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2024-2026 SRTC Call for Projects Application 
PROJECT TITLE: SPOKANE VALLEY RIVER LOOP TRAIL: SULLIVAN PARK TO FLORA PARK 

AGENCY RANKING (your top 10 projects will receive bonus points; 1 = highest priority 10 = lowest): 6 

REQUESTED SRTC REGIONAL FUNDS: $2,021,033 

GENERAL PROJECT INFORMATION 
Agency or Organization City of Spokane Valley Phone Number 509-720-5024 
 

Contact Person Adam Jackson Email Address ajackson@spokanevalley.org 
Project Information 

Project Location  
The project runs along the north bank of the Spokane River connecting Sullivan Park, located just west of Sullivan Rd., to 
Flora Park property, just east of Flora Rd. 

☒ Urbanized Area  ☐ Urban Small    ☐ Rural 

Federal Functional Classification 
N/A – Shared Use Path/Trail  

Project Description 

Project scope (include termini and length)  
The project installs a paved trail on the north bank of the Spokane River, mimicking the Centennial Trail, approximately 
1.6 miles long between two park properties: Sullivan Park and the future Flora Park.  At its termination in Flora Park, a 
future pedestrian bridge will span the Spokane River and connect to the existing trailhead at the Centennial Trail and 
Flora Road.  

Existing and proposed conditions 
Existing: The site is the north river bank running parallel to the Spokane River. Existing dirt trails are woven along the 
proposed alignent, indicating the presence of active transportation users and the potential benefit of an improved trail 
system. Vegetation includes mature coniferous trees and shrubs, brush, or undergrowth consistent with what is seen 
along the Centennial Trail on the south side of the Spokane River. 

Proposed: The proposed trail will generally follow the most apparent goat trail that runs the length of the project limits. 
Specific areas may require rock wall or culvert structures to accommodate areas of steep slopes (e.g. under Sullivan Rd. 
bridge, steep slopes and a seasonal creek "channel" near the north-to-east river bend just west of Flora Rd.). 

Project purpose and outcomes  
The proposed improvements maximize access to the natural beauty of the Spokane River through the urban City limits 
and links two City park properties. Alone, the proposed improvements provide 1.6 miles of new trail. As a whole, the 
completed Spokane Valley River Loop Trail project will install 5 miles of new trail between Plante's Ferry Park, Sullivan 
Park, and Flora Park. Each end of the trail will include a new pedestrian bridge that creates a 10-mile looped trail 
network with the Centennial Trail. Pedestrian bridges will serve as the book-ends of the project: one parallel to SR 290 
over the Spokane River and one at Flora Road over the Spokane River. The bridge near SR 290 will will also connect to 
the new trailhead that is included with the Pines Road/BNSF Grade Separation project. 
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☒The project sponsor must indicate that the project will be maintained for the life of the project, once completed. 
 
Please describe the plan, cycle, funding source and enforcement mechanisms (i.e. snow removal policy) to maintain this project for 
year-round/four-season use. 
The City will be responsible for the ongoing maintenance of the trail and annually allocates funding through the 
budgeting process. The Parks & Recreation Dept. contracts with a vendor for the ongoing maintenance of the trail and 
its associated amenities (restrooms, benches, garbage). The vendor provides sweeping, garbage collection, access 
control, and landscaping services (vegetation and weed control). The addition of the proposed project will require a 
proportionate increase to the annual budgeted amount for the City to maintain the new trail in a manner similar to the 
existing portions of the Appleway Trail.   
 
Project Schedule  

Project Schedule (enter dates as MM/YYYY)  
Project Milestone  Estimated Date  
Project added to Statewide Transportation Improvement Program  01/2023 
Begin PE (PE authorized by WSDOT/FHWA)  03/2023  
Environmental documents approved (required for every project)  09/2023  
Right of way completed (certification, if required)  12/2024  
Contract advertised  03/2025  
Contract awarded  04/2025   
Construction start date 05/2025            
Open to traffic  11/2025  
Other or N/A, please explain             
 
 
Project Delivery Tools 
☒ The project sponsor must certify that they will utilize all project delivery tools available, including eminent domain, to acquire ROW, 

if necessary, to meet project obligation schedules. 
 
Attachments 
   
☒Vicinity map  
☒Typical Cross Sections (if changed from Eligibility Worksheet) 
☒Cost Estimate  
☒Project Endorsement form   
☒Attachments associated with Q3b (if applicable)   
 
Cost Information (in addition to the Cost Estimate)  
Cost estimate notes (optional, if additional information is needed) 
      
 
Describe the commitment of secured matching funds or other funds and the status of obtaining any unsecured funds. 
Note: matching funds must be available at the time of fund obligation. 
The City has initiated the design phase of the project. Further, as part of the 2022 budget, the City allocated $1.75 
million to its Capital Reserve Fund #312 for the complete trail project spanning from Plante’s Ferry Park to Flora Park. If 
awarded this SRTC request, local match will likely use these allocated funds.  
 
