
Transportation Advisory Committee Meeting 

Wednesday, May 27, 2026 at 3:00 PM  
Hybrid In Person/Virtual Meeting  

 In Person: 421 W Riverside Ave, Suite 504, Spokane WA 99201
 Online via Zoom:

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82360883378?pwd=VcLjTKsLWwph4jxVLrYR4CnWMQLFVA.1  
Meeting ID: 823 6088 3378 | Passcode: 674742 

By Phone 1-253-215-8782 
Meeting ID: 880 1169 5265 | Passcode: 807716   
Or find your local number: https://us02web.zoom.us/u/kbZ7aSS5Z 

SRTC welcomes public comments at the Transportation Advisory Committee meetings. 
The deadline for submitting written comments is 10:00 am on the day of the meeting and can be submitted: 

 By email: contact.srtc@srtc.org
 By mail: 421 W Riverside Ave Suite 500, Spokane WA 99201
 By phone: 509.343.6370

Verbal comments may also be provided during the comment period at the beginning of the meeting. 

SRTC is committed to nondiscrimination in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 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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Transportation Technical Committee 
Meeting Agenda 

Wednesday, April 22, 2026 – 1:00 pm 

Transportation Advisory Committee 
Meeting Agenda 

Wednesday, May 27, 2026 – 3:00 pm 

Time  Item #    Page # 

3:00 1 Call to Order/Record of Attendance 

3:05 2 Public Comments/TAC Member Comments/Chair Report on  
May Board of Directors Meeting 

FOR ACTION 

3:15  3  Consent Agenda   

a) April TAC Meeting Minutes   3 
b) CY 2026-2029 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)   9 

Amendment – June 2026

3:20 4 Funding Recommendation to Support Regional Obligation Authority     10 
(OA) Target (Ben Kloskey)  

INFORMATION AND DISCUSSION ITEMS 

3:30 5 Guest Presentation: Avista and Transportation Electrification     N/A 
(Rendall Farley, Avista) No Memo  

3:50 6 Guest Presentation: Transit Development Plan (Madeline Arredondo, STA)    N/A 
No Memo 

4:05 7 Economic Analysis Update (Ryan Stewart)    11 

4:15 8 Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Plan Update (Jason Lien)    12 

4:20 9 Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Plan (CPT-HSTP)    13 
– Draft (Ben Kloskey)

INFORMATION: No Presentation 

4:30 10  Agency Update and Future Information Items (Ben Kloskey) 

4:35 11 Adjournment (Chair) 
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TAC MEETING 05/27/2026 
CONSENT AGENDA 

AGENDA ITEM 3a 

Transportation Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 
Wednesday, April 22, 2025– 3:00 pm 

# 1 Call to Order/ Excused Absences 
Mr. Ankney called the meeting to order at 3:00 pm, and attendance was taken.  

Excused Absence: 

In attendance were: 
Committee Members: Staff: 
Mike Ankney (Chair) 
Jared Aranda 
John Barber (Vice Chair) 
Derrick Braaten 
Raychel Callary 
David Eash 
John Griffin 
Anna Gyure Havlek 
Monica Harwood Duncan 
Charles Hansen 
Carlie Hoffman 
Katie Melby 
Paul Vose  
Ann Winkler 
Kim Zentz 

Guests: 

Eve McMenamy 
Deputy Executive Director 

Anadia Grier 
Admin-Executive Coor. 

David Fletcher 
Principal Transp. Planner 

Jason Lien 
Transp. Planning Manager 

Ryan Stewart 
Principal Transp. Planner 

Michael Redlinger 
Associate Transp. Planner 3 

Angela Paparazzo 
Associate Transp. Planner 1 
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TAC MEETING 05/27/2026 
CONSENT AGENDA 

AGENDA ITEM 3a 
 

# 2 Public Comments 
There were no public comments.  
 
Member Comments  
There were no member comments. 
 
Chair Report on SRTC Board Meeting 
Mr. Ankney gave a brief overview of March’s SRTC Board meeting.   
 

ACTION ITEMS 
# 3 Consent Agenda 

a. February TAC Meeting Minutes 
b. CY 2026-2029 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Amendment –   

April & May 2026 
 
Ms. Zentz made a motion to approve the Consent Agenda as presented. Mr. Barber 
seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously. 
 
