DATE:

February 19, 2020

TO:
FROM:

Transportation Technical Committee (TTC)
Karl Otterstrom, Chair

SUBJECT:

Agenda for TTC Meeting Wednesday, February 26, 1:30 pm
SRTC, 421 W. Riverside Avenue, Suite 504 (The Paulsen Building)

1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call / Record of Attendance
3. Approval of December 18, 2019 Meeting Minutes
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4. Public Comments
5. TTC Member Comments
6. Chair Report on SRTC Board of Directors Meeting
7. 2020-2023 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) March Amendment
(Action - Eve Nelson)
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8. FHWA Certification
(Information - Sabrina Minshall)
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9. Metropolitan Transportation Plan Update
(Information - Mike Ulrich)
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10. Land Use Update
(Action - Mike Ulrich)

Page 41

11. PSAP Census Geographies and Regional Data Standard for GIS
(Information - Jason Lien)

Page 43

12. Agency Update
13. Adjournment

SRTC is committed to nondiscrimination in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and Civil Rights
Restoration Act of 1987 (P.O. 100.259) and the Americans with Disabilities Act. Reasonable accommodations can be
requested by contacting the SRTC office by telephone at (509) 343-6370 or by email at contact.srtc@srtc.org at least
48 hours in advance.
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MEETING MINUTES

FOR ACTION
AGENDA ITEM 3
02/26/2020 TTC Meeting

Spokane Regional Transportation Council Transportation Technical Committee
December 18, 2019
421 W Riverside Ave Suite 504, Spokane, Washington
At 1:34 pm, while waiting for enough members to arrive to have a quorum, the group began Technical Member
Comments.
1.
Call to Order – TTC Chair Karl Otterstrom called the meeting to order at 1:44 pm after quorum was
reached.
2.

Roll Call

Committee Members Present
Karl Otterstrom
Spokane Transit Authority
Mark Bergam
City of Airway Heights
Scott Bernhard
City of Liberty Lake
Inga Note
City of Spokane
Kevin Picanco
City of Spokane

Gloria Mantz
Adam Jackson
April Westby
Mike Tedesco
Glenn Wagemann

City of Spokane Valley
City of Spokane Valley
Spokane Regional Clean Air
Spokane Tribe of Indians
WSDOT-Eastern Region

Committee Alternates Present
Mike Tresidder
Spokane Transit Authority
Scott Englehard
Spokane County

Keith Martin
Barry Greene

WSDOT-Eastern Region
Spokane County

Guests
Paul Kropp

Karie Davidson

Horrocks Engineers

Sabrina Minshall
Shauna Harshman
David Fletcher
Julie Meyers-Lehman

Executive Director
Assoc. Transportation Planner
Assoc. Transportation Planner
Administrative Assistant

Staff
Eve Nelson
Mike Ulrich
Ryan Stewart
Jason Lien

Senior Transportation Planner
Senior Transportation Planner
Senior Transportation Planner
Senior Transportation Planner

3. Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes - Chair Otterstrom noted that a correction to the November 20 minutes
was submitted to change the list of Committee Members Present to include Adam Jackson.
Mr. Tedesco made a motion to approve the November 20, 2019 meeting minutes with the correction. Ms.
Westby seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.
4. Public Comments - There were no public comments.
5. Technical Member Comments – The group concluded speaking about current projects or programs in their
jurisdictions or agencies.
6. Chair Report on SRTC Board of Directors Meeting – Chair Otterstrom shared highlights from the December
12 Board meeting.
ACTION ITEMS
7. 2020 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Guidebook – Chair Otterstrom noted that this item was
originally on the agenda for information and discussion, however staff has requested that the TTC consider
taking action today. He said while this was a regularly scheduled meeting, it is one week early due to the holiday,
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but was noticed as such earlier in the year. It is therefore not a special meeting and unscheduled action may be
taken.
Ms. Nelson reminded the group about the purpose of the TIP Guidebook and noted the only major change in
this year’s edition is new language from the Board adopted contingency list process. She asked the group notify
her of any suggested changes or corrections. Mr. Bernhard pointed out a typographical error on page 12.
Mr. Engelhard made a motion to recommend Board approval of the 2020 TIP Guidebook, to include the
correction of the typographical error noted and any other minor corrections. Mr. Jackson seconded the
motion. All votes were in favor.
INFORMATION & DISCUSSION ITEMS
8. Transportation Advisory Committee Update – Ms. Minshall distributed a red-line version containing the
revisions of the 2012 SRTC Advisory Committee Bylaws and Procedures. She said the revised document was
approved by the Board on December 12. She drew attention to the minor language changes and emphasized
the major changes to the section addressing Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) membership.
Ms. Minshall spoke about the series of meetings of the Board subcommittee to re-evaluate the TAC and their
goal to clarify the TAC’s focus. She said most of the Board’s conversation about the updated bylaws centered
around the section on membership; after lengthy discussion, the Board decided to keep the language about
types of members intentionally open so as not to be limit membership or leave any group out. She discussed the
next steps in the process, beginning with recruitment for new members; the goal is to have a new committee
seated by the end of April.
9. 2020 SRTC Education Series – Ms. Harshman re-capped the 2019 Education Series and asked the group
for suggestions for the upcoming year. She said SRTC hopes to present three or four events 2020. Suggestions
from the group included:
• Grant Writing with more of a focus on capital projects
• Transit priorities
• Creating successful multi-agency projects
• In light of the upcoming update to the SRTC Interlocal Agreement, ways to improve ILA construction to
move the needle towards MPO best practices
• A technical presentation on how to do more with fewer resources
• Tips to delivering federally funded projects on time and in compliance with FHWA
• Partnering with transportation related conferences being held in Spokane to bring in guest speakers
Ms. Harshman said information about final choices will be released in early 2020.
10. Pines Rd Grade Separation Project Presentation – Mr. Jackson reported that the Pines Road and Trent
Avenue intersection is the number one unfunded at grade crossing in Washington State. He presented
information about the number of trains per day, number of vehicles crossing the intersection, intersection level
of service and collision data; the purpose of the project is to:
• Eliminate at-grade railroad crossing with an underpass
• Improve safety
• Improve level of service
• Improve emergency access
• Reduce train noise
• Add non-motorized facilities
Mr. Jackson presented illustrations of the preferred design alternative, which includes a roundabout. He spoke
about the safety and level of service of traffic signals versus roundabouts. He summarized public outreach events
since 2017 and the project budget/funding. He said there is currently no state money in the project and spoke
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about the next steps in the project process. The group discussed pedestrian safety and safety considerations in
roundabouts.

11. Group Discussion: I-976
Chair Otterstrom noted that since the last TTC meeting, Washington Transportation Secretary Roger Millar
released a document outlining which transit and local WSDOT projects will be postponed or deferred; basically,
agencies are waiting for the state legislature session if anything will be adjusted with transportation funding. He
said the courts have held off on the implementation of the new law and car tab fees are still being collected for
the time being.
The group discussed the funding situation for the Bigelow Gulch 6 project.
Mr. Jackson asked for clarification on the recent Board decision to defer action on contingency project funding
and the group discussed the affect that this delay could have on project spending. Ms. Mantz requested that the
Board be made aware of the pressure on agencies to obligate funds by the target deadline.
12. Agency Update – Ms. Nelson said SRTC received the final report on federal recertification and the agency
had no corrective actions. Staff hopes to executive the consultant contract for the DATA project this week. She
distributed a schedule of meeting dates for 2020 and announced that SRTC has finished the separation from the
City of Spokane for payroll and accounting services.
13. Adjournment
There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 3:01 p.m.

Julie Meyers-Lehman
Recording Secretary
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FOR ACTION
AGENDA ITEM 7
02/26/2020 TTC Meeting

To:

Transportation Technical Committee

From:

Eve Nelson, Principal Transportation Planner

Topic:

2020-2023 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) March Amendment

February 19, 2020

Requested Action:
Recommendation for SRTC Board of Directors approval of the March Amendment to the 20202023 TIP.