Please indicate if there are any circumstances that could delay the obligation of funds. 
The project requires an agreement with WA State Parks Department because most of the property belongs to the state. 
This could either be a lease agreement or an acquisition. Other small portions of right of way will be purchased or leased 
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from the existing owners (Central Pre Mix rock quarry east of Sullivan Rd.) These agreements are typical for projects of 
this nature and are not expected to generate delays. 
 
 
1. ECONOMIC VITALITY – 50 POINTS  
 

 
Employment and Destination Accessibility  
 

1a (30). To be scored internally by SRTC staff. Regional and local activity centers are illustrated in Figure 2.19 in Horizon 
2045.  

Project 
Score 

 
Category 

Criteria 
and Requirements 

30 Provides a critical connection within or directly 
connecting to a regional activity center.  

Optimizing or increasing system capacity. Increasing the 
efficiency of one or more modes. Reducing congestion. 

15 Serves a regionally significant transportation 
center (e.g. - park and rides, airport, etc.). 

Improving access to terminals (air, transit, or multimodal). 

10 Provides a critical connection to a local activity 
center. 

Optimizing or increasing system capacity. Increasing the 
efficiency of one or more modes. Reducing congestion. 

 
1b (5). Please describe if the project serves other critical regional public facilities other than those noted in Question 1a (e.g. – state 
park, hospital, etc.) (High-Medium-Low) (If points are not awarded in 1a, please describe) 
Points are awarded in 1a – Project satisfies the 30-point category. 
The project connects the existing Sullivan Park to the recently acquired Flora Park property, both on the north side of 
the Spokane River. Once the Flora Rd. bridge over the river is constructed, an accessible loop will exist (using Sullivan Rd. 
bridge as a river crossing) between the new trail and the existing Centennial Trail. Further, Flora Rd. is the planned 
north-south connector between the Centennial Trail and the City’s Appleway Trail. Future improvements will evaluate a 
reconfigured Flora Rd. to accommodate a new shared use path connecting the two regional trail networks. 
 
1c (5). Please describe if the project serves an area that is targeted for planned future growth or revitalization (include local planning 
documentation as well as targeted investment details, if applicable). (High-Medium-Low) 
The City’s Parks & Recreation Master Plan from 2019 identified an additional 100 acres (approx.) of park space needed 
to satisfy the projected population growth and park space needs. The proposed trail improvements can incrementally 
help the City meet that need. Specifically, section 6.3 of the Master Plan discusses “New Park Area 6,” which is the Flora 
Park property. See the Master Plan here for more info: 
https://www.spokanevalley.org/filestorage/6836/6910/8099/Parks__Rec_Master_Plan_2019_.pdf.  
  
In addition to the development of the complete River Loop Trail project, the City is actively working on improvement 
plans for Sullivan Park and Flora Park. Once the pedestrian bridges are constructed near Trent Ave. and Flora Rd. over 
the river, a looped trail network will exist in the heart of Spokane Valley, centered on the Spokane River and connecting 
four parks: Plantes Ferry, Mirabeau, Sullivan, and Flora Parks. 
 
1d (5). Does the project have another connection to economic vitality that is not captured by, or in addition to, access to 
activity/transportation centers or regional public facilities (Questions 1a,1b,1c), or freight use (Question 1e)? Please explain. (High-
Medium-Low) 
The population growth experienced in the greater Spokane region is partly due to the variety of outdoor recreational 
activities available to those who want to experience a high quality of life with accessible places to live, work, and play.  
By improving access to a regional train network and the Spokane River, this project promotes an improved quality of life 
that boosts the regions appeal and promotes a healthy, active lifestyle. 

https://www.spokanevalley.org/filestorage/6836/6910/8099/Parks__Rec_Master_Plan_2019_.pdf
https://www.spokanevalley.org/filestorage/6836/6910/8099/Parks__Rec_Master_Plan_2019_.pdf
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Truck Freight Network (Internal Use Only)  
 

1e (10). Is this project located on a FGTS classified T1, T2, T3 route, or on WSDOT’s Truck Freight Economic Corridor?  
To be scored internally by SRTC staff using the FGTS and WSDOT Truck Freight Economic Corridor Maps 

 
T1 - 10 points 
T2 – 6 points 
T3 – 4 points 
Otherwise included in WSDOT’s TFEC - 2 points 

 
2. COOPERATION AND LEADERSHIP – 50 POINTS  

 
Local Planning Alignment  
2a (15). How is this project consistent with your agency’s Comprehensive Plan and is it included in your 6-year Capital Improvement 
Program? (please provide the excerpt(s) or citation(s)) 
The project is identified in the City’s 6-Year Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) as project #29 (numerical values 
do not represent City ranking of prioritization). The TIP is available online here: www.spokanevalley.org/TIP. 
 
