair issues promptly.

HCTRA will provide on a quarterly basis, preventative, predictive and routine maintenance
on the database and operating system as required in conjunction with any quarterly OS
and database maintenance releases for bug fixes and patches. Archive, backup, restore
and purge procedures, in addition to database reorganization, tuning, index rebuild and
optimization, are also performed on an as needed basis. HCTRA will maintain the
Hardware and Peripherals, Network, Database, and maintain Security as follows:

1. Hardware and Peripherals

Maintain System Services & Configurations

Install and Update Drivers

Apply OS Patches, Program Patches, Performance Improvements

Perform Registry Optimization & Repair

Perform System Log Verifications

- ® o 0 T o

Perform Hardware and Disk Space Check

Run Scandisk and Remedy Disk Errors

@
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h.

J-

Perform Disk Cleanup and Defragmentation
Perform Temporary File Cleaning

Perform Server Data Backup

2. Security

a.

Perform Critical Security Updates and Security Assessments

b. Provide Protection Program Updates (Antivirus, Spyware)

c. Perform Virus, Spyware, Trojan Removal and Repair

d. Configure and Manage Firewall/Perimeter Devices

e. Maintain VPN Infrastructure

f. Provide IDS/IPS Infrastructure Management

g. Setup Security Policy
3. Network

a. Configure VLAN, LAN and Network

b. Manage Routers, Switches and Hubs

c. Manage Network Connectivity to Server and other Sharable Resources

d. Check Hardware, Load, Paths and Apply Security Patches
4. Database

a. Security Functions

b.

1) Ensure servers are current with Operating System, Oracle patches, and security
updates.

2) Document the various security procedures in place to provide system security.
Provide access to this document only to authorized personnel.

3) Analyze and evaluate the security procedures required for specific mission-
critical business systems.

4) Perform all database security checks and manage all database securities.

5) Create and implement plans for system security using a variety of technologies
to provide data security and auditing functions for Central US IOP Hub.

6) Maintain security and integrity of data access policies, standards, and methods
by establishing database recovery plans to minimize data losses and system
downtime and by developing backup routines for the database management
system software and for the stored data.

Configuration Management

1) Create/restore an Oracle image of a server.
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2) Configure and tweak the hardware and software, perform integration testing,
server imaging create and restore, create and implement plans to rollover
Central US IOP Hub and Southern States IOP Hub from testing to production.

3) Create software and database maintenance plans for efficient upgrades and
maintenance. Implement the plan and update it as needed.

4) Review and approve/disapprove database designs for new systems.
c. Disaster Recovery and Backup Functions

1) Configure a backup job to run on a specified schedule.

2) Restore data files or tables from a previous backup session.

3) Develop and maintain scripts and perform and monitor backups Central US IOP
Hub.

4) Troubleshoot database connectivity and back up issues working with
Vendors/Developers/Users/Project Managers and back up operators.

5) Prepare and implement disaster recovery plans for various Oracle based
software systems.

d. Database Support
1) Conduct health checks on the databases

2) Assist Business Side System Administrators on database issues/errors and
assist users and programmers with SQL queries.

3) Conduct routine maintenance tasks on the database servers for proactive
monitoring like deleting log files, dump files, error correcting.

4) Create repeatable processes to upgrade, test, and maintain databases
systems.

5) Provide on-call support after hours and on weekends. Monitor database
availability after database weekly backups.

6) Monitor database performance and make modifications and adjustments to
database architecture, storage methods and management system software to
fine tune the database for optimum response time.

7) Monitor capacity and allocate space according to overall needs of systems
users, available data storage and database management system requirements.

8) Implement Oracle Enterprise Manager (OEM) and monitor all database activity.

9) Troubleshoot problems related to availability of data to system users, space,
database software, data flow, and data storage or data access.
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Attachment E
OTA System Match and System Reclassification Transactions

This Attachment E is attached to and is a part of that certain Agreement Regarding
Interoperability of Toll Systems and Transponders, entered into, initially, by the North Texas
Tollway Authority ("NTTA"), the Texas Department of Transportation ("TxDOT"), Harris County
("Harris County"), the Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority ("CTRMA"), Fort Bend Grand
Parkway Toll Road Authority (‘GPTRA”), the Oklahoma Turnpike Authority (“OTA"), and the
Kansas Turnpike Authority (“KTA”").

1. Background.

(a) System Matched Transactions. On certain Oklahoma turnpikes a vehicle
transponder must be read by OTA's PIKEPASS system at both turnpike entry and exit points to
calculate the toll charge based on actual travel by the vehicle. These turnpikes include the
Turner, Will Rogers, Creek, Kilpatrick, and Cherokee Turnpikes. If a transponder is not read at
both the point of entry and point of exit on these turnpikes, the PIKEPASS system will utilize the
known read location(s) to calculate a toll charge, which may equal, but will not exceed, the
maximum toll payable on that turnpike, based on the classification of the vehicle. These
transactions are referred to as "System Matched Transactions." When submitting a System
Matched Transaction generated by a transponder issued by a Party other than OTA, OTA
agrees to identify the System Matched Transaction to the other Party.

(b) System Reclassification Transactions. Classification equipment at selected
locations on OTA's Turnpikes can detect the number of axles on a vehicle. The number of axles
is compared to the vehicle class shown on the Parties’ tag validation list. If the number of axles
detected by OTA differs from the vehicle class in the tag validation list, OTA will calculate the toll
rate for the transaction based on the number of axles detected by OTA's classification
equipment. These transactions are referred to as "System Reclassification Transactions." When
submitting a System Reclassification Transaction generated by a transponder issued by a Party
other than OTA, OTA agrees to identify the System Reclassification Transaction to the other
Party.

2. Notification to Account Holders.

(a) KTA and NTTA. Provided OTA has provided KTA and NTTA, respectively, with
proper and adequate notice of a System Match Transaction and/or System Reclassification
Transactions, KTA and NTTA each agrees to identify such transaction on its customers' toll
statements and inform those customers that they must review each such transaction and notify
OTA of any toll charges inconsistent with the customer’s actual travel within thirty (30) days of
their toll statement date. NTTA and KTA may satisfy this obligation by referring customers to
either an OTA website that contains all pertinent information about System Matched
Transactions and System Reclassification Transactions or the PIKEPASS Customer Service
Center (or both). OTA must give its prior written approval to the form of NTTA's and KTA's
communications with respect to such transactions before such communication is utilized unless
such form has previously been authorized by OTA in writing.