Key Points:
• Three member agencies have requested amendments to the TIP. The proposed
amendment consists of nine new projects and modifications to four existing projects.
• Project descriptions and/or funding adjustments are shown on the Attachment.
Board/Committee Discussions:
This item is being presented to the TTC for the first time. The March TIP Amendment will be
presented to the Board on March 12, 2020.

Public Involvement:
Pursuant to SRTC’s Public Participation Plan, this amendment will be open for a 10-day public
comment period from February 19 through February 28, 2020. Any public comments received
during this period will be addressed by SRTC staff and presented to the Board in their March
meeting packet.

Supporting Information/Implications:
The TIP is a programming document that identifies specific projects and programs to be
implemented during the upcoming four years. Any project with federal funds from the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) or Federal Transit Administration (FTA), as well as any regionally
significant projects, must be included in the TIP. After a TIP has been incorporated into the
Washington State TIP (STIP), project changes can be requested by local agencies. Minor
changes can be made administratively by SRTC staff. Significant changes must be made through
the amendment process, which requires a 10-day public comment period and action by the SRTC
Board of Directors.
The TIP serves as an important tool in implementing the goals, policies, and strategies identified
in Horizon 2040, SRTC’s long-range plan. As such, any projects included in the TIP, including
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projects added through monthly amendments, must be consistent with Horizon 2040. Consistency
with Horizon 2040 includes a demonstration of financial constraint and conformity with regional
air quality plans. The October amendment has been reviewed by SRTC staff for compliance with
federal and state requirements and consistency with Horizon 2040.
TIP amendments must be approved by the SRTC Board in order to be incorporated into the
Washington State TIP (STIP). Projects receiving federal funds must be in both the TIP and the
STIP to access those funds. Pending approval by the SRTC Board, the March amendment will
be incorporated into the STIP on or around April 17, 2020.

More Information:
• See Attachment: 2020-2023 Transportation Improvement Program March Amendment
(20-03)
• For detailed information contact: Eve Nelson at enelson@srtc.org or (509) 343-6370.
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2020‐2023 Transportation Improvement Program
March Amendment (20‐03)
Project Title
Agency
Spokane
County

Amendment Description

Spokane
County


HSIP
Local

$2,214,000
$4,600
$2,218,600


BR
Local

$292,502
$771,941
$1,064,443



BR
This project will remove a weight restricted bridge No. 3704 crossing the Little
Spokane River and construct a new prestressed concrete bridge. Roadway alignment Local
will be studied as part of this project. This structure is structurally deficient and is
currently posted with weight restrictions.
Spokane
County

$12,561,000
$19,600
$12,580,600

Little Spokane Drive
The existing roadway alignment has limited sight distance this project will
reconstruct approach roadway as part of the bridge replacement for Little Spokane
Drive Bridge No. 3704 project.
Little Spokane Drive Bridge

$2,283,829
$378,151
$2,661,980

Stop Sign Reflective
Install/upgrade stop signs county‐wide.

New
Project


HSIP
Local

Horizontal Curve Safety 2019 County Safety Program
Install/upgrade curve signs county‐wide.

Spokane
County

Funding Adjustment

Guardrail Safety 2019 Safety County Program
Install/upgrade guardrail and signing at Old Hwy 195 from Milepost 2.30‐3.10.

Spokane
County

Amendment


HSIP
Local

$407,100.00
$6,900
$414,000.00

Spokane
County

Sunset Highway Bridge
Removal of existing Sunset Highway Bridge No. 0415, including restoration of the
creek banks and removal of the east approach to US 2.
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BR
Local

$233,801
$58,450
$292,251

Existing
Project

Spokane
County

Wakiki Road Bridge #2606 and Bridge Replacement
Project will repair the existing bridge deck, including new asphalt approaches and
expansion joint reconstruction/replacement.

Spokane
Valley

Spokane
Valley

$1,982,383
$1,005,800
$162,617



$3,150,800
$67,617
$231,000
$294,200
$876,183
$1,469,000



Citywide Refelctive Signal Backplates
HSIP
Local

$165,000
$15,000
$180,000

BR
Local

$328,509
$9,116
$337,625

HSIP
Local

$4,227,782
$86,281
$4,314,063
$5,380,940
$15,354,060
$20,735,000

Sulllivan Bridge Deck Resurfacing

I‐90/US 2 Garden Springs to Broadway Ave ‐ Variable Speed System
Delete project which was obligated.

WSDOT

STBG
State
Local

STBG
Reconstruct Barker Road at the offset intersection of Euclid Ave and provide shared HSIP
State
use path from Spokane River to Grade sepration project limits on SR 290 in 2021.
Local

Bridge deck resurfacing of northbound Sullivan Road over‐crossing at the Union
Pacific Railroad.
WSDOT

$678,864
$105,951
$784,815

Barker Road @ UPRR

Delete project which was obligated 12‐26‐19.
Spokane
Valley

BR
Local

Barker Road (River to Euclid)
Remove the Euclid legs, including railroad crossing and pathway segment from this
project record so constuction of the remaining project can proceed in 2020.
Removed segements will be entered into a separate project and new TIP record
(Barker Road @ UPRR) that will proceed at a later date.

Spokane
Valley



SR 290/Spokane River E Trent Br ‐ Replace Bridge
Delete project which was obligated.

CMAQ = Congestion Mitigation Air Quality
BR=Bridge Program
HSIP=Highway Safety Improvement Program
NHPP=National Highway Performance Program
STBG=Surface
Page 8 Transportation Block Grant
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FOR INFORMATION
AGENDA ITEM 8
02/26/2020 TTC Meeting

February 19, 2020
To:

Transportation Technical Committee

From:

Sabrina Minshall, AICP, Executive Director

Topic:

FHWA Certification Review

Requested Action:
For information and discussion.
Background and Summary:
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) are required to
review, evaluate and certify the transportation planning processes for each Transportation
Management Area (TMA) at least every four years. The certification review determines whether SRTC,
as a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) and as a TMA, meets the federal requirements of
Section 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CRF), Part 450, Subpart C, and 49 CFR part 613. The
review also suggests opportunities to enhance the quality of planning processes and ensure federal
projects can advance without delay. As Spokane County is also designated as a “maintenance area”
for certain air pollutants, the review also evaluates SRTC’s planning process to ensure it meets U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) air quality requirements.
The TMA Certification review process included a desk review of key documents and materials, two
on-site visits and legal discussions with federal, state and SRTC staff, and the formal Certification
Report.
The 2020 federal TMA Certification review of SRTC resulted in no corrective actions but
contains commendations and recommendations. While the entire report is attached for your
review, a summary of the comments is highlighted below:
•

The federal team commended SRTC for its proactive approach to transportation performance
management. The federal team recommended as part of the next MTP update that SRTC
establish and reference regional targets and objectives for performance measures and outline
how investments and strategies support achieving those goals.

•

The federal team recommended that SRTC provide more detailed citations and cross
references in the UPWP to reflect timelines of projects.

•

The federal team also recommended, as part of the MTP update, an analysis of how
investments results in benefits/or burdens to environmental justice populations, and the
inclusion of additional information about transit services identified in the Coordinated Public
Transit-Human Services Public Transportation Plan that was adopted in November of 2018.
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•

The federal team recommends that the MTP’s financial plan update of clarifies where additional
funding will come from and to develop a clear distinction between current and new revenue
assumptions that are assumed.

•

The review commended SRTC for the education series, public participation, and public
outreach efforts.

•

The review recommends SRTC document and evaluate interactions with tribal governments.

•

The review commended the Board of Directors for leadership in improvements in areas of Title
VI, environmental justice, and ADA, as well as outreach to persons with disabilities.