The City's Comprehensive Plan (http://www.spokanevalley.org/cp ) includes multiple goals and policies that are 
intended to guide the City’s efforts in realizing the community’s vision. While this project supports nearly all Plan 
elements, a few goals and policies align specifically with the proposed improvements. Nomenclature consists of 
(Element Initials – Goal# or Policy#): 
o T-G1 Ensure that the transportation system and investments in transportation infrastructure are designed to 

improve quality of life or support economic development priorities.  
o T-G2 Ensure that transportation planning efforts reflect anticipated land use patterns and support identified 

growth opportunities.  
o T-G5 Maintain and enhance a comprehensive multimodal transportation system that promotes, supports, and 

improves the safe, efficient, and reliable movement of people, vehicles, and goods. 
o T-P2 Consider neighborhood traffic and livability conditions and address potential adverse impacts of public and 

private projects during the planning, designing, permitting, and construction phases. 
o T-P6 Work collaboratively with developers to ensure that areas experiencing new development are well served by 

motorized and non-motorized transportation options.  
o T-P8 Support local, regional, state, and federal transportation safety programs. 
o T-P9 Provide and maintain quality street, sidewalk, and shared-use path surfaces that provide a safe environment 

for all users.  
o T-P10 Develop a citywide trail system that provides improved access and linkages between Spokane Valley’s 

existing trails, neighborhoods, and community amenities.  
o T-P11 Designate appropriate freight corridors to ensure that streets/intersections are designed to safely 

accommodate trucks and other modes.  
o T-P12 Provide alternate truck routes to minimize the effects of congestion in major commercial and industrial 

areas. 
o T-P13 Evaluate opportunities to improve multimodal connectivity in all transportation planning projects.  
o T-P17 Use transportation demand management techniques and technologies to move people, vehicles, and goods 

safely and efficiently throughout the City’s transportation system. 
o T-P18 Invest in infrastructure beautification, including landscaping, art, and walking paths.  
o T-P19 Coordinate with SRTC and Spokane Regional Clean Air Agency on actions to reduce vehicle air pollution 

emissions through regular vehicle inspections and to lobby federal agencies for appropriate air pollution standards 
that balance public health and economic growth.  

http://www.spokanevalley.org/TIP
http://www.spokanevalley.org/TIP
http://www.spokanevalley.org/cp
http://www.spokanevalley.org/cp
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o T-P20 Consider evaluating multimodal level of service for citywide planning efforts, particularly focusing on the 
quality of pedestrian, bicycle, and transit facilities. 

o P-P6 Seek grants, private land donations, and other funding sources for land acquisition and recreational facilities 
development.                    

o P-P7 Identify and protect regional open spaces and natural areas to form a connected network of active and 
passive recreation areas. 

o P-P8 Plan for access to parks, trails, and other open spaces in all neighborhoods.     
           

Agency Coordination  
 

2b (20). Does this project support an agency other than your own or does it support an adopted network from another agency, 
including public/private partnerships? If yes, describe.  
Yes, the project leverages the existing Centennial Trail network and expands the region’s parks and recreation offerings. 
The project also promotes the use of WA State Parks properties by developing the proposed trail system on its property.  
A letter of support from the Friends of the Centennial Trail is attached to this application.  
 
Public Involvement   
 

2c (15). Please describe the extent to which the project has been reviewed by the public. 3 points/checkbox (15 points max) 
 

☒Public meetings/Workshops/Open houses (Parks & Recreation Master Plan creation and adoption process) 
☐Online feedback opportunity (surveys, mapping tools) 
☒Planning study  (In 2016, the City completed a Tourism study that recommended the development of improved 
trail facilities along the Spokane River to compliment the existing Centennial Trail. As part of the study, increased 
opportunities for river access was a major consideration for improving recreational opportunities in the City.) 
☐Review by agency committees (Plan Commission, project advisory committee) 
☐Environmental review 
☒Legislative actions (adoption/endorsement by board or council) The City Council has discussed this project regularly 
since 2021 as part of its annual budget and legislative agenda planning process.  
☐Other (please explain, max 3 points)        

 
3. STEWARDSHIP – 50 POINTS  
 

                  
Environmental Mitigations  
 

3a (10). Does the project improve the natural environment or minimize the environmental impact of the facility above and beyond 
current design standards? 2 points/checkbox (10 points max) 
 