(b) All Other Parties. Each Party other than NTTA and KTA (and OTA) shall include
a conspicuous notation on its customers' statements of toll charges that contain charges for
OTA transactions, as follows:
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Travel on the Oklahoma Turnpike System may include “System Match” and/or
“System Reclassification” transactions, which may result in incorrect toll charges.
For additional information on these types of transactions, including how to
determine whether your statement includes such transactions, please visit
http://www.pikepass.com/systemmatch.

(c) OTA’s Notification Obligations. OTA agrees to provide complete and correct
information at all times to customers of other Parties that make inquiries regarding System
Matched Transactions and/or System Reclassification Transactions using any of the methods
specified above or any other method specified by OTA.

Attachment E — Page 2



APPENDIX A
TRANSACTION FEES

If a vehicle that is identified through a transponder registered with one Party (the “Home
Authority”) incurs a toll on a toll project of another Party (the “Visited Authority”), the
Visited Authority shall owe the Home Authority a transaction fee to compensate the
Home Authority for processing the toll transaction.

Base Transaction Fees — Base transaction fees shall be set as $0.05 plus 3% of the
posted toll amount with a minimum of $.08 per transaction, but shall be evaluated and
potentially adjusted as requested and approved by the Interoperability Committee as set
forth in Section VIII of this Agreement.

Non-Transponder Based Transaction Fees — The Interoperability Committee may
establish a non-transponder based transaction fee which may consist of the Base
Transaction Fee plus an additional amount as determined by the Interoperability
Committee as set forth in Section VIII of this Agreement.

Fee Implementation — With the following exception for transaction fee modifications
which changes the structure of how the Transaction Fee is calculated, transaction fee
adjustments by the Interoperability Committee shall be implemented by all Parties
beginning with the next invoice period that begins following a 30 day period after the
Interoperability Committee approves an adjusted fee. For those modifications which
change the structure of how the transaction fee is calculated and when system
modifications are needed, the implementation date for the fee implementation will be
agreed to by the Parties.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, any of the Parties may agree between themselves to use
different fee structures for transactions in which such authorities are “home” or “visited”
authorities with respect to one another. Provided, however, all such fee arrangements
must adhere to the technical structure defined by the Business Rules and supported by
the Central US IOP Hub. Alternate fee arrangements will not supersede the
Interoperability Transaction Fee for the other Parties to this agreement.
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| NTTA

NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY AUTHORITY

RESOLUTION NO. 16-88

APPROVAL OF INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH FORT BEND GRAND PARKWAY
TOLL ROAD AUTHORITY, HARRIS COUNTY TOLL ROAD AUTHORITY, KANSAS
TURNPIKE AUTHORITY, OKLAHOMA TURNPIKE AUTHORITY, AND TXDOT FOR

CENTRAL UNITED STATES INTEROPERABILITY

August 17, 2016

WHEREAS, an interlocal agreement (ILA) with Central Texas Regional Mobility
Authority (CTRMA), Harris County Toll Road Authority (HCTRA), and TxDOT in 2007
formalized the business rules for interoperability, with Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll

Road Authority (GPTRA) joining statewide interoperability in 2013; and

WHEREAS, Kansas Turnpike Authority (KTA) and Oklahoma Turnpike Authority (OTA)
are interested in becoming interoperable with all Texas agencies, and the Texas
agencies are interested in extending interoperability throughout Oklahoma and Kansas;

and

WHEREAS, the industry is moving toward national interoperability, and expanded
regional interoperability is the next step in the process.

NOW, THEREFORE, NTTA’s Board of Directors approves an ILA (04371-NTT-00-IL-
OP) with CTRMA, GPTRA, HCTRA, KTA, OTA, and TxDOT for tolling interoperability
and authorizes the Executive Director to execute documents and take other actions

necessary to implement the .

ATTEST:

(L R TN L
Kenneth Barr, Chairman ' __“Lorelki Griffith, Secretary lf'w N\

- S
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ORDER OF COMMISSIONERS COURT
Authorizing Agreement Regarding Interoperability of Toll Systems and
Transponders

The Commissioners Court of Harris County, Texas, met in regular session at its
regular term at the Harris County Administration Building in the City of Houston, Texas,

on JUN 14 2016__. with all members present except O

A quorum was present. Among other business, the following was transacted:

ORDER AUTHORIZING AGREEMENT REGARDING INTEROPERABILITY OF TOLL
SYSTEMS AND TRANSPONDERS WITH HARRIS COUNTY, THE NORTH TEXAS
TOLLWAY AUTHORITY (NTTA), THE TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION (TxDOT), THE CENTRAL TEXAS REGIONAL MOBILITY
AUTHORITY (CTRMA), THE FORT BEND GRAND PARKWAY TOLL ROAD
AUTHORITY (GPTRA), THE KANSAS TURNPIKE AUTHORITY (KTA) AND THE
OKLAHOMA TURNPIKE AUTHORITY (OTA) FOR THE INTEROPERABILITY OF
TOLL COLLECTION SYSTEMS THROUGH THE CENTRAL US IOP HUB

Commissioner an,\l.n_, introduced an order and moved
that Commissioners Court adopt the order. Commissioner _C oc \e
seconded the motion for adoption of the order. The motion, carrying with it the adoption
of the order, prevailed by the following vote:

Yes No Abstain Presented to Commissioners’ Court
Judge Ed Emmett 1] ] O
Comm. Gene L. Locke 11 0 O JUN 14 2016
Comm. Jack Morman 1] 0 0 . |
Comm. Steve Radack [ O 0 ::;Rn?ex;twl = Page
Comm. R. Jack Cagle il 0 0 ' ‘

The County Judge thereupon announced that the motion had duly and lawfully
carried and that the order had been duly and lawfully adopted. The order adopted
follows:

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. The Harris County Judge is authorized to execute on behalf of Harris
County an Agreement Regarding Interoperability of Toll Systems and
Transponders with Harris County, the North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA), the
Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), the Central Texas Regional
Mobility Authority (CTRMA), the Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority
(GPTRA), the Kansas Turnpike Authority (KTA) and the Oklahoma Turnpike
Authority (OTA) for the Interoperability of Toll Collection Systems through the
Central US IOP Hub. This Agreement is incorporated by reference and made a
part of this order for all intents and purposes as though set out in full word for
word.