# 4 CY 2027 Unified List Process & Criteria – Final 
Mr. Fletcher presented the 2027 Unified List Project Evaluation Criteria and requested a 
recommendation for SRTC Board approval. He explained that the Unified List serves as a 
strategic tool to communicate regional transportation priorities to state and federal 
legislators and bridges the gap between the long-range Metropolitan Transportation Plan 
(Horizon 2050) and the short-range Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). Projects 
move through three stages—initiation, development, and implementation—depending on their 
readiness and funding. The list is updated annually, with separate state and federal versions 
that generally include the same projects but may differ in funding requests and legislative 
emphasis. Key dates include a project submittal period from May 15 to June 12, development 
of a draft list for committee review in August, and final Board consideration in September.  
 
Mr. Fletcher outlined updates to the evaluation criteria, which are based on SRTC’s seven 
guiding principles. This year’s revisions focus primarily on economic vitality, operations 
maintenance and preservation, and safety and security to better align with recent planning 
work. Changes to economic vitality reflect updated regional activity center designations. For 
operations maintenance and preservation, staff proposed increasing the category weight 
from 30 to 50 points and adding new questions to improve mobility on unreliable corridors and 
to incorporate strategies from the Congestion Management Process. Similarly, the safety and 
security category is proposed to increase to 50 points, with new questions addressing projects 
on the high injury network and evaluating severity-weighted crash rates. Additional 
refinements were made based on Board feedback to broaden how safety benefits are 
captured, including strategies such as shifting trips to safer modes like transit.  
 
During discussion, committee members asked several clarifying questions about how the 
criteria would be applied. One member inquired whether projects could receive safety-related 
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TAC MEETING 05/27/2026 
CONSENT AGENDA 

AGENDA ITEM 3a 
 

points for benefits occurring on adjacent or parallel corridors rather than strictly within the 
project limits. Mr. Fletcher confirmed that applicants can justify these connections in their 
project narratives and remain eligible for scoring if they clearly demonstrate safety 
improvements for nearby facilities. Another question focused on the treatment of equity in the 
evaluation criteria, noting that it appeared to be treated differently from other categories. Mr. 
Fletcher explained that equity remains a guiding principle and scoring criterion for the state 
version of the Unified List due to state priorities, but is not applied in the same way for the 
federal version because of differing federal requirements. Follow-up discussion acknowledged 
the complexity of projects that may receive both state and federal funding, with staff noting 
that while the same projects will likely appear on both lists, scoring and application of criteria 
may differ. Blended funding is a common and expected reality.  
 
Mr. Fletcher concluded by outlining next steps, including seeking Board approval in May, 
opening the project submittal period shortly thereafter, and returning to the committee with 
a draft list in August. 
 
Mr. Braaten made a motion to recommend Board approval of CY 2027 Unified List Process 
& Criteria as presented.  Mr. Vose seconded the motion.  The motion was passed 
unanimously.   
 
# 5 City of Millwood Comprehensive Plan Certification 
Mr. Stewart presented the City of Millwood’s Comprehensive Plan Periodic Update for 
certification and requested a recommendation for SRTC Board approval. He explained that, 
as the region’s designated regional transportation planning organization under the Growth 
Management Act, SRTC is responsible for reviewing and certifying the transportation and 
related elements of local comprehensive plans. Jurisdictions are required to complete their 
updates by December 31, 2026 following a legislative extension. He noted that SRTC recently 
updated its certification process to align with new state requirements, including 
considerations for resiliency, climate, and potential SEPA exemptions. Although Millwood 
completed its plan update prior to the new process, the city submitted the required checklist 
afterward, and staff found the transportation and land-use elements consistent with Horizon 
2050 and state requirements. Staff recommended certification of the plan.  
 
During discussion, committee members asked clarifying questions about the certification 
process and scope. One member asked whether the checklist was a state-provided form or 
developed locally; Mr. Stewart explained that SRTC created the checklist, adapting it from the 
Southwest Regional Transportation Council to simplify the process for jurisdictions while still 
meeting requirements. Another question focused on what exactly the committee was being 
asked to approve. Mr. Stewart clarified that the request is to recommend certification of the 
transportation and related elements of the comprehensive plan—not the full plan—based on 
consistency with the regional transportation plan and applicable requirements.  
 
Questions were also raised about the level of public input reflected in Millwood’s plan. Mr. 
Stewart acknowledged that while SRTC’s review primarily focuses on technical consistency, he 
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TAC MEETING 05/27/2026 
CONSENT AGENDA 

AGENDA ITEM 3a 
 

understood that the city conducted open houses and workshops, with additional public 
processes ongoing as implementation details, such as development codes, continue to be 
refined. He offered to follow up with more information if needed. Committee discussion noted 
that while Millwood is a small community with limited transportation changes, it must still 
account for regional impacts and coordinate with neighboring jurisdictions, which staff found 
were adequately addressed. Mr. Ankney added that opportunities for public participation were 
provided. However, attendance can be limited due to the city’s small population, and the city 
has spent several years developing the plan with input from local boards and staff. 
 