☐Green infrastructure (e.g. rain gardens, swales, pervious pavement) 
☐Increases urban tree canopy 
☐Air quality benefit and/or includes electric charging/electrification strategies  
☐Reduces noise pollution 
☐Decrease in impervious area 
☐Use of recycled materials 
☐Flood damage mitigation 
☐Stream or wetland restoration 
☐LED lighting 
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☒Other (please explain) (Max 2 points) The project makes available parks and open space along the Spokane River, 
promoting active transportation between regional parks and maximizing the City’s natural resources. 
Ability to Advance  
 

3b (15 points max). Status of the project (please provide supporting documentation): 
 

Design Status (check one): 
☒ Design initiated--funds committed and design started (submit supporting documentation/link) – 2 points  
 See attached project initialization documents attached. 
☐ Design 30% Complete - (draft plan set and estimate)- 4 points  
☐ Design and specifications are bid-ready (90%) – 8 points  
☐ None 

Environmental Status (check one): 
☐ Environmental review started (cultural/historical survey, hazardous materials review, Phase 1 ESA, etc.) – 2 points  
☐ Environmental documentation (NEPA) is complete or exempt – 4 points  
☒ None 

Right-of-way Status (check one): 
☐ Right-of-way maps prepared – 2 points    
☐ Right-of-way acquisition is complete or not needed – 3 points 
☒ None      

 
Funding  
 

3c (10). Has the project received partial federal funding through SRTC or other funding partners in the past?   
 
Project funding received through SRTC (10)   
☐Yes ☒No 
Please indicate funding type(s), dates received, and amounts.       
 
OR 
 
Small Towns ONLY (Under 5,000 population) – Project funding received through other funding agencies (e.g. TIB, Safe Routes to 
School) (5)  
☐Yes ☐No 
Please indicate funding type(s), dates received, and amounts.       
 
3d (10). Does this project have additional local/state match funds above the required 13.5%? If so, please describe: 
Yes, as part of the 2022 budget, the City allocated $1.75 million to its Capital Reserve Fund #312 for the complete trail 
project spanning from Plante’s Ferry Park to Flora Park. If awarded this SRTC request, local match will likely use these 
allocated funds. 

 
☐10%-19.9% over required local/state/match – 5 points  
☒20% or greater over required local/state match – 10 points              

   
Roadway Usage   
  
3e (5). What is the current ADT and source of ADT?   

Urban Street ☐ 0-4,999 (1)     ☐ 5,000-9,999 (2)   ☐ 10,000-14,999 (3)    ☐ 15,000-19,999 (4)  ☐ >19,999 (5)     or  
Rural Street ☐ 0-499 (1)         ☐ 500-999 (2)           ☐ 1,000-1,499 (3)      ☐ 1,500-1,999 (4)       ☐ >1,999 (5)       

N/A  
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4. SYSTEMS OPERATIONS, MAINTENANCE AND PRESERVATION – 50 POINTS  

 
Regional Priority Networks   
 

4a (15). How does the project improve performance or conditions on the NHS? Additional pavement and bridge condition information 
will be asked in the STBG supplemental application.  
 
Please describe:  
The project promotes active transportation users to travel off the NHS by using the regional trail network. This removes 
conflicts between the different modes of traffic on the NHS and in turns creates a safer more efficient NHS. 
 
4b (5). Does the project improve operations and/or conditions related to the Horizon 2045 regional freight priority network? Please 
provide supporting information. 
☐Yes ☒No If yes, please describe:       
 
4c (5). Does the project improve transit access and/or amenities on STA’s High-Performance Transit Network? 
  
☐Yes  ☒No  
 
If yes, please describe:  
N/A 
 
Congestion  

 
4d (15). Does the project address congestion in any of the following areas?  
 

☐Tier 1 CMP Corridor – 15 points 
☐Tier 2 CMP Corridor – 10 points  
☐Other Roadway Bottleneck (as defined in the CMP report) – 5 points 
☒N/A  

  
If a CMP Corridor or defined Roadway Bottleneck project, please describe current congested conditions and the future projected levels 
of congestion after project implementation. Explain the methodology used.  
N/A 
 
4e (10). Does this CMP project utilize any of the following CMP strategies? (Please skip this question if Q4d is N/A)  
 
Select one: 
☒Travel Demand Management – 10 points (Improvements for Walking/Bicycling) 

☐Operational Improvements – 6 points  
☐Capacity Improvement Strategies – 3 points 

 
 

5. SAFETY AND SECURITY – 50 POINTS  

                
 

Addresses Existing Safety Concern  
 
5a (25 points max). Enter crash history based on previous 5 years of available crash data that are specific to the proposed 
countermeasure or project improvement. N/A – No recorded data within the project limits 
 

https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/CMP_Final_12-14.pdf
https://www.srtc.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/CMP_Final_12-14.pdf
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Date  Crash Type  Crash Severity 
(see below) 