2. All Harris County officials and employees are authorized to do any and all
things necessary or convenient to accomplish the purposes of this order.
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GENERAL MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
OF THE
CENTRAL TEXAS REGIONAL MOBILITY AUTHORITY

RESOLUTION NO. 16-009

APPROVE A NEW INTEROPERABILITY AGREEMENT THAT ALLOWS
FOR OUT OF STATE PARTICIPATION AND ADJUSTS THE EXISTING
INTEROPERABILITY FEE STRUCTURE

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 07-39, approved July 25, 2007, the Board of Directors (*“Board™)
authorized the Executive Director to execute an Interlocal Agreement (the "ILA") to insure
continuing interoperability with toll systems operated by the Texas Department of Transportation,
Harris County, and the North Texas Tollway Authority; and

WHEREAS, by Resolution 11-017, approved March 30, 2011, the Board approved an amendment
to the IL A to reduce the base transaction fee established by Appendix A to the ILA to a fee of less
than eight percent (8%) of the posted toll amount, and to execute any amendment to the ILA or
other documents necessary to evidence agreement and adoption by the Board of a reduced
transaction fee recommended by the Statewide Interoperability Committee; and

WHEREAS, the Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority became a party to the ILA through
the execution of a Counterpart Interlocal Agreement on or about October 29, 2013; and

WHEREAS, the Kansas Tumpike Authority and the Oklahoma Turnpike Authority operate toll
projects in, respectively, the State of Kansas and the State of Oklahoma.

WHEREAS, the Mobility Authority staff has negotiated a proposed interoperability agreement
with the Texas Department of Transportation, Harris County, North Texas Tollway Authority, and
the Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority (collectively the “Original Parties”) and the
Kansas Tumpike Authority and the Oklahoma Turnpike Authority(the “Interoperability
Agreement”); and

WHEREAS, the Interoperability Agreement changes the structure of how toll collection fees are
calculated from a straight 8% of collected revenue to a fee of $.05 per transaction plus 3% of
collected revenue; includes an annual maintenance fee for system hardware and software which
was previously part of a separatc agreement; and sets forth the parties mutual agreements
concerning the interoperability of their respective toll-collection transponders on each other’s toll
projects in Texas, Kansas, and Oklahoma with the ability to add other agencies in the future;
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NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby approves this new
Interoperability Agreement and authorizes the Executive Director to finalize negotiations and
execute the Interoperability Agreement in the form or substantially the same form attached to this
resolution as Exhibit 1.

Adopted by the Board of Directors of the Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority on the 24"
day of February, 2016.

Submitted and reviewed by: Approved:

Gl

Ray A/Willlerson
Chai ; Board of Directors

eneral Counsel
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ORDER AUTHORIZING FORT BEND GRAND PARKWAY TOLL ROAD AUTHORITY
TO ENTER INTO AGREEMENT REGARDING INTEROPERABILITY OF TOLL
SYSTEMS AND TRANSPONDERS

WHEREAS, the Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority (the “Authority”) was duly
created and its Board of Directors organized; and

WHEREAS, the Authority wishes to enter into an Agreement Regatding Interoperability of
Toll Systems and Transponders with the Kansas Turnpike Authority, the Oklahoma Tutnpike
Authority, the North Texas Tollway Authority, the Texas Department of Transportation, the
Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority, and Harris County; and

WHEREAS, the Commissioners Court of Fort Bend County, Texas desires to authorize the
Authority to enter into and execute the Agreement Regarding Interoperability of Toll Systems and
Transponders; and

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE FORT BEND COUNTY COMMISSIONERS COURT
THAT:

Section 1. The Authority is authorized to execute an Agtreement Regarding
Interoperability of Toll Systems and Transpondets between the Authority, the Kansas Turnpike
Authority, the Oklahoma Turnpike Authority, the North Texas Tollway Authority, the Texas
Department of Transportation, the Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority, and Harris County.

Section 2. All Fort Bend County and the Authotity officials, agents, and employees are
authorized to do any and all things necessaty or convenient to accomplish the purposes of this
Order.

Section 3. A copy of the Order shall be recorded in the minutes of this Court.

—~ (A —t
SIGNED AND SEALED the _ day of NS 0t6,

(bl Yot

Robert E. Hebert /
County Judge

Laura Richards, County Clerk and Ex-Officio
Cletk of the Commussioners Court of
Fort Bend County, Texas

v RS
//xgﬁlo Cou N‘\‘{:\;\\\\\\
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THE STATE OF TEXAS

[ WP W)

COUNTY OF FORT BEND

The Commissioners Court of Fort Bend County, Texas, convened in REGULAR SESSION
AT A REGULAR TERM OF SAID COURT, open to the public, on the @25% day of

[ l,udu . , 2016, at the County Coutthouse, with a quorum of said Coutt present:

Whereupon, among othet business the following was transacted at said meeting: a written order
entitled:

ORDER AUTHORIZING FORT BEND GRAND PARKWAY TOLL ROAD
AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO AGREEMENT REGARDING INTEROPERABILITY OF
TOLL SYSTEMS AND TRANSPONDERS

(the “Order”) was duly introduced for the consideration of the Commissioners Court and reviewed
in full, It was then duly moved by Commi ssismec Jhorrisen and seconded by

Imm 356 her 6 estage. that the Otder be passed; and, after due
discussion, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the Order, prevailed and catried by the
following vote:

AYES: 5
NOES: 0
ABSENT: 0

The County Judge thereupon announced that the Order has been duly and lawfully adopted. The
Ordet thus adopted follows:



CERTIFICATE FOR ORDER

THE STATE OF TEXAS §
)
COUNTY OF FORT BEND §

We, the undersigned officers of the Commissioners Coutt (the “Coutrt”) of Fort Bend
County, Texas (the “County’), do heteby certify as follows:

1. That we are the duly chosen, qualified and acting officers of the Court for the offices
shown below our signatures and that as such we are familiar with the facts herein certified.

