
AGENDA ITEM # 22 May 27, 1997 *
Discuss and
installation

take appropriate action on County Policy related to the
new schools.

of new traffic control devices required by the construction of

Moved: Commissioner Hays
Seconded: Commissioner Boatright
Motion: To approve County Policy of new schools being
design and installation of traffic control signs while
traffic flow study with proposed signage that Williamson
Court will approve. Upon approval, the school will
installation of the signage.
Vote: Motion carried 5 - 0

responsible for the
giving the county a
County Commissioners
pay the county for

< Clerk copy here >

JOE M. ENGLAND, P,E.
COUNTY ENGINEER

1900 Georgetown Inner Loop, Suite B
Georgetown, Texas 78626
Telephone (512) 930-3330

Fax (512) 930-3335

Williamson County
Unified Road System

MEMORANDUM

Date,: May 27, 1997

From: Joe M. England, P.E.

To: ~ke Heiligenstein, Commissioner Pet. 1
Greg Boatright, Commissioner Pet. 2
David Hays, Commissioner Pet. 3,
Jerry Mehevec, Commissioner Pet. 4

Subject: Roadside Signage for New Schools

The current adopted version of the Williamson County Subdivision Regulations
require that new development be responsLble for the design and installation
of traffic control signs as shown on Exhibit "A". In the past most schools
have built on previously platted lots that were adjacent to existing streets
and have looked to us for the installation of signs.
Since the construction of the last new school, Round Rock Independent School
District ("ROUND ROCK") has hired a director of transportation that is
familiar with the proper design of school route plans ("PLANS") as shown in
Exhibit "B". As stated in the exhibit, it is the responsibility of BOTH the
school and the traffic official to develop this plan.
Round Rock is in the process of constructin~ a new elementary school at the
intersection of Great Oaks and Neenah. Both of these streets are designated
as arterial streets (higher speeds and higher volumes). To date no plans
have been developed for this new school.
Based upon our current labor and material costs, each street sign that our
department constructs is approximately $150.00 and each crosswalk cost
approximately $100.00. Depending on the location of a new school and the
complexity of the plan, the construction of street signs and crosswalks could
cost thousands of dollars.
Due to our departments budget and t~e constraints for street signs, I
recommend that the current requirements that are in place for developers as
shown in Exhibit "An be extended to all school districts. I further
recommend that a plan has to be approved by our department prior to the
installation of street signs and crosswalks by the school districts.
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EXHIBIT nAn

5.5 The owner shall submit construction plans for streets, roads and,
drainage, traffic signage, landscaping, irrigation, and utilities
within a platted subdivision to the County Engineer for approval prior
to beginning construction. These plans shall show the location of all
underground utilities, including water, sewage, cable television,
electric, gas, telephone, and storm sewers. These plans shall include
the design issues as described in Appendix B Engineering Guidelines.

5.10 When traffic signal lights will be required for the entrance of traffic
generated by subdivisionp at the principal thoroughfares, such signal
lights shall be the responsibility of the owner and the construction
cost shall be included in the security.

9.2 Traffic control signs (such as stop, yield, and speed limdt signs) as
approved by Commissioners' Court, shall be installed by the owner or
owners of said subdivision at all intersections. Other traffic control
signs shall be installed to indicate any unusual traffic or road hazard
or conditions that may exist. All traffic control devices shall be
placed in compliance with the current standards of the Texas Department
of Transportation and the construction cost shall be included in the
security. The placement of these signs shall be shown in the
construction plans.

xc: Greg Bergeron, URS Department Head
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AGENDA ITEM # 23 May 27, 1997 *
Discuss and take appropriate action on proposed 1997 rate adjustment at the
landfill.
Moved: Commissioner Heiligenstein
Seconded: Judge Doerfler
Motion: To adopt the proposed 1997 rate structure at the landfill with a
$5.00 fee for cars instead of the proposed $9.00 fee.
Vote: Motion carried 5 - 0

< Clerk copy here >
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