More Information:
•

For detailed information contact: Sabrina Minshall at (509) 343-6370 or at sminshall@srtc.org
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) are required
to review, evaluate, and certify—at least every four years—the transportation planning processes
for each Transportation Management Area (TMA). This report focuses on the certification review
conducted on the Spokane Regional Transportation Council (SRTC).
This certification review determines whether the Spokane Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) meets the Federal requirements of Section 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 450
(23 CFR 450), Subpart C and 49 CFR 613 - Metropolitan Transportation Planning and Programming. The review may also suggest opportunities to enhance the quality of the planning process
and ensure that Federal projects can advance without delay.
In addition, as a TMA designated as a “maintenance” area for certain air pollutants, the certification review must evaluate SRTC’s planning processes to ensure it meets the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) air quality conformity requirements contained in 40 CFR 51—Requirements for Preparation, Adoption, and Submittal of Implementation Plans.
The TMA certification review process used by FHWA and FTA includes three parts:
1. conduct a desk review of key documents and materials that demonstrate compliance with
Federal planning laws and guidance;
2. conduct a site visit and lead discussions with TMA staff to clarify and understand how the
MPO approaches its obligations under 23 U.S.C. and 49 U.S.C.; and,
3. transmit the TMA Certification Review Report.
This report documents the major findings and recommendations of the review. These certification
reviews can result in “corrective actions,” “recommendations,” or “comments.” Corrective actions
describe conditions that lead to a failure to meet Federal planning regulations and maintain
USDOT certification, and provide tasks for the TMA to undertake to rectify these conditions. Recommendations should be addressed to enhance existing processes and more fully comply with
Federal planning requirements. Comments are opportunities for FHWA and FTA to provide observations or commendations for the work accomplished.
On August 28, 2019, FHWA and FTA conducted a work session with SRTC staff, and on October
22, 2019, the Federal team held an on-site review that included discussions with MPO staff, Spokane Transit Authority, state and local government staff, and MPO policy board members. In lieu
of a formal public meeting, a 30-day public comment period was available, requesting comments
from the public on SRTC’s planning process. The public comment period was open October 15
through November 15, 2019. See Appendix B for more details on the certification review process.
The Federal TMA certification review of SRTC resulted in no corrective actions for the TMA
certification review, but contains recommendations and commendations.
FHWA and FTA find SRTC to be compliant with all applicable Federal transportation planning
requirements, and therefore, jointly certify the transportation planning process in the Spokane
Transportation Management Area.
SRTC Certification Review Final Report
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2020 SPOKANE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL (SRTC)
TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT AREA (TMA) CERTIFICATION REVIEW
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) review,
evaluate, and certify—at least every four years—the transportation planning processes for each
Transportation Management Area (TMA). This report focuses on the certification review conducted on the Spokane Regional Transportation Council (SRTC).
This certification review determines whether the Spokane Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) meets the Federal requirements of Section 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 450
(23 CFR 450), Subpart C and 49 CFR 613 - Metropolitan Transportation Planning and Programming. The review may also suggest opportunities to enhance the quality of the planning process
and ensure that Federal projects can advance without delay.
The previous SRTC Certification Review, completed in January 2016, resulted in no corrective
actions, but did include recommendations and commendations. Appendix A summarizes the resolutions to the recommendations in the 2016 Certification Review. The current 2020 SRTC Certification Review also did not identify any corrective actions. The review did identify seven recommendations and four commendations. The table below provides a summary of the review.
SUMMARY OF 2020 SRTC TMA CERTIFICATION REVIEW

Topic
#
1

Topic Area

Recommendations and Comments

Metropolitan Planning
Area Boundaries

None

2

Transportation
Planning Process

None

3

Unified Planning Work
Program

4

Performance-Based
Planning and Programming/Transportation

The Federal Team recommends that SRTC provide citations, dates, or links to cross-reference documents in the
UPWPs to reflect timelines, milestones, and deliverables,
indicating the start and completion of projects or goals being
met as applicable, rather than listing these efforts and associated expenditures of Federal dollars only as “ongoing” or
“in process.”
The Federal Team commends SRTC for its proactive approach to transportation performance management.

SRTC Certification Review Final Report
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Topic
#

Topic Area
Performance Management

5

Metropolitan Transportation Plan Development

Recommendations and Comments
The Federal Team recommends that, as part of the next
Horizon 2040 update, SRTC establish and reference regional targets for all respective performance measures, and
include a narrative that describes how transportation investments and strategies in the MTP will support achievement of the regional performance targets.
The Federal Team recommends that, as part of the next
Horizon 2040 update, SRTC include an analysis for how
transportation investments in the MTP will result in benefits
and/or burdens to environmental justice populations.
The Federal Team recommends that, as part of the update
of Horizon 2040, the financial plan make clear where additional funding -- sources and amounts -- will come from, to
support long-term operations, maintenance, and preservation of transportation investments. The financial plan
should also clearly distinguish between current revenue
sources of funds and new revenue sources that are assumed
to support identified investments in the MTP.
The Federal Team recommends that, as part of the update
of Horizon 2040, SRTC include additional information on
non-urban transit providers and unmet needs for public
transit services connecting urban and rural areas as identified in the coordinated Human Service Public Transit Plan
(HSTP) (adopted November 2018).

6

Congestion Management Process and Data
Management

7

Air Quality Conformity None

8

Transportation
Improvement Program
(TIP)
Public Participation
and Outreach

9

SRTC Certification Review Final Report

Page 17

None

None

The Federal Team commends SRTC for a robust series of
approaches in public participation and outreach, including
addressing barriers in working with LEP, EJ, Title VI, and
ADA populations, and for documenting these processes
well.
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Topic
#

Topic Area

Recommendations and Comments
The Federal Team recommends that SRTC document and
evaluate all interactions with tribal governments as part of
the effort to grow and continue to improve their tribal consultation program.

10

Title VI, Environmental Justice, and Related
Requirements

The Federal Team commends the SRTC Policy Board for its
leadership in making improvements in the areas of Title VI,
Environmental Justice, ADA, and related areas.
The Federal Team recommends adding more Spanish options on the main SRTC web site to better reach the Spanishspeaking population.
The Federal Team commends SRTC for making more significant efforts to reach out to its population of persons with
disabilities, and in turn making efforts to determine how best
to serve that population.

11

MPO Self-Certification

SRTC Certification Review Final Report
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SRTC PLANNING CERTIFICATION REVIEW TOPIC AREAS
1. Metropolitan Planning Area Boundaries
Regulatory Basis
The metropolitan planning area boundary (MPA) refers to the geographic area in which the metropolitan transportation planning process must be carried out. The MPA shall, at a minimum,
cover the Census-defined, urbanized area (UZA) and the contiguous geographic area likely to become urbanized within the 20-year forecast period covered by the Metropolitan Transportation
Plan. Adjustments to the UZA because of the transportation planning process are typically referred
to by FHWA as the urbanized area boundary (UAB). In accordance with 23 U.S.C. 134 (e), the
boundary should foster an effective planning process that ensures connectivity between modes and
promotes overall efficiency. The MPA boundary should include U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA)-defined air quality nonattainment and/or maintenance areas, if applicable, in accordance with the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for ozone or carbon monoxide.
Findings
SRTC will incorporate demographic data from the 2020 U.S. Census using Study Map and other
GIS tools after the next MTP update, which is due in 2021.
The Data Applications for Transportation Analysis (D.A.T.A.) project beginning in early 2020,
will inform GIS applications and more clearly illustrate demographic data to be used in project
prioritization decisions.
SRTC has created new maps and included additional demographic data that is available in the
revised Public Participation Plan.
Corrective Actions
None
Recommendations and Comments
None

2. Transportation Planning Process
Regulatory Basis
In urbanized areas with a population of 50,000 or more, Federal planning law (23 U.S.C. 134 and
49 U.S.C. 5303 and 23 CFR 450) calls upon local officials to cooperate with states and public
transportation providers in undertaking a continuing, comprehensive, and cooperative (3C) multimodal transportation planning process.
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In metropolitan areas, Federal planning law (23 U.S.C 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5304) requires each
MPO to cooperate with the state and local officials, to develop a long-range metropolitan transportation plan, transportation improvement program, and unified planning work program (UPWP).
These planning and programming documents are developed through a 3C process carried out on a
statewide basis, but coordinated with the metropolitan planning processes of the MPO. Funding is
available from FHWA and FTA to support metropolitan transportation planning. Planning programs are jointly administered by FHWA and FTA.
Findings
SRTC completes required transportation planning activities, and ensures that all member jurisdictions are included in planning and project level decisions made by the SRTC policy board.
SRTC has established a strong leadership role and developed effective partnerships with member
agencies. Its organizational structure supports a positive framework for conducting a continuing,
comprehensive, and cooperative (3C) planning process.
The SRTC Policy Board supports strategic leadership for enhancing the role of the MPO using the
Management Review Committee and Technical Advisory Committee to guide the direction of the
MPO.
SRTC has made significant enhancements to its data management system by developing and maintaining appropriate data sets used in its regional GIS mapping system.
The collaborative planning activities completed by SRTC and explained in the UPWP contributes
to the successful execution of the 3C planning process.
Corrective Actions
None
Recommendations and Comments
None