2. That there is attached to and follows this certificate an excetpt of proceedings from
the minutes of a meeting of the Court which is a true, full and complete excerpt of all proceedings
from the minutes of the Court pettaining to the adoption of the Order described thetein; and that
the persons named in such excerpt as the officers and members of the Court or as officers of the
County are the duly chosen, qualified and acting officers and members as indicated therein.

3 That a true and complete copy of the Order (the “Order”), as adopted at the meeting
described in such excerpt from the minutes, is attached to and follows such excerpt.

4, That the Otder has been duly and lawfully adopted by the Court and that the County
Judge of the County has approved, and hereby approves, the Order; that the County Judge and the
County Clerk of the County have duly signed and attested the Order and each, respectively, hereby
declares that the signing of this certificate shall also constitute the signing of the Otrder for all
purposes; and that the Order, as signed, has been duly recorded in the minutes of the Court for such
meeting.

3 That each of the officers and membets of the Court was duly and sufficiently
notified officially and personally, in advance, of the date, hour, place and subject of such meeting of
the Court, and that the Order would be introduced and considered for passage at such meeting, and
each of such officers and members consented, in advance, to the holding of such meeting to
consider and act upon such subject.

0. That written notice of the date, hout, place and subject of the meeting of the Coutt
described in the excerpt from the minutes was posted on a bulletin board located at a place
convenient to the public in the County Courthouse of the County; and that such meeting was open
to the public as required by law at all times during which the Otder and the subject matter thereof
were discussed, considered and formally acted upon, all as tequired by the Open Meetings Act,
Chapter 551, Texas Governmental Code, as amended.

SIGNED AND SEALED the & dayof ___JIAWNG. 2016,

0
Wikl gy
\\\‘ [y 1
ﬁﬁma. SONEAS 4,
eI "'.Cr\///
= 2 &

Laura Richards §§:A & ‘/{;3,’ Robért Hebert
County Clerk ;‘58 - p: ’-,."\?: County Judge
I €
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THE STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF FORT BEND

I, the undersigned, County Cletk and Ex-Officio Clerk of the Commissioners Coutt of Fort

Bend County, Texas, do heteby certify that the above and foregoing is a true and cotrect copy of an
Otrder of the Commissioners Court which was passed and adopted on the 2_& day of
, 2016, together with a copy of so much of the minutes as show the canvassing of

the Court, the names of the membets present and absent and the passage and adoption of such

Otder, all as same appeats of record in the minutes of said Court and on file in my office.

WITNESS MY HAND AND THE SEAL O

FORT BEND COUNTY, TEXAS, this@l® _day of June , 2016.
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4848-4120-6323, v. 1

LAURA RICHARDS

County Clerk and Ex-Officio Clerk of the
Commissioners Court of Fort Bend County, Texas

THE COMMISSIONERS COURT OF
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KANSAS TURNPIKE AUTHORITY

MINUTES OF MEETING
DECEMBER 19, 2015
WICHITA, KANSAS

The Kansas Turnpike Authority met at 3:00 p.m. in Wichita, Kansas, for their regular scheduled
meeting being duly calied and heid pursuant to the Bylaws of the Kansas Turnpike Authority.

MEMBERS OF THE AUTHORITY PRESENT:

Representative Mark Hutton, Chairman; Senator Mike Petersen, Vice Chairman; KDOT Secretary
Mike King, Member and Director of KTA; Representative Rich Proehl, Member.

MEMBERS OF THE AUTHORITY PRESENT BY PHONE:

Mr. Dave Lindstrom, Member.

EMPLOYEES PRESENT:

Mr. Steve Hewitt, Chief Executive Officer; Mr. David Jacobson, Director of Engineering/Chief
Engineer; Mr. Eric Becker, Director of Roadway Operations; Mr. Bruce Meisch, Director of Technology;
Ms. Rachel Bell, Marketing & Communications Director; Mr. Alan Streit, Attorney; Ms. Jennifer
Szambecki, Director of Innovation and Partnerships; Mr. Kent Qlson, Chief Financial Officer; Ms. Reesa
Wiltse, Assistant Chief Financial Officer; and Ms. Darlene Morgan, Executive Assistant.

OTHERS PRESENT:

Ms. Tara Mays, The Mays Group; Mr. Mike Hess, HNTB; Ms. Chelsey Miranda, KTA Accountant,
Mr. Dave White, Howard + Helmer Architecture; and Mr. Gregg Obiinger, Simpson Construction
Company.

ITEMS ON THE AGENDA WERE AS FOLLOWS:

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD NOVEMBER 19, 2015:

On motion by Senator Petersen, seconded by Representative Proehl, and the unanimous
vote of approval by the members, the minutes of the meeting on November 19, 2015, were
approved.

2. SERVICE AREA UPDATE:

Mr. Hewitt recognized Mr. White of Howard + Helmer Architecture, and Mr. Oblinger of
Simpson Construction Company, who were present to share with the Board the results of their
efforts to finalize engineering costs for the remodel and upgrade of the Towanda and Matfield
Green Service Areas. He asked after these gentlemen outline their findings, and thoughts
regarding the high bids and recommendation for possible next steps in this project.

Mr. White advised final construction documents were completed and put out for bid in
mid-November, with Simpson Construction seeking bids from sub-contractors. Mr. Oblinger
added invitations to bid were sent to more than 100 contractors, and only 36 of those submitted
bids. Bids were received on December 8, and they proved to be significantly over budget, which
has caused Mr. Simpson and Mr. White, along with KTA staff, to look at value engineering (VE)
items in an effort to trim costs and bring the project back into scope. Mr. White noted there are
no large items to remove that would significantly impact total cost, and in reality, adjustments in
types or quality of some projects would mean only a $500,000 to $700,000 reduction in full
project cost. Mr. Hewitt stated KTA staff is uncomfortable with the increased cost of this project
from a budgeting standpoint, and hopes to rethink the design, in keeping with the Board's
opinions of the necessities of the improvements.