Crash Report 
Number 

Applicable Countermeasure to be implemented by project  

     
  

Scoring 
Fatal   10 points/each  
Suspected Serious Injury                                            8 points/each  
Suspected Minor Injury                                               6 points/each  
Possible Injury                                                             3 points/each  
No Apparent Injury or property damage incidents        1 point/each  

                                                                        
5b (25). Please describe the components of the project that benefit safety, regardless of crash history. (High-Medium-Low)  
Providing transportation alternatives like this shared use path allows users multiple options for travel. The proposed trail 
project supports active transportation by expanding the regional trail network. One of the City’s most prominent fatal or 
serious injury crash types is a “Hit Pedestrian” crash. The proposed project provides pedestrian and bicycle facilities 
away from the arterial traffic on the surrounding street network.  
 
Similarly, the project offers a public health benefit by promoting active lifestyle, recreation, and transportation options.  
 
6. QUALITY OF LIFE AND MOBILITY – 50 POINTS   

Transportation Equity   
 
6a (5). How does the project support active transportation options for people of all ages and abilities (walking, biking, transit, safe 
routes to school, etc.)? Please describe.  
The project will provide a relatively flat, open paved space for walking, running, rollerblading, skateboarding, bicycling, 
or a variety of other active transportation options that are separated from vehicle traffic.  
 
6b (5). Does the project benefit potential populations of disadvantage as identified in Chapter 2 of Horizon 2045 (pgs. 36-43)? Please 
explain the benefits and populations served.  
The project is located in areas generally below average with respect to the various categories indicating disadvantage. 
However, as the trail gets built out, accessibility will improve and make more park space available to the public, 
including access to the river.  
 
6c (5). Does your agency have an adopted Complete Streets Policy? ☒Yes  ☐ No 

If yes, please provide date adopted and the ordinance number (5)  
September 14, 2021, Ordinance 21-012 
    
If no, how does this project comply with SRTC’s Safe & Complete Streets Policy? (3)  
N/A                   

 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements  
 

6d (10). Will the project enhance pedestrian transportation/mobility? (Check all that apply – 10 points max)  
 
☐Add new sidewalks (6) ☐Crossing Enhancement (e.g. marked crosswalk, 

☐Both sides of street (1)      bump outs, curb extension, median refuge) (3) 
☐Exceeds 5-foot min. width (1) ☐ Signalized crossing (e.g. HAWK beacon, Countdown signal,   
☐Completes gap  (1)     RRFB, etc.) (3) 
☐Ext. of sidewalk network  (1)   ☐Education (2) 
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☐Vegetated / protected buffer (1)   ☒Wayfinding (2)  
☐Upgrade to existing sidewalk (6)    ☐Enforcement (speed feedback signs) (2)  

☐Greater width (2)    ☐Data Collection (2) 
☐Add vegetated / protected buffer (2)  ☐ADA enhancements beyond required (please explain) (2)       
☐Removes barriers (1) 
☐Repairs heaves (1)     

☒Separated shared use path 
 ☒10-foot min. width, not including shoulders (8) 
 ☐12-foot or greater in width, not including shoulders (9) 
☐Pedestrian-scaled lighting (3) 
☐Widen roadway shoulders in rural context (6-foot min. width) (5) 
☒Other (please explain) (2) The project parallels the Spokane River and will increase access to the river for users. 
      

6e (10). Will the project enhance bicycle transportation? (Check all that apply – 10 points max)  
 
☐Add new striped bike lanes (6)     ☒Bike Parking (2) 

☐Minimum 5-foot width (2)     ☐Bike Lockers (2) 
☐Includes painted buffer (1)    ☐Pavement Markings (2) 
☐Includes raised buffer (2)    ☐Education (2) 
☐Completes gap  (2)     ☒Wayfinding (2) 
☐Ext. of bike lane network (2)    ☐Enforcement (2)   

☐Upgrade to existing striped bike lanes (6)    ☐Data Collection (2)  
☐Greater width (2)      
☐Add painted buffer (1)      
☐Add raised buffer (2)     
☐Surface repair (1)        

☒Separated shared use path 
 ☒10-foot min. width, not including shoulders (8) 
 ☐12-foot or greater in width, not including shoulders (9)   
☐Widen roadway shoulders in rural context (6-foot min. width) (5) 
☐Bike Boulevard/Neighborhood Greenway improvements (4) 
☐Crossing/Intersection Enhancement (HAWK beacon, Signal detection/actuation, Bike box, etc.) (3) 
☒Other (please explain) (2) The project parallels the Spokane River and will increase access to the river for users. 
 