3. Unified Planning Work Program
Regulatory Basis
MPOs are required to develop Unified Planning Work Programs (UPWPs) in Transportation Management Areas (TMAs) to govern work programs for the expenditure of FHWA and FTA planning
and research funds (23 CFR 450.308). The UPWP must be developed in cooperation with the
State and public transit agencies and include the required elements, such as a discussion of planning priorities, work proposed for the next 1- or 2-year period by major activity and tasks in sufficient detail to indicate who will perform the work, the schedule for completing the work, the
resulting products, the proposed funding by activity/task, and a summary of the total amounts and
sources of Federal and matching funds.
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Findings
SRTC staff prepares for their annual UPWP review, providing finance and project data and updates
as appropriate, and engaging USDOT in conversations about plans. FHWA/FTA and SRTC use
the UPWP meetings to discuss TMA certification-related topics, as well as other updates.
SRTC identifies Title VI, Environmental Justice (EJ), Section 504 and the Americans with Disabilities Act planning priorities and activities as part of its annual UPWP.
Documents prepared by SRTC are sometimes lacking in clear documentation, such as technical
citations, dates for activities, meetings, past or planned deliverables or updates, etc.
Corrective Actions
None
Recommendations and Comments
The Federal Team recommends that SRTC provide citations, dates, or links to cross-reference
documents in the UPWPs to reflect timelines, milestones, and deliverables, indicating the start and
completion of projects or goals being met as applicable, rather than listing these efforts and associated expenditures of Federal dollars only as “ongoing” or “in process.”

4. Performance-Based Planning Process
Regulatory Basis
States and Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) are required to take a performance-based
approach to planning and programming. 23 USC 150 Performance-based planning and programming regulations establish requirements for metropolitan planning organizations to coordinate
with the State DOT to set performance targets, and integrate those performance targets and performance plans into their planning documents by certain dates, per 23 CFR § 450.306. MPOs are
also required to reference performance targets and performance based plans into their TIPs and
Metropolitan Transportation Plans, per 23 CFR § 450.324 and 23 CFR § 450.326. The planning
products must include a description of the performance measures and performance targets used in
assessing the performance of the transportation system and should include, to the maximum extent
practicable, a description of the anticipated effect toward achieving the performance targets identified in the metropolitan transportation plan and TIP, linking investment priorities to performance
targets.
MPOs must initiate discussions with transit agencies, state DOTs and planning partners to update
Metropolitan Planning Agreements, per 23 CFR § 450.314. This presents an opportunity for
MPOs and planning partners to clarify roles and responsibilities for developing and sharing performance data, setting performance targets, reporting of targets, and tracking progress towards
meeting targets, through a formal agreement.

Findings
SRTC Certification Review Final Report
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SRTC has engaged its member jurisdictions and policy board effectively, and worked closely with
the state to ensure that active collaboration and coordination related to performance measures occur.
Horizon 2040 includes references to Federal performance-based planning requirements and outlines regional targets established at the time of plan adoption. Deadlines for regional targets for
transit asset management (June 2017) and transit safety (January 2021) have since been established.
WSDOT uses a tiered approach in collaborating with MPOs – a framework group, working
group, and technical teams (for each performance measure). This information is also available on
the WSDOT performance measures website. SRTC is an active participant in these meetings,
and often pushes the state to deliver on deadlines and consider MPO challenges when going
through the target-setting process for each performance measure.
Corrective Actions
None
Recommendations and Comments
The Federal Team commends SRTC for its proactive approach to transportation performance management.
The Federal Team recommends that, as part of the next Horizon 2040 update, SRTC establish
and reference regional targets for all respective performance measures, and include a narrative
that describes how transportation investments and strategies in the MTP will support achievement of the regional performance targets.
5. Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) Development
Regulatory Basis
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.322 (a) “The metropolitan transportation planning process shall
include the development of a transportation plan addressing no less than a 20-year planning horizon…the transportation plan shall include both long-range and short-range strategies/actions that
lead to the development of a multi-modal transportation system to facilitate the safe and efficient
movement of people and goods in addressing current and future transportation demand.”
Findings
Online documents such as the MTP, while generally thorough, lacked some citations, links to support material, important dates (e.g., using “recently” instead of the date of a previous update),
potentially jeopardizing the ability to explain, track, or defend decisions made in these documents.
Horizon 2040 (adopted December 2017) includes references to barriers to low-income, minority
and transportation disadvantaged populations and discusses SRTC Title VI plan/ ADA policy. The
ability to better analyze how transportation investments will result in benefits and/or burdens to
environmental justice populations is anticipated to be one of many uses of the D.A.T.A. project
scheduled to begin in early 2020.
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The coordinated Human Service Public Transit Plan (HSTP), adopted November 2018, includes
useful information on non-urban transit providers and identifies numerous unmet needs for public
transit services connecting urban and rural areas.
The Horizon 2040 (2017 edition) stated that there is a lack of adequate funding for operations,
maintenance, and preservation. Specifically, the plan states that existing funding levels are inadequate and references the need for “additional local options that will be required” for roadway
maintenance and that “some public transit providers are unable to fund needed services”. The financial plan does not clearly identify the new revenue sources that are needed to support these
potential unmet needs.
Horizon 2040 includes demographics of typically underserved populations, such as minority populations, persons at or below the poverty level, elderly persons with disabilities, zero-car households, and persons with limited English proficiency.
Corrective Actions
None
Recommendations and Comments
The Federal Team recommends that, as part of the next Horizon 2040 update, SRTC include an
analysis for how transportation investments in the MTP will result in benefits and/or burdens to
environmental justice populations.
The Federal Team recommends that, as part of the update of Horizon 2040, the financial plan
make clear where additional funding -- sources and amounts -- will come from, to support longterm operations, maintenance, and preservation of transportation investments. The financial plan
should also clearly distinguish between current revenue sources of funds and new revenue
sources that are assumed to support identified investments in the MTP.
The Federal Team recommends that, as part of the update of Horizon 2040, SRTC include additional information on non-urban transit providers and unmet needs for public transit services
connecting urban and rural areas as identified in the coordinated Human Service Public Transit
Plan (HSTP) (adopted November 2018).

6. Congestion Management Process (CMP) and Data Management
Regulatory Basis
A congestion management process (CMP) applies to transportation management areas (TMAs)
and is a systematic approach for managing congestion through a process that “provides for safe
and effective integrated management and operation of the multimodal transportation system, based
on a cooperatively developed and implemented metropolitan-wide strategy, of new and existing
transportation facilities eligible for funding under title 23 U.S.C., and title 49 U.S.C. Chapter 53
through the use of travel demand reduction and operational management strategies.” (23 CFR
450.320(a))
Findings
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The Data Applications for Transportation Analysis (D.A.T.A.) project, a $1.2 million project that
SRTC is beginning in early 2020, is anticipated to aid in collecting and using data more efficiently
toward products such as the TIP, MTP, CMP, project prioritize and selection.
SRTC has developed a CMP appropriate to the needs of the region, including the development of
the CMP Toolkit, CMP/TIP Compliance Process, Roadway Capacity Justification Report, and
CMP Journal that provides for innovative and effective implementation of the CMP.
Corrective Actions
None
Recommendations and Comments
None
7. Air Quality Conformity
Regulatory Basis
For MPOs classified by EPA as areas of air quality nonattainment or maintenance, special requirements apply to the metropolitan planning process. Section 176 (c)(1) of the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990 (CAAA) states: “No metropolitan planning organization designated under
Section 134 of title 23, United States Code, shall give its approval to any project, program, or
plan which does not conform to an implementation plan approved or promulgated under section
110.” The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA) includes provisions in response to the CAAA mandates.
Section 176(c)(1) of the Clean Air Act (CAA) Amendments of 1990 states: “No metropolitan
planning organization designated under section 134 of title 23, United States Code, shall give its
approval to any project, program, or plan which does not conform to an implementation plan
approved or promulgated under section 110.” Provisions governing air-quality-related transportation planning are incorporated in several metropolitan planning regulations,
including: 23 CFR 450.314, 23 CFR 450.322, 23 CFR 450.320, 23 CFR 450.324, 23 CFR
450.326, and 23 CFR 450.334.
Findings
SRTC complies with air quality conformity requirements, and participates fully in the air quality
conformity analysis and review each year, in keeping with its status as a “maintenance” area for
carbon monoxide (CO) and particulate matter of 10 micrometers in diameter or less (PM10).
SRTC’s Air Quality Interagency Consultation MOU is reviewed regularly by SRTC and WA Department of Ecology to ensure that current interagency relationships are reflected.
Corrective Actions
None
Recommendations and Comments
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None