Significant discussion ensued, including a history of how this project began as a plan to
upgrade rest room facilities and developed into a more complicated plan that invoives
demolishing and rebuilding areas, as well as adding physical aesthetic enhancements both inside
and outside of the buildings. In the course of discussion, Chairman Hutton noted the Board
needs to discuss where durability fits in this project; “longer lasting” costs more, especially when
some things need to be replaced more often no matter how the durable the product used. Itis
more important to have adequate facilities to be able to close and clean half of them at a time.
Safety is also an Issue for KTA customers, and there is a need to figure out how to address traffic
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as well. The convenience stores became involved when rebuilding became an issue in this
project. As landlords, KTA needs to pravide the best facility for our business partners to be
successful in. The original design budgets were short and missed the target; now the Board
needs to arrive at a reasonable budget and task the architect and general manager to come back
with ways to meet those goals. And the primary goals of this project are safety, operability, and

reasonable durability.

Further discussion led to the Board's agreement for the architect and general manager to
develop a “shopping list” itemizing costs of options for KTA staff to prioritize and bring back to the
Board for further direction in how to proceed within the $5 million budget for this project.

APPROVAL OF FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL REPORT FOR THE MONTH OF NOVEMBER
2015:

On motion by KDOT Secretary King, seconded by Chairman Hutton, and the unanimous
vote of approval by the members, the financial and statistical reports for the month of November

2015 were approved.

PURCHASES OF $50,000 TO $500,000:

There were no specific purchases that drew any questions or required any explanation.

SPECIAL REPORTS:

a) Cattle Pens Groundbreaking ~ Mr. Hewitt reminded the Board this event is slated for Friday
aftermoon, December 18. It will be held on-site at the cattle pens at MM 111 at 3:00 PM.

b) K-TAG Qrder ~ Ms. Bell noted an order for K-TAGs has been placed. In accordance with the
Board's previous agreement to allow purchases of up to 100,000 tags to be made as needed
with approval of the Chief Operations Officer (now Chief Executive Officer), she wanted the
Board to be aware a recent purchase was made. Order cost is approximately $850,000 for
100,000 sticker tags and 2,000 external tags, which should be adequate stock for

approximately one year.

¢) Long Term Needs Study Communication — Ms. Bell advised the results of the Long Term

Needs Study (LTNS) will be announced the week of January 18, 2016, through an e-
newsletter to KTA's approximate 200,000 customers. All chapters of the study should be
complete by then. A video will be produced for this distribution, and the desire is to distribute
the study results to customers first before distributing to the media. The information
communicated will emphasize the three areas of focus: preservation, modemization, and
enhancement.

Chairman Hutton inquired if KDOT staff are aware of the K-10/South Lawrence
Trafficway’s inclusion in the LTNS. Mr. Hewitt advised KTA staff is working with KDOT to
emphasize in the report KTA would be a willing partner in future toll projects. Ms. Bell noted
there are three potential projects highlighted in the LTNS report, and the report also notes
KTA is ready to be a partner if that partnership is desired.

BID TABS/PURCHASES IN EXCESS OF $500,000:

a) CONTRACT NO. 5739, Reconstruct Br. Nos. 44.325 N & S

Mr. Jacobson advised this project is to re-deck and widen the Arkansas River Bridges
in the South Wichita area. In order to avoid head-to-head traffic during the winter, this project

will take two years to complete.

On mation by Senator Petersen, seconded by Representative Proehl, the following
Resolution was presented to the Authority:

BE IT RESOLVED, That the bid of A. M. Cohron of Atiantic, lowa, in the amount of
$7,188,168.35 to Re-deck and Widen Br. Nos. 44.325 N & S be awarded.

Vote on the foregoing motion was as follows: Unanimously approved.

b) CONTRACT #5879, Reconstruct Br. Nos. 157.013 N & S and Remove Br. Nos. 157.153 N &
S

Mr. Jacobson noted this project involves reconstruction of the south pair of mainline
bridges, making them longer, and will eliminate two bridges north of them.
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On mation by Representative Proeh, seconded by Chairman Hutton, the following
Resolution was presented to the Authority:

BE T RESOLVED, That the bid of King Construction Company, Inc. of Hesston,
Kansas, in the amount of $4,484,732.66 to Remove Br. Nos. 157.153 N & S and
Reconstruct Br. Nos. 157.013 N & S be awarded.

Vote an the foregoing motion was as follows: Unanimously approved.

7. ITEMS FOR APPROVAL:
a) Cenlral States Interoperability Hub — Having emailed the full agreement to Board members

b)

prior to today’s meeting, Ms. Szambecki noted there were still a few items to finalize but the
basic agreement had been developed. She provided the following summary of the
agreement in each Board member's meeting materials:

The Central States interoperability Hub consists of:
Kansas Turnpike Authority (KTA)
Oklahoma Turnpike Authority (OTA)
North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA)
Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT)
Harris County Toll Road Authority (HCTRA, Houston-area)
Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (CTRMA, Austin-area)
e Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority (Ft. Bend, Houston suburb)
NOTE: All systems use the same transponder protocol as KTA: SeGO 6B.

Purpose for and implications of this agreement:

« This agreement allows K-TAGSs to be read within all above-listed systems and allows
the KTA to read transponders from all above-listed systems.

o It is consistent with KTA's organizational goals to move cash customers into the
electronic (K-TAG) lane and increase customer convenience.

o This agreement nullifies the peer-to-peer interoperability agreement with OTA.

o The Central Hub agreement is a vital step toward Hub-to-Hub interoperability with the
Southeast Hub (Georgia, Florida, North Carolina, and South Carolina) and National
Interoperability (NIOP).

« Al interoperable transactions from any of the above-listed systems will go through a
Hub system, the software for which is owned and operated by NTTA and the
hardware for which is owned and operated by HCTRA.