Mr. Ankney recused himself from voting on this matter due to his role as Chairman of the 
Planning Commission for the City of Millwood. 
 
Ms. Winkler made a motion to recommend Board approval of the City of Millwood’s 
Comprehensive Plan Certification as presented.  Mr. Aranda seconded the motion.  The 
motion was passed unanimously.   

 
INFORMATION AND DISCUSSION ITEMS 

 
# 6 Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) Grant Application for FFY 2026 
Mr. Lien provided an overview of the Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) program and 
current funding opportunity, noting that SRTC has previously secured funding to develop the 
Regional Safety Action Plan, adopted in 2024, and a safety education campaign grant that is 
expected to begin soon. He explained that the current round of funding, due in late May, offers 
approximately $1 billion nationwide and includes two grant types: planning/demonstration 
and implementation. Since the region already has a safety action plan, staff are exploring 
options to either enhance the plan or fund implementation of identified safety strategies, 
particularly those addressing speeding, impaired and distracted driving, and safety for 
vulnerable users such as pedestrians and cyclists.  
 
Mr. Lien outlined a potential concept involving “quick build” demonstration projects on high-
injury network corridors. However, he noted that this idea raised concerns among technical 
staff about practicality, particularly on high-speed arterials, where permanent infrastructure 
improvements may be more appropriate and could trigger additional regulatory 
requirements. He emphasized that staff are seeking alternative ideas that are both feasible 
and competitive for funding, especially given that this may be the final year of the program 
under the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law.  
 
During discussion, committee members asked questions and offered feedback on potential 
project approaches. Members sought clarification on how funding is allocated between 
planning and implementation, with Mr. Lien noting that a portion is set aside for planning but 
may be redistributed if not fully utilized. Questions were also raised about whether 
applications require specific project proposals or broader concepts; Mr. Lien indicated that 
more defined proposals with locations and strategies may be more competitive. Committee 
members expressed mixed views on the proposed ideas, noting that some concepts, such as 
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CONSENT AGENDA 
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sidewalk inventories or data collection, may be redundant or already ongoing. In contrast, 
others emphasized the value of smaller, non-traditional safety strategies and pilot projects 
that can deliver meaningful improvements.  
 
Additional discussion focused on alternative approaches, including bundling smaller safety 
improvements into a programmatic funding strategy, exploring non-camera methods for 
collecting safety-related data, and prioritizing projects with the greatest measurable safety 
impact. Members also highlighted the importance of aligning proposals with the program’s 
scoring criteria, leveraging existing data, and demonstrating strong regional partnerships to 
improve competitiveness. Mr. Lien confirmed that SRTC would serve as the applicant with 
support from member agencies. He noted that staff will continue refining a proposal for Board 
consideration ahead of the application deadline.  
 
# 7 Legislative Activity (Federal) 
Ms. McMenamy provided a federal legislative update, emphasizing the importance of federal 
transportation funding to SRTC, as the majority of its planning funds and project funding 
passed through to member agencies come from federal sources. She explained that the 
current federal transportation bill, the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (IIJA), is set to expire on 
September 30, prompting ongoing reauthorization discussions in Congress. She also provided 
an overview of how federal transportation funding is generated—primarily through the 
Highway Trust Fund, which relies on gas taxes and other sources but is not financially solvent 
and requires supplementation from the federal general fund—and how funds are distributed 
through both formula funding and discretionary grants.  
 
Ms. McMenamy reviewed the evolution of past federal transportation bills. She highlighted key 
features of the IIJA, including its historic funding levels, investments in transit, infrastructure 
repair, and new programs related to safety, bridges, and environmental initiatives. She noted 
that while the IIJA significantly increased funding, implementation of discretionary grants 
has been slow, with delays in project agreements and funding distribution. She also explained 
that reauthorization is underway, with the House leading development of the next bill and the 
Senate contributing on specific policy areas. However, it is unlikely a new bill will be passed 
before the current one expires, meaning a continuing resolution is expected.  
 
She outlined several key policy topics under discussion, including the long-term solvency of 
the Highway Trust Fund, the balance between formula and discretionary funding, freight and 
supply chain considerations, transit funding levels, permitting reform, and continued emphasis 
on safety and bridge investment. She also highlighted the Basics Act as a current proposal 
aimed at increasing funding for both state and local governments, addressing disparities 
between local responsibility for roadways and the share of federal funding received, and 
supporting planning, safety, and rural transportation needs.  
 