8. Transportation Improvement Program
Regulatory Basis
23 CFR 450.324 requires the MPO to develop a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) in
cooperation with state and public transit operators. Specific requirements and conditions, as specified in the regulations, include, but are not limited to:
• An updated TIP, covering a period of at least four years, that is compatible with the State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) development and approval process [23 CFR
450.324 (a)];
• The TIP should identify all eligible Transportation Control Measures (TCMs) included in
the State Implementation Plan (SIP), and give priority to eligible TCM’s and projects included for the first two years which have funds available and committed; [23 CFR 450.324
(i)];
• The TIP should include capital and non-capital surface transportation projects, bicycle and
pedestrian facilities and other transportation enhancements; Federal Lands Highway projects; and safety projects included in the State’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan. The TIP
and STIP must include all regionally significant projects for which an FHWA or the FTA
approval is required whether the projects are to be funded with Title 23 or Title 49 funds.
In addition, all Federally and non-Federally funded, regionally significant projects must be
included in the TIP and STIP and consistent with the Metropolitan Transportation Plan
(MTP) for information purposes and air quality analysis in nonattainment and maintenance
areas; [23 CFR 450.324 (c)(d)]
Findings
SRTC programs projects in accordance with transportation performance management.
SRTC demonstrates that the TIP projects are fully funded by phases, and meets fiscal constraint
requirements in programming projects that have funds that are reasonably expected to be available.
SRTC has developed clear guidance for MPO member agencies and other stakeholders through
the development of the Horizon 2040 MTP Toolkit and the TIP Guidebook.
SRTC includes a notice of its Section 504/ADA nondiscrimination commitment (i.e., ADA Nondiscrimination Statement) and the Title VI Nondiscrimination Statement in the TIP document.
Corrective Actions
None
Recommendations and Comments
None
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9. Public Participation
Regulatory Basis
The MPO is required, under 23 CFR 450.316, to engage in a metropolitan planning process that
creates opportunities for public involvement, participation and consultation throughout the development of the MTP and the TIP and is also included in 23 CFR 450.322 (f) (7) and (g) (1) (2), (i)
and 23 CFR 450.324 (b). The MPO is also required to ensure that its public participation process
is inclusive and nondiscriminatory under Title VI (49 CFR 20.5), Section 504 (49 CFR 27.7) and
the ADA (28 CFR 35.130).
Findings
SRTC has added substantially to its tools to expand its outreach to marginalized populations, captured in SRTC’s 2018 Title VI Plan (which also compiles approaches to work with its ADA, LEP,
and other communities).
The broader outreach for public participation is captured well in the Public Participation Plan
(PPP) adopted December 2017. The PPP identifies outreach barriers, as well as a clear reference
to the sections that describe how SRTC addresses these barriers. SRTC outlines its PPP principles
and the procedures it uses to implement these principles. See resources in Appendix C.
SRTC demonstrates outreach to all populations, conducts multi-stage analyses to determine results of outreach, assures enhanced public participation, and has developed and evaluated the use
of various outreach efforts.
SRTC determines appropriate meeting locations according to accessibility, EJ, Title VI and ADA
requirements, and offer translation services.
SRTC provides a link on its website in other languages (as appropriate) that directs individuals to
contact SRTC staff to request translation of meetings/materials, to more effectively reach persons
who are limited in English proficiency.
SRTC has enhanced their efforts to fully implement the public outreach efforts identified in the
PPP. SRTC has established personal contacts with organizations serving the needs of the traditionally underserved populations, translating brochures/flyers and posting at locations where
LEP populations reside, and evaluating the effectiveness of outreach efforts and modifying as
needed.

Corrective Actions
None
Recommendations and Comments
The Federal Team commends SRTC for a robust series of approaches in public participation and
outreach, including addressing barriers in working with LEP, EJ, Title VI, and ADA populations,
and for documenting these processes well.
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The Federal Team recommends that SRTC document and evaluate all interactions with tribal governments as part of the effort to grow and continue to improve their tribal consultation program.
10. Title VI, Environmental Justice, and Related Requirements
Regulatory Basis
USDOT ensures nondiscrimination under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (and other nondiscrimination statutes). Title VI states “no person in the United States shall, on the ground of race,
color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance.”
Title VI bars intentional discrimination as well as disparate-impact discrimination (that stemming
from neutral policy or practice that has the effect of a disparate impact on protected groups).
Planning regulations [23 CFR 450.334(a)(3)] require FHWA and FTA to certify that “the planning
process . . . is being conducted in accordance with all applicable requirements of . . . Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Title VI assurance executed by each State under 23 U.S.C.
324 and 29 U.S.C. 794.” The Title VI assurance adds sex (gender) and disability to characteristics
protected against discrimination.
The Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Executive Order 13166 ensures that, consistent with Title
VI, persons with LEP have meaningful access to Federally conducted and funded programs and
activities. The Order requires all agencies that provide Federal financial assistance to issue guidance on how Title VI applies to recipients of that assistance in their contact with persons who have
LEP.
Title VI Executive Order 12898 (1994), provides that “each Federal agency shall make achieving
Environmental Justice part of its mission by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high or adverse human health and environmental effects of its programs, policies, and
activities on minority populations and low-income population ...”. In compliance with this Executive Order, the USDOT Order on Environmental Justice was issued in 1997. Planning regulations
(23 CFR 450.316(a)(1)(vii)) require that the needs of those traditionally underserved by existing
transportation systems, such as low-income and minority households that may face challenges accessing employment and other services, be sought out and considered.

Findings
SRTC provided examples of past, current, and planned changes to more fully meet the requirements of regulations related to LEP, EJ, Title VI, ADA populations. Title VI is posted in SRTC
documents, and SRTC has put into action new LEP outreach efforts, including reaching new communities. SRTC is working with its local agencies on continued ADA compliance requirements.
SRTC has developed clear documentation for stakeholders to understand its approach to engage
and provide opportunities for public input.
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SRTC has provided limited Spanish instruction to users of its web pages concerning how to obtain
information (and therefore more knowledge about the planning process) in Spanish. The Hispanic
population currently must dial the main number and ask for a Spanish-speaking person.
SRTC’s approach to comply with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act and the Americans with
Disabilities Act includes funding several locally submitted ADA accessibility projects.
Appendices A and E of USDOT’s Title VI Assurances have been incorporated in all agreements
and contracts developed by SRTC.
SRTC considers the condition of the region’s pedestrian access routes in conjunction with the
mobility needs of persons with disabilities as part of Horizon 2040, and is documented in a Pedestrian Inventory.
SRTC reviews its planning processes and activities periodically (MTP, TIP, public participation,
etc.) to ensure that they address Title VI effectively (and other nondiscrimination requirements).
Corrective Actions
None
Recommendations and Comments
The Federal Team commends the SRTC Policy Board for its leadership in making improvements
in the areas of Title VI, Environmental Justice, ADA, and related areas.
The Federal Team recommends adding more Spanish options on the main SRTC web site to better
reach the Spanish-speaking population.
The Federal Team commends SRTC for making more significant efforts to reach out to its population of persons with disabilities, and in turn making efforts to determine how best to serve that
population.
11. MPO Self-Certification
Regulatory Basis
Self-certification of the metropolitan planning process, at least once every four years, is required
under 23 CFR 450.334. The State and the MPO shall certify to FHWA and FTA that the planning
process is addressing the major issues facing the area and is conducted in accordance with all
applicable requirements of 23 CFR 450.300 and:
•
•
•