To participate in the Central Hub, KTA, along with all parties, will pay.
s A one-time up-front cost (TBD by likely approximately $200,000) to access the
software systems operating the Hub.
s An annual Maintenance Fee of $85,000 the first year, and 104% of the previous
year's fee every year thereafter.
o A transaction fee of $0.05 + 3% (minimum $0.08) to the Home Agency for trips made
by their custorers within the other agencies’ systems.

o Early estimates indicate the gross cost to KTA will be approximately
$500,000/year and the net cost will be approximately $250,000 (as KTA will
receive fees from other agencies when our drivers travel on their systems).

NOTE: This is a five-year agreement and stipulates the fee structure to be revisited after two
years for any undue burden it places on any member agency.

In the course of brief discussion, Ms. Szambecki answered Chairman Hutton's
questions regarding the location of the Hub, which is at NTTA, and how Hub Board positions
are distributed, which is one Board position for each member agency.

After discussion, on motion by KDOT Secretary King, seconded by Mr. Lindstrom, the
following Resolution was presented to the Authority:

BE IT RESOLVED, That the Kansas Turnpike Autherity be approved as a member of
the Central States interoperability Hub, and Steve Hewitt is authorized to sign the
Hub Agreement when it is finalized.

vVote on the foregoing motion was as follows: Unanimously approved.

Toll Increase/K-TAG | Program/LTNS Update - Mr. Hewitt used a PowerPoint presentation
as he shared information with the Board pertaining to the fare increase that was authorized at
the November 19, 2015, Board Meeting Since then, new information came ta light as the
fare structure and planning proceeded. With the completion of the LTNS, costs for drainage.
interoperability, and truck parking projects have been updated. In review of the results of a
7% toll increase with account structure changes, which is the increase that was approved,
would yield net revenue of 0% from K-TAG transactions.
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In order to gain a 7% increase in revenue, a 10% toll increase for cash rates would be
necessary.

In light of this information, Mr. Hewitt presented a new recommendation to the Board:
Develop a new base toll rate with a 10% increase across the board and deeper discounts for
electronic customers, and simplify the K-TAG program to eliminate multiple discounts and
eliminate confusion. He explained only one account type is offered for new accounts, MyK-
TAG accounts, which require the customer to allow KTA to have a credit card on file to bill
their charges to, their accounts have no fees, sticker tags are pravided for free, and they
receive the appropriate discount based on vehicle class for electronic transactions. There
are existing grandfathered accounts, K-TAG | (prepaid) and K-TAG |l (postpaid), K-TAG |
accounts generate 45.2% of electronic toll collection (ETC) revenue and K-TAG Il accounts
generate 2.7% of ETC revenue. Reorganizing these grandfathered accounts into the same
MyK-TAG account format is important as the fare structure is developed for the toll increase,
although there would be some impacts to customers: Approximately 1% would experience
more than a 10% increase; some K-TAG | customers could see a 15% increase in tolls when
the prepaid discount is discontinued; and commercial customers would be encouraged to
utilize BestPass and PrePass Plus in order to get an additional 5% volume discount. Mr.
Hewitt noted the impact to K-TAG | accounts would affect only 1% of those customers.

Besides the impact to customers, there are also impacts to KTA which could cause
public or political concerns, and some of those concerns could be voiced to legislators,
including those who are KTA Board members. Items of concern are the considerations for
the 1% of customers who will see more than a 10% increase, public relations, considerations,
and the potential impact to bond ratings and cash flow, but KTA staff is prepared to handle
those situations if necessary. Senator Petersen asked if there would be options for those
customers who are not willing to provide credit card information for their account, and Mr.
Hewitt responded while every effort would be made to work with them, they would not receive
a deeper discount than they currently do.

Mr. Hewitt also outlined the revenue impact of a 10% increase to the base rate,
noting it results in a 2.83% increase in K-TAG revenue, a 10% increase in cash revenue, and
$7.1 million additional annual revenue. He reiterated his recommendation to move all K-TAG
customers into one program, increase tolls system-wide 10%, and offer deeper discounts far
the maijority of K-TAG customers at 20% for classes 2 ~ 4 and 10% for classes 5 - 9.
Reasons Mr. Hewitt cited in support of this recommendation included having one rate
structure for consistency, additional K-TAG accounts will help ensure revenue in an Open
Road Tolling (ORT) environment, it positions KTA for future growth and flexibility, and KTA
will continue to offer one of the lowest per mile rates in the country.

Discussion ensued, including whether or not a greater percentage of increase should
be made now, the timeline for and frequency of future fare increases, and the anticipated
revenue increase was determined by taking into account the expected decrease in cash
transactions and increase in electronic transactions in the future.

Upon completion of discussion, on motion by Representative Proehl, seconded by
KDOT Secretary King, the following Resolution was presented to the Authority:

BE IT RESOLVED, That the toll increase approved at the November 2015 Board
Meeting be rescinded, and approval be given to a new rate structure which inciudes:
Current cash toll rate becomes the base toll rate, an average 10% increase to the
base toll rate, and 20% (class 2 — 4) and 10% (class 5+) discounts for electronic

customers.
Vote on the foregoing motion was as follows: Unanimously approved.

Following completion of the vote, Mr. Lindstrom advised he had other obligations and
was unable to continue participating in the meeting by phone, and disconnected the call.

Construction Engineering (Inspection Services) Br. Nos. 44.325 N & S — Mr. Jacobson
advised the two KTA engineering staff in Wichita will be involved in managing eight
constructions contracts in 2016, and in order to supplement the work of KTA staff in this
particular project, he is asking for Board approval to utilize the services of TranSystems
Corporaticn for providing construction engineering and inspection services. This project will
see the re-decking and widening of the two 579’ mainline bridges (Br. Nos. 44,325 N & S)
that cross over the Arkansas River just south of K-15 (Exit 45) in Sedgwick County, and is a
two phase/two construction season project with a contract completion date of November 18,
2017. TranSystems Corporation provided the design services for preparation of the project's
contract documents, and if the Board approves, the services they will provide include project
administration, inspection, documentation, shop drawing review/approval, change order
reviews, and assistance with pay estimates. Representatives of TranSystems will work in
conjunction with a KTA Project Engineer to manage the construction project.
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On motion by KDOT Secretary King, seconded by Senator Petersen, the following
Resolution was presented to the Authority:

BE IT RESOLVED, That approval be granted for KTA to enter into a contract with
TranSystems Corporation to provide construction engineering and inspection
services for the project to re-deck and widen Br. Nos. 44,325 N & S, for a maximum
fee not to exceed $347,783.32.