During discussion, committee members shared observations and asked questions about 
legislative engagement and funding uncertainties. Members acknowledged the complexity 
and unpredictability of the federal process and emphasized the importance of staying 
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CONSENT AGENDA 

AGENDA ITEM 3a 
 

informed and engaged through national organizations. Questions were raised about regional 
representation in Congress and lessons learned from recent funding delays. Ms. McMenamy 
noted that delays, such as those experienced with SS4A grants, require agencies to remain 
flexible and continue pursuing funding opportunities while adjusting work plans as needed. 
Committee members also emphasized the value of proactive communication with federal 
representatives, noting that direct outreach can help address funding issues and raise 
awareness of local project needs. Ms. McMenamy agreed, highlighting SRTC’s ongoing 
coordination with congressional offices and encouraging continued engagement to support 
regional priorities.  

 
INFORMATION (NO PRESENTATION) 

 
# 8 Agency Update 
Mr. Fletcher provided a brief agency update, noting that beginning in June, committee 
meetings will be held in the SRTC Office’s Selkirk Room (Suite 500). He explained that the 
change is due to lease terms and that while the new space is smaller, it can still accommodate 
attendees. Board meetings will remain in the current room, and in-person attendance is still 
encouraged. 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 4:19 PM. 
 
Anadia Grier, Clerk of the Board 
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TAC MEETING 05/27/2026 
CONSENT AGENDA 

AGENDA ITEM 3b 

To:  Transportation Advisory Committee 
From: Ben Kloskey, Associate Transportation Planner II 
Topic: CY 2026-2029 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Amendment  

– June 2026 
 
Requested Action:  
Recommend Board approval of the June Amendment to the 2026-2029 Transportation 
Improvement Program. 
 
Key Points: 

 There are 3 projects included in the June amendment to the CY 2026-2029 TIP. See the 
Project Tracker webpage for more details. 

 This amendment would be added to the statewide TIP on or around 07/17/2026. 

 
AGENCY        PROJECT 

City of Spokane Valley     Sullivan/Trent Interchange – Stage 1 (NEW) 

City of Spokane Valley     Sullivan/Trent Interchange – Stage 2 (NEW) 

City of Spokane Valley     Sullivan/Trent Interchange – Stage 3 (NEW) 

 
Board/Committee Discussions: 
This is the first committee discussion of the June 2026 TIP Amendment. 
 
Public Involvement: 
The proposed June amendment was published for a public review and comment period from 
05/11/26 through 05/20/26. On 05/11/2026, notice of the amendment was published in the 
Spokesman Review and posted on the SRTC website (www.srtc.org) and on social media 
platforms. There were no comments received for this cycle. 
 
Staff Contact: Ben Kloskey, SRTC | bkloskey@srtc.org | 509.343.6370 
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TAC MEETING 05/27/2026 
FOR ACTION 

AGENDA ITEM 4 

To: Transportation Advisory Committee 
From: Benjamin Kloskey, Associate Transportation Planner II 
Topic: Funding Recommendation to Support Regional Obligation Authority (OA) 

Target 

Requested Action: 
Recommend that the SRTC Board award a combined total of $1,000,000 using Carbon 
Rducation Program-Rural (CRP-R) and Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG) funds to 
Deer Park’s N. Colville Reconstruction project to support reaching the regional OA target. 

Key Points: 
 SRTC’s annual Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) OA Target is $14,506,000.
 Meeting the OA target positions regional agencies to potentially compete for redistributed

federal funding at the end of the federal fiscal year on September 30th.
o SRTC is currently projecting a shortfall of approximately $800,000. This shortfall

is partly due to $3.6 million in de-obligated funding resulting from favorable
project bids and other recent project delivery adjustments.

o The City of Deer Park had planned to position the N Colville Reconstruction project
to compete for up to $1,470,000 in redistributed funding.

 TIP Guidebook Policy 4.8 outlines several strategies to meet the annual obligation target
when shortfalls are expected. In this case, SRTC is:

o Increasing the federal share of awarded projects
 Under Guidebook Policy 4.8, SRTC staff is recommending the awards of

o $534,000 in Carbon Reduction Program – Rural (CRP-R) and
o $466,000 in Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG)

to the N. Colville Reconstruction project to help the region meet its annual OA target.
 The City of Deer Park is currently providing a local match that is well above the required

minimum. Awarding additional federal funds would reduce the City’s local contribution
while helping SRTC meet its annual obligation target and preserving the opportunity for
all regional agencies to compete for redistributed federal funding this year.

Board/Committee Discussions: 
This is the first committee discussion on this topic. The TIP Working Group discussed and 
supported this path toward meeting our obligation target at their May meeting. 