23 U.S.C. 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303 and Sections 174 and 176(c) and (d) of the Clean Air
Act (if applicable)
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Title VI assurance executed by each State
49 U.S.C. 5332, prohibiting discrimination based on race, color, creed, national origin, sex,
or age in employment or business opportunity
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Section 1101(b) of SAFETEA-LU and 49 CFR Part 26, regarding involvement of DBE in
U.S. DOT-funded planning projects
23 CFR Part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity program on Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts
ADA and U.S. DOT regulations governing transportation for people with disabilities [49
CFR Parts 27, 37, and 38]
Older Americans Act as amended, prohibiting discrimination based on age
23 USC 324, regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on gender
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and 49 CFR 27, regarding discrimination
against individuals with disabilities
All other applicable provisions of Federal law (e.g., while no longer specifically noted in a
self-certification, prohibition of use of Federal funds for “lobbying” still applies and should
be covered in all grant agreement documents (see 23 CFR 630.112).
A certification review by FTA and FHWA of the planning process in TMAs is required at
least once every four years, in addition to the required annual self-certification by the MPO
and State.

Findings
SRTC adequately certifies that all Federal regulations and requirements are being followed with
the annual submittal of the four-year TIP. SRTC submits the self-certification on schedule each
year.
SRTC adheres to Federal regulations and requirements to develop the TIP, and is on schedule
with this required self-certification of the transportation planning process.
Corrective Actions
None
Recommendations and Comments
None

Appendix A
SUMMARY OF RESOLUTIONS TO 2016 SRTC TMA CERTIFICATION REVIEW
Topic Area
Organizational Structure of Study
Area

Recommendations / Comments
Resolution
FHWA and FTA recognize that SRTC No resolution required.
has established a strong leadership
role and developed effective partnerships with member agencies. Its or-
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Topic Area

Agreements
and Contracts

Unified Planning Work
Program

Transportation Planning
Process

Metropolitan
Transportation Plan Development

Recommendations / Comments
ganizational structure supports a positive framework for conducting a continuing, comprehensive, and cooperative (3C) planning process.
FHWA and FTA recognize the Policy
Board for its strategic leadership and
for enhancing the role of the MPO using the Management Review Committee and Technical Advisory Committee to guide the direction of the MPO.
FHWA and FTA recognize that SRTC
has enhanced their leadership structure by establishing Board member
training related to the decision making
necessary for regional transportation
planning.
The MOA among SRTC, WSDOT
and STA is recognized as the pilot for
an update of all MPO MOAs in the
State of Washington. FHWA and FTA
recognizes SRTC’s leadership role in
this process.
Appendix A and E of USDOT’s Title
VI Assurances should be incorporated
verbatim in all agreements/contracts
developed by SRTC.
FHWA and FTA recommend that
SRTC specifically identify major Title
VI, Environmental Justice (EJ), Section 504 and the Americans with Disabilities Act planning priorities and
activities as part of its annual UPWP.
FHWA and FTA recognize SRTC for
developing clear guidance to MPO
member agencies and other stakeholders through the development of the
Horizon 2040 MTP Toolkit and the
Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) Guidebook.
Consistent with Title VI requirements,
SRTC must include a notice of its Title VI and Americans with Disabilities
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Resolution

No resolution required.

No resolution required.

No resolution required.

SRTC has incorporated this language.

SRTC has added the necessary language to documents, with numerous
initiatives in place and more in process to address these issues.

No resolution required.

SRTC incorporates the use of the required language for Title VI and ADA
nondiscrimination in their documents.

Page 18

Topic Area

Air Quality

TIP and Project Selection

Recommendations / Comments
Act (ADA) nondiscrimination commitment in the Horizon 2040 document.

Resolution

FHWA and FTA recommend that the
next update to Horizon 2040 should
include more detailed demographics
of typically underserved populations,
such as minority populations, persons
at or below the poverty level, elderly
persons with disabilities, zero-car
households, and persons with limited
English proficiency.
FHWA and FTA recommend that the
next update to Horizon 2040 include
an Environmental Justice analysis that
clearly identifies the benefits and burdens on EJ populations because of
plan implementation.
FHWA and FTA recommend that
SRTC more specifically consider the
condition of the region’s pedestrian
access routes in conjunction with the
mobility needs of persons with disabilities when updating Horizon 2040.
FHWA and FTA recognize that SRTC
has made significant enhancements to
its data management system by developing and maintaining appropriate
data sets used in its regional GIS mapping system.
FHWA and FTA recommend that an
update of SRTCs Air Quality Interagency Consultation MOU be considered to better reflect current interagency relationships, as well as the
Federal emphasis on streamlining environmental processes.
FHWA and FTA recommend that
SRTC include a notice of its Section
504/ADA nondiscrimination commitment (i.e., ADA Nondiscrimination
Statement) on the same page as the Title VI Nondiscrimination Statement.

SRTC has developed detailed demographic data GIS and tabular formats.
They will update Horizon 2040 in
2020.
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This information has been provided in
the Horizon 2040 update. SRTC has
mapped this information; it’s provided
on the SRTC web page.

The Pedestrian Inventory includes the
data collection toward this effort.

No resolution required.

SRTC conferred with WA Department of Ecology; they agreed the
MOU is appropriate as is.

This effort has been completed.

Page 19

Topic Area

Recommendations / Comments
FHWA and FTA recommend that the
next TIP include an analysis of Environmental Justice populations that
documents how these populations are
considered in project selection and the
relative impact of planned TIP projects and programs.

Resolution
SRTC demonstrates outreach to populations, including tribes, conducts
multi-stage analyses to determine results of outreach, assures enhanced
public participation, and has developed and evaluated the use of ArcGISbased maps to understand locations of
populations in terms of ethnic minority, national origin, LEP, economic
levels, older and younger populations,
including disability and veterans
where available.

FHWA and FTA recommend that
SRTC enhance its outreach efforts to
persons who are limited in English
proficiency (LEP) by providing a link
on the SRTC website that directs individuals to contact SRTC staff to re- SRTC determines appropriate meetquest translation.
ing locations according to accessibility, EJ, Title VI and ADA requireFHWA and FTA recommend that the ments, and offer translation services
TIP Program Summary for pedestrian
projects clearly identify the projects
that specifically address ADA accessibility.
Public Partici- FHWA and FTA recognize the sub- No resolution required.
pation
stantial effort by SRTC to update its
Public Participation Plan (PPP) in
2013.
FHWA and FTA recommend that The last page of this 2020 TMA CerSRTC provide a link on its website in tification Review report offers a list of
other languages (as appropriate) that examples where SRTC’s outreach indirects individuals to contact SRTC cludes those of limited English profistaff to request translation of meet- ciency among others.
ings/materials, to more effectively
reach persons who are limited in English proficiency.
FHWA and FTA recommend that SRTC has enhanced its public outSRTC enhance their efforts to fully reach efforts over the last four years.
implement the public outreach efforts
identified in the PPP. Specifically,
more personal contacts with organizations serving the needs of the traditionally underserved populations,
translating brochures/flyers and posting at locations where LEP populations reside, and evaluating the effectiveness of outreach efforts and modifying as needed.
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Topic Area

Recommendations / Comments
FHWA and FTA recommend that
SRTC can confirm, through documentation, that its method of communication is effective and reaches traditionally underserved populations.
Self-Certifica- FHWA and FTA recognize SRTC intion
novative approach to comply with
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act
and the Americans with Disabilities
Act, by funding several locally submitted ADA accessibility projects.