Vote on the foregoing motion was as follows: Unanimously approved.

LEGISLATIVE UPDATE:

Ms. Mays advised the Board she has been working on the initial language of an
agreement with the Kansas Department of Motor Vehicles as a means of KTA collecting unpaid
tolls when video enforcement equipment is fully operational in the future. She is gelting cost
estimates for two avenues, one being holding registration renewals at the county office level, and
the other would be to allow renewals upon payment of toll amounts due, and allow those
payments to be made at the county office level. Ms. Mays is hopeful of soon having cost
estimates for the Board to review via electronic submission. She wants them to be comfortable
with the fiscal portion before any of the language is released.

LEGAL:

There were no legal mafters to report.

FUTURE AGENDA [TEMS:

a) Paperless Board Meetings - Ms. Bell noted she and Mr. Meisch will soon preview
demonstrations of a couple of platforms available. She has received some feedback from
Board members regarding what they would like to see, and will be working to implement
something fairly soon in the coming year.

b) SLT/K-10/Centennial Bridge — Mr. Jacobson advised KTA has been participating with KDOT

on studies for these potential projects, and he will provide an update at the January 2016
Board Meeting.

OLD BUSINESS:

There was no old business to discuss.

NEW BUSINESS:
a) Lawrence K-TAG Retail Center Ribbon Cutting — Ms. Bell related as part of her department's

outreach efforts, looking to advance electronic tolling especially an the SLT/K-10 corridor if
needed, a new retail center will soon open in Lawrence at the West Lawrence Toll Plaza.
She is hopeful of planning a Grand Opening event on January 28, 2016, just prior to the
Board Meeting scheduled for that day. It might be necessary to hold the event at 4:30 PM,
and move the Board Meeting time back a bit from the scheduled 5:00 PM start time, and
possibly schedule the meeting in the Lawrence maintenance building rather than in Topeka
as currently scheduled.

PERSONNEL/EXECUTIVE SESSION:

On mation by KDOT Secretary King, seconded by Senator Petersen, to enter into
Executive Session not to exceed 15 minutes for the purpose of discussing personnel matters, and
unanimously approved, the Authority went into Executive Session at 4:55 PM.

On motion by KDOT Secretary King, seconded by Representative Proehl, and
unanimously approved, Executive Session was adjourned at 5:04 PM.

NEXT MEETING:

Chairman Hutton reminded the Authority the next meeting would be in Topeka or
Lawrence, Kansas, on January 28, 2016.
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ADJOURNMENT:

On motion by Senator Petersen, seconded by Chairman Hutton, and the unanimous vote
of approval by the members, the meeting was adjourned at 5:05 PM.

Muue gl e 0.

REPRESENTATIVE MARK HUTTON SENATOR MIKE PETERSEN
Chairman &-Chei
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Office of the Director
OKLLAHOMA TURNPIKE AUTHORITY

AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT: Interlocal Agreement (II.A) among the DATE: December 1, 2015
North Texas Tollway Authority, Texas
Department of Transportation, Harris County,
Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority,
Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority,
and Kansas Turnpike Authority for
Electronic Toll Collection Interoperability

Submitted for consideration and approval of the Authority is an item to authorize the Director to
negotiate and execute an Interlocal Agreement with North Texas Tollway Authority ("N'TTA"),
the Texas Department of Transportation ("TxDOT"), Harris County ("Harris County"), the Central
Texas Regional Mobility Authority ("CTRMA"), Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority
("GPTRA"), and the Kansas Turnpike Authority ("KTA") for the purpose of interoperability
between electronic toll collection systems.

AUTHORITY MEETING: December 1, 2015 ITEMNO. 152

The above Item is: MBF EFE W
Comments:

-

a,-M ‘:spor'@iiwmon
Executive Order 201
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TEXAS TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
VARIOUS Counties MINUTE ORDER Page 1 of 2

VARIOUS Districts

Pursuant to Transportation Code, §228.003, the Texas Department of Transportation (department)
may, with the approval of the Texas Transportation Commission (commission), enter into an agreement
with another governmental agency or entity to independently or jointly provide services, to study the
feasibility of a toll project, or to finance, construct, operate, and maintain a toll project. The department
must obtain the approval of the governor to enter into an agreement with an agency of another state.

The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) requires that all toll facilities
on federal-aid highways implement technologies or business practices that provide for the interoperability
of electronic toll collection programs. “Interoperability” means that all transponders can be read on all
facilities and all facilities can read all transponders to provide a seamless process to all patrons on all
facilities.

The department, the North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA), Harris County, the Central Texas
Regional Mobility Authority (CTRMA), the Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority (GPTRA),
the Kansas Turnpike Authority (KTA) and the Oklahoma Turnpike Authority (OTA) have negotiated an
agreement to ensure the interoperability of toll collection systems on turnpikes, toll roads, managed lanes,
toll bridges and other tolled facilities which they manage, own or operate. The agreement will supersede
and replace prior agreements related to interoperability between the department, NTTA, Harris County,
CTRMA and GPTRA.

The services to be performed under the agreement include the formation and operation of an
Interoperability Committee, as well as collaboration and coordination of efforts to promote and achieve
interoperability. The agreement allows for the use of a data-transfer and communications architecture
that processes and distributes shared interoperable information and provides for the sharing of costs
associated with software maintenance and upgrades and hardware and database maintenance services.
The agreement sets forth a basic fee schedule to compensate each party for processing toll transactions.
The agreement also allows for the entry of additional toll entities, subject to certain conditions and
approval by the Interoperability Committee.

The Interoperability Committee is a body consisting of one representative from each of the
Providers and one representative from each of the Subscribers. “Provider” means a party that maintains a
minimum of 200,000 active customer transponder accounts for the electronic collection of tolls.
“Subscriber” means a party that does not maintain a minimum of 200,000 active customer transponder
accounts.