6f (5). The project is located within an area of significant existing population. 
Scored internally by SRTC staff by population density based on US Census blocks at project vicinity: 

 
High – 5 points 
Medium – 3 points 
Low – 1 point 

 
6g (10). Will the project enhance public transportation and/or amenities? (Check all that apply and note if there are multiples of 
any of the transit elements – 10 points max) 
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☐Bus stop shelter/screening (3)    ☐New transit vehicles (4 per vehicle) 
☐Bus stop lighting/infrastructure (2)   ☐Real time information sign (2) 
☐Bench (2)      ☐Signal priority for transit vehicles (2) 
☐Concrete pad/foundation for bus stop or bench (2)  ☐School bus operational improvement (2)     
☐Bus bay/pull-out (2)     ☐Education (2) 
☐Boarding bulb stop (2) 
☐Park & Ride (4) 
☐Improved transit service (e.g. higher frequency, longer operating hours, greater capacity, new route) (5) 
☐Enhanced pedestrian crossing near bus stop (3) 
☐Improved rider access/connectivity to transit (please explain) (3)       
☐Other (please explain) (2) N/A 

Note here if there are multiples of any of the transit elements above:       
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CMAQ Supplement 
2024-2026 SRTC Call for Projects  
 
PROJECT TITLE: Spokane Valley River Loop Trail: Sullivan Park to Flora Park 

 
AIR QUALITY BENEFIT – ELIGIBILITY 
 
Travel Demand Management 

How many vehicular trips are eliminated as a result of the project (trips/day)? Please include the methodology and any assumptions 
used in your calculations, including any supporting documentation.   
This response considers two methods for quantifying eliminated vehicle trips per day.  

1. In the past, the City has submitted estimates based on the Maricopa Association of Governments Bicycle Methodology 
coupled with the results of the 2010 Nonmotorized Transportation Pilot Program (NTPP) survey. Using this method, it was 
determined that 33 new bike trips and 147 new pedestrian trips (totaling 180 trips) would replace vehicle trips (spreadsheet 
printouts are attached). 
  

2. The City reviewed multiple known pedestrian/bicycle counters on the Centennial Trail at Kendall Yards, at Mission Ave near 
Gonzaga University, and at Barker Rd. The available count data varies but is referenced for each: 
 

a. Kendall Yards (March 2021-February 2022) 
i. Weekday average of 51 bicycle trips and 229 pedestrian trips (280 total trips) 
ii. Weekend average of 63 bicycle trips and 285 pedestrian trips (349 total trips) 

 
b. Mission Ave. (March 2021-February 2022) 

i. Weekday average of 35 bicycle trips and 158 pedestrian trips (193 total trips) 
ii. Weekend average of 40 bicycle trips and 178 pedestrian trips (218 total trips 

 
c. Barker Rd (Jan 2022-March 22) (Counter errors in 2021 question the validity of recorded data) 

i. Weekday average of 10 bicycle trips and 47 pedestrian trips (57 total trips) 
ii. Weekend average of 20 bicycle trips and 96 pedestrian trips (116 total trips) 

 
From these methods, the application conservatively assumes that 50% of the lowest counted trips at Barker Rd. are eliminated by the 
proposed improvements, resulting in 29 total vehicle trips being eliminated (5 bicycles and 24 pedestrians). This assumption 
ignores the potential increase in the average ped/bike trips that’ll occur during warmer months, which would cause the quantity of 
vehicle trips eliminated per day to increase. 
 
What is the length of vehicular trips eliminated as a result of the project (miles)? Please include the methodology and any assumptions 
used in your calculations, including any supporting documentation. 

The two methods above present varying values with respect to the quantity of vehicle trips eliminated.  The location of the proposed 
trail will likely require users to travel to the trailhead location by vehicle until the remaining trail elements are completed. To be 
conservative, this application assumes 50% of the average counted average weekday trips near Barker Rd (lowest value) will occur 
every day of the year. Assume vehicle trips replaced by bicycles are four miles long and by pedestrians are one-half mile long. 