Resolution
SRTC engage, document, and reflect
needs of traditionally underserved
populations.

FHWA recommends SRTC work with
its local jurisdictions to identify/inventory accessibility barriers associated with the Region’s pedestrian access routes, and develop strategies/projects to address those features
found to be inaccessible.
SRTC should work with WSDOT to
develop a firm schedule for submitting
the Title VI Annual Report.
FHWA and FTA recommend that
SRTC periodically review all its planning processes/activities (MTP, TIP,
public participation, etc.) to ensure
that they effectively address Title VI
(and other nondiscrimination requirements).
FHWA and FTA recognize SRTC’s
efforts toward developing a well-designed CMP appropriate to the needs
of the region, including SRTC’s development of the CMP Toolkit, CMP/
Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) Compliance Process, Roadway
Capacity Justification Report, and
CMP Journal that provides for innovative and effective implementation of
the CMP.
FHWA and FTA recommend that
SRTC continue to expand their performance monitoring efforts beyond congestion management so that they will

SRTC (and with its partner STA and
others) has put into place efforts to develop strategies and gauge the value
and focus of projects toward the goal
of removing accessibility barriers.

Title VI and
Related Requirements

Congestion
Management
Process

SRTC Certification Review Final Report

Page 33

January 2020

No resolution required.

SRTC provides an annual Title VI report to WSDOT.
SRTC provides update, information
and presentations on its current planning processes and activities (MTP,
TIP, public participation, etc.) annually during annual UPWP reviews,
and will continue to do so.
No resolution required.

Horizon 2040 addresses initial performance-based planning requirements;
the TIP is developed following a performance-measures-based approach.
Page 21

Topic Area

Recommendations / Comments
be in a good position to address Federal requirements on performancebased planning.
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Appendix B

SRTC 2020 TMA Certification Review Timeline
August 28, 2019: Pre-TMA Certification Review Work Session
October 22, 2019: TMA Certification Review Meeting
Both meetings held at:
Spokane Regional Transportation Council Office
421 West Riverside Ave., Suite 500, Spokane, WA
Both meetings had phone-in capability available.
October 22, 2019 Meeting Attendee List:
Ned Conroy, Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
Sharleen Bakeman, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
Matt Kunic, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
Sabrina Minshall, Spokane Regional Transportation Council (SRTC)
Charlene Kay, Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) Eastern Region
Anna Ragaza-Bourassa, WSDOT Eastern Region
Susan Meyer, Spokane Transit Agency (STA)
Mike Tresidder, Spokane Transit Agency (STA)
Mayor Steve Peterson, Liberty Lake, WA
Gordon Howell, Spokane Transit Agency (STA)
Karl Otterstrom, Spokane Transit Agency (STA)
Gabriel Phillips, WSDOT Headquarters
Patrick Pittenger, Benton-Franklin Council of Governments (BFCG) - Observer
In lieu of holding a formal public meeting, SRTC placed the following notice on its web page on
behalf of USDOT.
(Posted October 15-November 15, 2019)
The Department of Transportation (USDOT) is required by Federal law to review and
evaluate the transportation planning processes of Transportation Management Areas
(TMAs) every four years. Spokane Regional Transportation Council (SRTC) is the Federally designated Metropolitan Planning Organization for the Spokane area, and is also designated as a TMA.
USDOT is soliciting public feedback on SRTC’s work in transportation. Examples may
include the areas below or any area of specific interest to you: Working with SRTC’s
member agencies / Transportation Data / Transportation Planning / Travel forecasting /
Traffic Management / Transportation improvement programs / Pedestrian, bicycle and
transit.
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More information about SRTC’s work is available on SRTC’s web pages in the headings
at the top of this page. The public comment period is open from October 15 to November
15.
Comments may be submitted by any of the following methods:
Email: contact.srtc@srtc.org
Phone: (509)343-6370
Mail: SRTC, 421 W. Riverside Ave., Suite 500, Spokane, WA 99201
Comments can also be sent to:
Ned Conroy
Region 10 Office
Federal Transit Administration
915 Second Avenue, Suite 3142
Seattle, WA 98174-1002
Or email to: Ned.Conroy@dot.gov

Sharleen Bakeman
FHWA Washington Division
711 Capitol Way South, Suite 501
Olympia, WA 98501
Or email to: Sharleen.Bakeman@dot.gov

(The page, under the “News” header, also links to “Title VI, Environmental Justice, ADA and
Accessibility” and “Snow Removal Information” pages.)
No comments were received from the public regarding this review.
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Appendix C

Public Participation and Outreach Resources
Below are examples provided by SRTC that illustrated their outreach in the context of ADA, Title
VI, environmental justice, minority and low-income populations, etc. Links to these examples are
provided below.
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•

2018 Call for Projects application -- https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/2018-SRTC-Call-for-Projects-Application-4-17-18.pdf
Notice is on page viii of the 2020-2023 Transportation Improvement Program document - https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Final-2020-2023-TIP-Document.pdf
There is a paragraph on the front page of every Board packet. Example: November
packet. -- https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/11-20-2019-TTC-PacketCopy.pdf
There is a paragraph on every TTC agenda. Example: November TTC packet. -https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/11-20-2019-TTC-Packet-Copy.pdf
Title VI notice on page 2 of the Unified Planning Work Program -https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/FY-2020-UPWP-FINAL.pdf
Horizon 2040 has a Title VI Statement – https://www.srtc.org/horizon-2040/
The Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan has a Title VI
Statement on page 2 -- https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/Final-2018CPT-HSTP_Board-Approved_110818.pdf
Title VI information is on page 5 of the Public Participation Plan -https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/PPP-11-7-17-FINAL.pdf
Title VI, Environmental Justice, and ADA page: https://www.srtc.org/about-srtc/title-viej-ada/
Press Release – https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/2019-TIP-Amendment-Apr.pdf
Legal Notice -- https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/2019-2022-TIP-MarAmendment.pdf
Sign-in Sheet -- https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/2019-2022-TIP-MarAmendment.pdf
2019 Meeting dates -- https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/SRTC-BoardTTC-Meeting-Dates-2019.pdf
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FOR INFORMATION
AGENDA ITEM 9
02/26/2020 TTC Meeting

To:

Transportation Technical Committee

From:

Mike Ulrich, AICP, Principal Transportation Planner

Topic:

Metropolitan Transportation Plan Update

February 19, 2020

Requested Action:
For information and discussion.
Key Points:
•

In order to comply with federal regulations, an update to SRTC’s Metropolitan
Transportation plan must be adopted by the SRTC Board by December 9, 2021.

•

To meet that deadline a scope and schedule is being developed and a high-level draft is
included as Attachment One.

•

For several critical reasons, a horizon year of 2045 has been selected.

•

Major policy decision points included in the draft scope:
o Land use forecast assumptions
o Regional significance definition
o Financial plan assumptions
o Performance objectives
o Investment strategy
o Regional freight study inputs

•

Final outputs from the Data Applications for Transportation Analysis (DATA) project won’t
be delivered until 2022. As such, SRTC anticipates an early adoption of the next MTP,
after the 2021 Plan, to allow for the incorporation of those DATA project outputs.

Board/Committee Discussions:
The Board was briefed on the project scope at their February 13 meeting.
The TAC will be briefed at their first meeting of 2020, anticipated to be in April.
Public Involvement:
A public participation plan for the project has been drafted and will be utilized to validate through
public education and engagement that the MTP aligns with and implements the community vision.
Supporting Information/Implications
The MTP adopted in 2017 took important steps towards fulfilling the federal requirements of MAP21 related to performance management. The “toolkit” project helped make a connection between
capital investment and performance. This update will continue that progress and shift to an
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outcome-based approach that relies heavily on the principles of performance-based planning and
programming.
Through the course of the update, the TTC will be asked to support the establishment of subject
matter expert (SME) teams to inform particular work elements of the update. Reports out from
these expert teams will keep the entire committee apprised of the update’s progress. This will be
the committee’s formal opportunity to comment and provide feedback on the plan. Ultimately, the
TTC will be asked to recommend the plan’s approval to the Board. The progress updates from
SME teams will serve to inform that recommendation.
While this update will move towards a data-driven planning process it is important to note that the
already underway DATA Project is studying the region’s practices for data application. The
benefits from the DATA project won’t be realized until after the MTP update is due. Therefore,
SRTC intends to apply the outputs from the DATA project to an early adoption of the next MTP.