The department, NTTA, Harris County, KTA and OTA are the current Providers. Alamo
Regional Mobility Authority, Brazoria County Toll Road Authority, Cameron County Regional Mobility
Authority , Camino Real Regional Mobility Authority, CTRMA, Chambers County Toll Road Authority,
Collin County Toll Road Authority, Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority, Montgomery County
Toll Road Authority, North East Texas Regional Mobility Authority, Hidalgo County Regional Mobility
Authority, Waller County Toll Road Authority, and Webb County — City of Laredo Regional Mobility
Authority are the current Subscribers.



TEXAS TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
VARIOUS Counties MINUTE ORDER Page 2 of 2

VARIOQUS Districts

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED by the commission that the executive director of the department
is hereby authorized to enter into an agreement with NTTA, Harris County, CTRMA, GPTRA, KTA,
OTA and, potentially, other toll entities across the United States, to ensure the interoperability of
electronic toll collection programs, as described above, contingent upon approval by the governor.

Director, Toll Operations Division Executive Director
{14456 IN28 1§
Minute Date

Number Passed



APPENDIX J

FORM OF
COUNTERPART TO AGREEMENT REGARDING
INTEROPERABILITY OF TOLL SYSTEMS AND TRANSPONDERS

ADDING NEW PARTIES

THIS COUNTERPART TO AGREEMENT REGARDING INTEROPERABILITY OF TOLL
SYSTEMS AND TRANSPONDERS (this “Counterpart”) is executed
by in accordance with Section
VII of that certain Agreement Regarding Interoperability of Toll Systems and Transponders
(Interoperability of Toll Collection Systems) (the “Agreement”) dated to be effective as of _____|
2015, initially executed by and among the Texas Department of Transportation (“TxDOT"),
Harrls County, the North Texas Tollway Authority (‘“NTTA”), Central Texas Regional Mobility
Authority (‘CTRMA”), Fort Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority (*“GPTRA”), Kansas
Turnpike Authority (‘KTA”), and the Oklahoma Turnpike Authority (“OTA”").

Any capitalized term used in this Counterpart that is not expressly defined herein will have the
meaning given to that term under the Agreement.

WHEREAS, a copy of the Agreement is attached as Exhibit A to this Counterpart and is
incorporated herein for all purposes; and

WHEREAS, Section VIl (Additional Parties) of the Agreement establishes the procedure by
which additional toll authorities could enjoy the benefits of having interoperable toll systems, as
follows:

“VII. Additional Parties: [__insert clause of final version of ILA__]

and
WHEREAS, operates one or more toll lanes (on one or more toll roads, toll
bridges, or other toll facilities), directly and/or by contract, in , and

does/does not (select one) maintain a minimum of 200,000 active customer tag accounts, and
wishes to be bound by and enjoy the benefits of the Agreement; and

WHEREAS, as required by Section VIl of the Agreement, has submitted its
electronic toll collection system and data-transfer and communications architecture for testing
and analysis by the Interoperability Committee; and

WHEREAS, in the certification attached as Exhibit B to this Counterpart, the Interoperability
Committee has certified that the toll system is capable of meeting the
Interoperability Business Requirements and the requirements of the ICDs promulgated by the
Interoperability Committee; and

WHEREAS, has adopted a resolution or other authorization that
authorizes to enter into the Agreement and to be bound as an additional
Party by executing this Counterpart, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit C to this
Counterpart.
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NOW, THEREFORE, acknowledges and commits as follows:

1. By executing this Counterpart, hereby becomes an Additional Party to
the Agreement in the capacity of a Provider/Subscriber (select one) as defined in the Agreement
and is bound by and will comply with all of the terms of the Agreement, including without
limitation the Interoperability Business Requirements and ICDs as currently promulgated and as
those requirements and documents may, from time to time, be modified or amended by the
Interoperability Committee.

2. All written notices, demands, and other papers or documents to be delivered to
under the Agreement shall be delivered to the following address, or at such
other place or places as may designate by written notice delivered to the

Original Parties and any additional Parties who subsequently join the Agreement under Section
VII:

Attn:

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the has executed this
Counterpart in multiple copies, each of equal dignity, on the date shown below.

By: Date:

Name:

Title:
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APPENDIX K
Certification of New Party

WHEREAS, the Texas Department of Transportation (“TxDOT”), Harris County, the North Texas
Tollway Authority (“NTTA”), Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (‘CTRMA”), and Fort
Bend Grand Parkway Toll Road Authority (“GPTRA") (collectively, the “Original Parties”) and
Kansas Turnpike Authority (“KTA”), an instrumentality of the State of Kansas, created and
authorized under Kansas Statutes 68-2003 et seq., and the Oklahoma Turnpike Authority
(“OTA"), an instrumentality of the State of Oklahoma, have duly approved an Agreement
Regarding Interoperability of Toll Collection Systems (the “Agreement’) to provide for
interoperability of toll collection systems through connection to the Central US IOP Hub (such
term and any other capitalized term used, but not defined in, this Certification, having the
meaning given to that term under the Agreement and any attachments thereto); and

WHEREAS, as required by and in accordance with Section VII (Additional Parties) of the
Agreement, has submitted its electronic tag toll collection
system and data-transfer and communications architecture for testing, analysis, and integration
by the Interoperability Committee; and

WHEREAS, in the written testing report and confirmation attached as Exhibit A to this
Certification (the “Report”), the Interoperability Committee’s testing team confirms that the
toll system is capable of meeting the Interoperability Business
Requirements and the requirements of the ICDs promulgated by the Interoperability Committee;
and

WHEREAS, a quorum of the Members of the Interoperability Committee convened at _ .
(time), (Date), and, after due consideration and discussion concerning the Report, a majority of
those Members has found and determined that the

satisfies all criteria established to ensure that is capable of meeting the
Interoperability Business Requirements and the requirements of the ICDs promulgated by the
Interoperability Committee, and that has satisfied its payment obligations in

connection with the testing, analysis, and integration referenced above.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Interoperability Committee hereby certifies that
the has satisfied all criteria established to ensure that
is capable of meeting the Interoperability Business Requirements and the
requirements of the ICDs promulgated by the Interoperability Committee.

By: Date:
Title: Chair, Interoperability Committee

Name:
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