• 50% x 10 bikes x 4 miles/bike + 50% x 47 pedestrians x 0.5 miles/pedestrian = 32 vehicle miles eliminated 
 

What are the affected days per year (i.e. weekdays, weekends, every day, during the school year, year round, etc.) for this project 
(days/year)? Conservatively, the calculated value occurs everyday of the year. Values used are from colder months with snow and wet 
conditions that likely deflate the number of pedestrian and bicycle users when compared to what will occur over the course of the year. 
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Traffic Flow Improvements 
 
Please describe the reduction in vehicle delay (minutes/day), if any, as a result of the project. Please include the methodology and any 
assumptions used in your calculations, including any supporting documentation (e.g. Synchro files). N/A 

Please describe the changes in travel speed (miles per hour), if any, as a result of the project. Please include the methodology and any 
assumptions used in your calculations, including any supporting documentation. N/A 

What is the current (or most recent) Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT=length of roadway x volume of traffic) for the roadway affected by the 
above change in speed (miles/day)?  Please include the source and year of this information. N/A 

What are the affected days per year (i.e. weekdays, weekends, every day, during the school year, year round, etc.) for the reduction in 
delay and/or change in speed (days/year)? N/A 
 

PM-10 Reductions 
 
Paving Dirt Roads: 
What is the length of the roadway to be paved (miles)? N/A 

What is the average daily traffic (ADT) on this road? Please include the source and year of this information. N/A 

What is the speed limit of the current (unpaved) roadway? N/A  

Purchasing Street Sweepers: 
For all street sweeper projects: 
What is the average daily traffic (ADT) on the roads to be swept? Please include the source and year of this information. N/A 

If the new sweeper will replace an older sweeper: 
Current number of days per sweeping cycle for the unit being replaced? N/A 

Lane miles swept per cycle by the unit being replaced? N/A 

Percent of time the older sweeper was not utilized during the previous year, if any, as a result of maintenance and repair downtime? 
N/A 

 
If the new sweeper will be used to increase the frequency of sweeping: 
Planned number of days per sweeping cycle for the lanes to be swept? N/A 

Current number of days per sweeping cycle for the lanes to be swept? N/A 

If the new sweeper will be used to expand the area of sweeping: 
Planned number of days per sweeping cycle on roads in the expanded area?  N/A 

Lane miles of roads to be swept per cycle in the expanded area? N/A 
 
Other CMAQ eligible projects 
 
Please call SRTC staff to discuss the specifics of your project to come up with a consistent and agreeable methodology for calculating 
the emissions benefits. 
 
 



Spokane Valley River Loop Trail - Sullivan Park to Flora Park
Bicycle Trips/VMT Reduction Calculations

Maricopa Association of Governments Methodology (as presented at CMAQ/TA workshop) for Bicycles

Inputs
ADT 8350 Average ADT of Euclid and Indiana between Sullivan and Flora

Activity Center Credits 0.001 (between three and seven within 1/2 mile)
Adjustment Factor 0.0029 (less than 12,000 and between 1-2 miles long)

Constants
Bike trip length 4 miles

Results
 Daily vehicular trips replaced by bicyle trips 33 per day

VMT Reduced 130 per day

Number of vehicle trips replaced by bicycle trips is estimated based on the average weekday traffic on the adjacent or nearest 
parallel arterial to the bicycle or pedestrian facility.



Spokane Valley River Loop Trail - Sullivan Park to Flora Park
Pedestrian Trips/VMT Reduction Calculations

Maricopa Association of Governments Bicycle Methodology (as presented at CMAQ/TA workshop)
with NTPP* survey results

NTPP = The Nonmotorized Transportation Pilot Program

2010 Spokane County Bicycle mode split 2% from NTPP survey
2010 Spokane County Walk mode split 9% from NTPP survey

ratio of ped to bike trips 4.5
Estimated pedestrian trips 147

 Daily vehicular trips replaced by pedestrian trips 147
Pedestrian trip length 0.5

VMT Reduced 73

Notes:
Mode split from NTPP 2010 survey
Bicycle trips calculated from bike trips tab

Number of vehicle trips replaced by pedestrian trips is estimated by applying a ratio of the ped/bike mode split, 4.5 in Spokane County, to the bicycle 
trips calculated in the previous worksheet.



Centennial Trail at Kendall Yards
https://wsdot.wa.gov/data/tools/bikepedcounts/
Month Year Type Days Of Data Average Week Day Average Weekend Day
March 2021 Bicyclist 30 166 196
April 2021 Bicyclist 30 240 269
May 2021 Bicyclist 31 242 420
June 2021 Bicyclist 30 258 314
July 2021 Bicyclist 31 261 303
August 2021 Bicyclist 31 247 284
September 2021 Bicyclist 30 232 263
October 2021 Bicyclist 31 123 192
November 2021 Bicyclist 29 54 67
December 2021 Bicyclist 31 27 21
January 2022 Bicyclist 31 22 19
February 2022 Bicyclist 28 50 90
March 2021 Pedestrian 30 460 513
April 2021 Pedestrian 30 545 773
May 2021 Pedestrian 31 544 859
June 2021 Pedestrian 30 477 527
July 2021 Pedestrian 31 442 447
August 2021 Pedestrian 31 453 542
September 2021 Pedestrian 30 499 521
October 2021 Pedestrian 31 348 536
November 2021 Pedestrian 29 253 245
December 2021 Pedestrian 31 148 173
January 2022 Pedestrian 31 201 233
February 2022 Pedestrian 28 416 557