More Information:
•
•

Attachment: MTP Update Schedule
For detailed information contact: Mike Ulrich at (509) 343-6370 or mulrich@srtc.org.

Page 39

SRTC:MTPSc
hedul
e
L
andUseFor
ec
ast
i
ng
Regi
onalFr
ei
ghtSt
udy&I
nvest
mentSt
r
at
egy
Regi
onalPl
anni
ngFr
amewor
k
Gui
di
ngPr
i
nc
i
pl
est
oPer
f
or
manc
eObj
ec
t
i
ves
NeedsAnal
ysi
s-Publ
i
cI
nvol
vement

Tent
at
i
ve

L
andUseUpdat
eCompl
et
e
Fi
nanc
i
alPl
anAssumpt
i
ons&Sc
enar
i
os
Regi
onalSi
gni
ﬁc
anc
eDeﬁni
t
i
onAdopt
ed
Popul
at
i
onGr
owt
hSc
enar
i
oBui
l
di
ng
Tent
at
i
ve

US2St
udyOut
put
s
Per
f
or
manc
eObj
ec
t
i
vesEst
abl
i
shed
Fr
ei
ghtOut
put
sDel
i
ver
ed
Empl
oymentSc
enar
i
oBui
l
di
ng
Fi
nanc
i
alAssessmentAdopt
ed
ModelDevel
opmentCompl
et
e
Emer
gentTec
hnol
ogyUnc
er
t
ai
nt
y
I
90195St
udyOut
put
s
Model
l
i
ngWor
k

Name:MTPAdopt
i
on
DueDat
e:12/
9/
2021

EJpopul
at
i
ons
Exi
st
i
ngCondi
t
i
ons
Di
vi
si
onSt
udyOut
put
s
Conver
tt
oDi
gi
t
alPr
oduc
t
MTPAdopt
i
on

November2019

Page 40

Mar
c
h2020

J
ul
y2020

November2020

Mar
c
h2021

J
ul
y2021

November2021

FOR ACTION
AGENDA ITEM 10
02/26/2020 TTC Meeting

To:

Transportation Technical Committee

From:

Mike Ulrich, AICP, Principal Transportation Planner

Topic:

Land Use Update

February 19, 2020

Requested Action:
Establish a subject matter expert (SME) team to inform the land use update. The SME team will
report back out to the TTC as to the selected methodology for forecasting land use into the horizon
year.
Key Points:
•
•
•

•
•
•

•

An update to the federally mandated Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) is due to be
adopted by December 9, 2021.
Land use forecasting is an important tool in the long-range planning process.
While a horizon year of 2045 has been identified for the MTP update, local use plans
were developed with a forecast year of 2037 which makes aligning land use assumptions
especially problematic.
Given the available data there is not a forecasting methodology that can be considered
universally appropriate.
SRTC would like the input of subject matter experts to inform the selection of a
methodology that will be applied to the land use forecasting process.
Once the consultant has completed the forecasting, local jurisdictions will have the
opportunity to review and provide documentation as to known, or reasonably expected,
development that has not been captured by the selected methodology.
Final outputs from the Data Applications for Transportation Analysis (DATA) project won’t
be delivered until 2022. The tools delivered from that project will allow SRTC to apply a
more comprehensive methodology to future MTP updates.

Board/Committee Discussions:
The Board has been briefed on the MTP Update and will be briefed on land use forecasting /
scenarios at a future meeting.
Public Involvement:
This is a technical / quantitative exercise for which public involvement is not applicable. There is
an opportunity to use the forecasts to develop scenarios around land use as part of the larger
MTP update project. That scenario development will be accompanied by a public involvement
element.
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Supporting Information/Implications:
Land use forecasting is an imperfect science. Currently, the only data available to SRTC to
forecast land use is historical data. This limitation is important because it means that the
forecasting is assuming that growth trends will continue as they have historically. For areas that
are growing rapidly, more recently, this could mean under-forecasting. For areas that are growing
slower, more recently, this could lead to over-forecasting. Ultimately, SRTC is working to develop
tools that will allow us to “look forward” by applying econometric analysis to the land use
forecasting methodology.
Given the complexities of the development of an appropriate methodology, SRTC is proposing
the establishment of an SME team to inform the methodology selection. Further, because this
exercise is heavily dependent on local jurisdiction’s own long-range planning assumptions, SRTC
is recommending the following SME team members:
Agency

Team Member

City of Airway Heights
City of Liberty Lake
City of Spokane
City of Spokane Valley
Spokane Airports
Spokane County
Spokane Transit Authority
WSDOT - Eastern Region

Heather Trautman
Lisa Key
Louis Meuler
Mike Basinger or designee
Lisa Corcoran
Steve Davenport
Karl Otterstrom or designee
Greg Figg

Leland Consulting Group
Eastern Washington University:
Institute for Public Policy & Economic Analysis
State of Washington:
Employment Security Department
Avista

Ted Kamp
designee
Doug Tweedy
Grant Forsyth

The membership is recommended to include one representative from the major land use
authorities as well as one representative from other member agencies with interest in land use
outcomes in the region. Additionally, the membership includes experts in land use analysis and
forecasting.
More Information:
•

For detailed information contact: Mike Ulrich at (509)343-6370 or mulrich@srtc.org.
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FOR INFORMATION
AGENDA ITEM 11
2/26/2020 TTC Meeting

To:

Transportation Technical Committee

From:

Jason Lien, AICP, Principal Transportation Planner

Topic:

Census 2020 – Participant Statistical Areas Program

February 19, 2020

Requested Action:
This item is for discussion and feedback.
Key Points:
• The Participant Statistical Areas Program (PSAP) is administered by the US Census
Bureau every 10 years prior to the decennial census.
•

SRTC, as the point-of-contact for the Spokane County planning area, coordinated a PSAP
review of census geographies (tracts, block groups, Census designated places, Census
county divisions) in 2019.

•

Through this process, a few adjustments were made to the proposed census geographies
provided by the Census Bureau. These adjustments were accepted, and Spokane County
is currently in a 90-day verification phase to finalize the geographies.

Board/Committee Discussions:
None to date.
Public Involvement:
The PSAP process in 2019 involved communicating with all jurisdictions and tribes in Spokane
County. An update email was sent to the same jurisdictions and tribes in early February 2020.
Supporting Information/Implications:
The 2020 Census Participant Statistical Areas Program (PSAP) enables invited participants to
review and verify select statistical area boundaries for 2020 Census data tabulation following US
Census Bureau guidelines and criteria. Boundaries eligible for review include tracts, block groups,
Census designated places, and Census county divisions. The Census Bureau will also use the
statistical areas defined through this process to tabulate data for the annual American Community
Survey (ACS) and the Economic Census.
In the Spring/Summer of 2019, SRTC coordinated with area stakeholders to accept or adjust
proposed Census geographies for Spokane County during the delineation phase of PSAP. We
are currently in the 2020 Census PSAP verification phase, which provides an opportunity to
ensure the 2020 statistical areas are acceptable and reflect the edits made by participants and
the Census Bureau during last year’s delineation phase.
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Boundary adjustments that were made during last year’s delineation phase were accepted and
are reflected accurately in current Census Bureau maps. The statistical geographies for Spokane
County may be viewed using the web-based mapping system - TIGERweb. The verification phase
provides an opportunity to make any final corrections to Spokane County statistical area
boundaries or attributes. This 90-day review period ends on April 13, 2020.
More Information:
As the primary participant for Spokane County, SRTC will be responsible for submitting any final
census geography updates. Please direct any comments or questions to Jason Lien at (509) 3436385 or jlien@srtc.org.
Additional PSAP information and guidance can be found on the census.gov website:
https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial-census/about/psap.html
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