Public Involvement: 
All SRTC committee and Board meetings are open to the public. 

Staff Contact: Ben Kloskey, SRTC | bkloskey@srtc.org | 509.343.6370 10



AGENDA ITEM 7 

TAC MEETING 05/27/2026 
INFORMATION AND DISCUSSION 

To: 
From: 
Topic:

Transportation Advisory Committee 
Ryan Stewart, Principal Transportation Planner 
Economic Analysis Update 

Requested Action:  
None. For information and discussion. 

Key Points: 
 The SRTC Board approved a budget of $50,000 a year to undertake the economic analysis

of several regionally significant projects.
 The economic analysis is meant to support and advance regional priority projects included

on the Unified List of Regional Transportation Priorities.
 The first analysis completed was for the City of Airway Heights US 2 Multimodal

Improvement Project.
 Supplemental analysis is being prepared for Spokane County’s Argonne Road Project.
 The City of Spokane Valley’s Barker Road Interstate 90 Project is the next project to be

analyzed.
 SRTC staff will ask the committee for recommendations for additional Unified List projects

to be analyzed for their economic benefits.

Board/Committee Discussions: 
This is the first committee discussion of the Economic Analysis effort. The SRTC Board was 
presented with the economic benefits report for the Airway Heights US 2 Multimodal 
Improvement Project at their 03/12/26 meeting. 

Public Involvement: 
All Board and committee meetings where the economic analysis is discussed are open to the 
public. 

Staff Contact: Ryan Stewart, SRTC | rstewart@srtc.org | 509.343.6370 
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To: Transportation Advisory Committee 
From: Jason Lien, Transportation Planning Manager  
Topic: Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Plan Update 

Requested Action: 
None. For information and discussion. 

Key Points: 
 SRTC is leading an update to the region’s Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)

Architecture Plan. Last updated in 2019 under the leadership of the SRTMC, the plan lays
the groundwork for ITS technologies (cameras, communications, networked systems) to
promote efficient transportation operations. The ITS Architecture is a guiding tool for
interagency coordination and the planning, deployment, and integration of regional
technology and services.

 SRTC is working with consultant assistance and expects extensive coordination with
member agencies and the SRTMC. Formal project kick-off is anticipated in June. Specific
stakeholder meetings will be scheduled in support of the planning process over the next
several months.

 ITS elements aid in the ongoing operation of the regional transportation system, including
traveler information, incident and emergency response, multimodal safety, and
congestion management.

Board/Committee Discussions: 
This is the first discussion of the ITS project. 

Public Involvement: 
All SRTC Board and Committee meetings are open to the public. 

Staff Contact: Jason Lien, SRTC | jlien@srtc.org | 509.343.6370 

AGENDA ITEM 8 

TAC MEETING 05/27/2026 
INFORMATION AND DISCUSSION 
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TAC MEETING 05/27/2026 
INFORMATION & DISCUSSION 

AGENDA ITEM 9 

To: Transportation Advisory Committee 
From: Ben Kloskey, Associate Transportation Planner II 
Topic: Coordinated Public Transit – Human Services Transportation (CPT-HSTP) Plan 

– Draft

Requested Action:  
None. For information and discussion only. 

Key Points: 
 The draft 2026 Coordinated Public Transit – Human Services Transportation Plan (CPT-

HSTP) is out for public comment from May 26th to June 16th.
 The CPT-HSTP is a federally and state-required document developed by SRTC in

partnership with STA.
 An important function of the plan is to enable regional access to several funding streams,

such as FTA Section 5310 and the WSDOT Consolidated Grant program. Agencies looking
to apply for these funding programs must have their project or project goal identified as
an area of focus in the CPT-HSTP.

 The plan focuses on identifying public transportation gaps and areas with a lack of
transportation access.

 Strategies and priorities to improve regional transportation access are a core part of the
plan. The four main strategies are outlined below:

o Maintain Existing Transportation Services
o Special Needs Transportation Investment
o Technology
o Capital Facilities and Vehicles

 A complete public transportation service inventory of Spokane County was developed as
part of this plan, and can be found in Appendix B.

Board/Committee Discussions: 
The committees were presented with an overview of the 2026 CPT-HSTP update at their 
February 2026 meeting. The Board received the same presentation at their March 2026 
meeting. 

Public Involvement: 
The CPT-HSTP underwent a comprehensive outreach campaign from December 2025 through 
May 2026. The plan update included an online survey and a variety of in-person interactive 
exercises. For more information on outreach, view Appendix A in the plan draft. 

Staff Contact: Ben Kloskey, SRTC | bkloskey@srtc.org | 509.343.6370 
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