280 349

ratio 4.5 peds for 1 bike 0.81818182
peds 229 285
bike 51 63

https://wsdot.wa.gov/data/tools/bikepedcounts/


Centennial Trail at Mission Ave.
https://wsdot.wa.gov/data/tools/bikepedcounts/
Month Year Type Days Of Data Average Week Day Average Weekend Day
March 2021 Bicyclist 30 138 147
April 2021 Bicyclist 30 221 223
May 2021 Bicyclist 31 237 338
June 2021 Bicyclist 30 249 289
July 2021 Bicyclist 31 261 285
August 2021 Bicyclist 31 240 258
September 2021 Bicyclist 30 220 236
October 2021 Bicyclist 31 95 97
November 2021 Bicyclist 29 61 58
December 2021 Bicyclist 31 29 22
January 2022 Bicyclist 31 16 15
February 2022 Bicyclist 28 39 67
March 2021 Pedestrian 30 212 237
April 2021 Pedestrian 30 244 346
May 2021 Pedestrian 31 416 346
June 2021 Pedestrian 30 556 665
July 2021 Pedestrian 31 263 273
August 2021 Pedestrian 31 283 333
September 2021 Pedestrian 30 287 311
October 2021 Pedestrian 31 151 208
November 2021 Pedestrian 29 136 152
December 2021 Pedestrian 31 75 78
January 2022 Pedestrian 31 85 88
February 2022 Pedestrian 28 107 159

193 218

ratio 4.5 peds for 1 bike 0.818181818
peds 158 178
bike 35 40

https://wsdot.wa.gov/data/tools/bikepedcounts/


Centennial Trail at Barker Counter 
Taken from City's Eco-Visio Account

2022 YTD (March 23)
Weekday avg ped 47
weekend avg ped 96
weekday avg bike 10
weekend avg bike 20





Spokane Valley - River Loop Trail - Sullivan Park to Flora Park Estimate by AJ
Project Length (ft) 8300 Date 3-1-22

Engineers Estimate

Description Units Quantity Unit Price Total Cost

MOBILIZATION @ 10% LS 1 $177,000 177,000$           

CONSTRUCTION SURVEYING LS 1 $50,000 50,000$             

SPCC PLAN LS 1 $5,000 5,000$               

CULTURAL SURVEY LS 1 $5,000 5,000$               

EROSION CONTROL LS 1 $150,000 150,000$           

PROJECT TEMPORARY TRAFFIC CONTROL LS 1 $25,000 25,000$             

PATHWAY EXCAVATION & EMBANKMENT INCL. HAUL CY 3,000 $40 120,000$           

REMOVE AND REPLACE CHAINLINK FENCE LF 700 $100 70,000$             

CLEARING AND GRUBBING AC 4 $18,000 72,000$             

SULLIVAN RD BRIDGE - WALL SF 1,500 $50 75,000$             

GRAVEL BORROW INCL. HAUL CY 5,000 $30 150,000$           

CRUSHED SURFACING TOP COURSE, 4 IN DEPTH SY 10,000 $15 150,000$           

CRUSHED SURFACING TOP COURSE, 6 IN DEPTH (PKG LOT) SY 1,200 $30 36,000$             

HMA - CLASS 3/8", PG 64H-28, 2" DEPTH SY 10,000 $12 120,000$           

HMA - CLASS 3/8", PG 64H-28, 3" DEPTH (PKG LOT) SY 1,200 $17 20,400$             

ELEVATED PATHWAY NEAR ACME PROPERTY SF 4,900 $100 490,000$           

SEEDING, FERTILIZING AND MULCHING SY 9,300 $3 27,900$             

IRRIGATION SYSTEM LS 1 $50,000 50,000$             

TRAIL AMENITIES (BENCHES, RECEPTICLES, ETC.) LS 1 $150,000 150,000$           

Construction subtotal $1,943,300
Contingency 20% $388,660

CN Engineering 10% $194,330
Construction Subtotal $2,526,290

2 3% $153,851
Construction Subtotal $2,680,141

Engineering Subtotal 5% $134,007
ROW Estimate $225,000

PROJECT TOTAL COST $3,039,148

Funding Type Amount % of Total 
Secured Project Funds $134,007 4.41%

2022 SRTC Funding Request $2,021,033 66.50%
Non-Federal Match to SRTC Funds $884,108 29.09%

Total $3,039,148 100.00%

P:\Public Works\Grants\ESTIMATES\Valley Loop Trail\3-1-22 Valley Loop Trail
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