
Spokane Plan Commission Agenda 
Wednesday, May 24, 2023 

2:00 PM 
Hybrid - Council Briefing Center/Chambers/ Webex 

808 W Spokane Falls Blvd, Spokane, WA 99201 

Virtual Meeting Link - See Below For Information
T I M E S   G I V E N   A R E   A N   E S T I M A T E   A N D   A R E   S U B J E C T   T O    C H A N G E 

Public Comment Period: 

3 minutes each Citizens are invited to address the Plan Commission on any topic not on the agenda. 

Commission Briefing Session: 

2:00 – 2:20 

1. Approve 5/10/2023 meeting minutes
2. City Council Report
3. Community Assembly Liaison Report
4. President Report
5. Transportation Sub-Committee Report
6. Secretary Report
7. Approval of current agenda

All 
CM Zack Zappone 
Mary Winkes 
Greg Francis 
Clifford Winger 
Spencer Gardner 

Workshops: 

2:20 – 2:35 

2:35 – 3:45 

1. 2022 Year in Review

2. Building Opportunity in Housing

3. Transition to Chambers

Jackie Churchill 

Kevin Freibott 

Hearing: 

4:00 – 5:00 1. Six Year Comprehensive Program Kevin Picanco 

Adjournment: The next PC meeting will be held on Wednesday, June 07, 2023 

The password for City of Spokane Guest Wireless access has been changed: 
Username:   COS Guest 
Password:    K8vCr44y 
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Plan Commission Meeting Information 
Wednesday, May 24, 2023 

Plan Commission will be held in a hybrid in-person / virtual format. Members of the public are welcome 
to attend in person at City Hall or online using the following information.  

Meeting Password: 
PlanCommission 

Meeting Number 
(access code): 
2490 846 0369 

Join Webex Meeting Online: JOIN MEETING 

Tap to join from a mobile device (attendees only)  
+1-408-418-9388,,24908460369## United States Toll

Join by phone: +1-408-418-9388 United States Toll

Global call-in numbers:

https://spokanecity.webex.com/spokanecity/globalcallin.php?MTID=m514c2d4fc1d4af7
8645594 43420dee7b 

Join from a video system or application: 
Dial 24908460369@spokanecity.webex.com   
You can also dial 173.243.2.68 and enter your meeting number. 

Please note that public comments will be taken during the meeting, but the public is encouraged to continue to 
submit their comments or questions in writing to: 

plancommission@spokanecity.org 

The audio proceedings of the Plan Commission meetings will be recorded, with digital copies made 
available upon request. 
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Spokane Plan Commission – Draft Minutes 
 
May 10, 2023 
Webex Teleconference 
Meeting Minutes:   Meeting called to order at 2:00 PM by Greg Francis 
 
Attendance: 

• Board Members Present: Greg Francis (President), Ryan Patterson (Vice President), Michael 
Baker, Jesse Bank, Clifford Winger, Christopher Britt, Kris Neely, Tim Williams, Todd 
Beyreuther 

• Board Members Not Present: Carole Shook 
• Non-Voting Members Present: Mary Winkes (Community Assembly Liaison), Council Member 

Zack Zappone 
• Quorum Present: yes 
• Staff Members Present: Spencer Gardner, Jackie Churchill, Amanda Beck, James Richman, 

Brandon Whitmarsh, KayCee Downey, Kevin Freibott, Della Mutungi, Tyler Kimbrell 
 

Public Comment: Citizens are invited to address the Plan Commission on any topic not on the agenda. 
3 Minutes each. NONE 

Minutes: Minutes from 4/26/2023 approved unanimously  
 
Current Agenda: The current agenda was approved unanimously.  
 
Briefing Session: 

1. City Council Liaison Report –Zack Zappone 
• none 

2. Community Assembly Liaison Report – Mary Winkes 
• none 

3. Commission President Report – Greg Francis 
• President Francis reported that Jesse Bank and Greg are on the GFC Mayor’s Taskforce for GFC 

review and will meet for the first time on May 11th.  
4. Transportation Subcommittee (PCTS) Report – Clifford Winger 

• Mr. Winger reported that the PCTS met the previous Tuesday and Integrated Capital 
Management presented on the Safe Streets for All grant that they are pursuing. The 
application for this grant is due in the Summer of 2023.  

5. Secretary Report – Spencer Gardner 
• Mr. Gardner reported that the 6-Year Streets Plan hearing was moved to May 24th. 

Additionally, the Housing Work Group meeting will be held on May 24th. Joe Tovar from the 
Washington State Department of Commerce will give a summary of all the housing bills that 
were passed in the State Legislature. 

 

 

Workshop(s): 

1. South Logan TOD – Public Comment Kickoff 
• Presentation provided by Maren Murphy 
• Questions asked and answered 
• Discussion ensued 
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2. Building Opportunity for Housing 
• Presentation provided by Kevin Freibott 
• Questions asked and answered 
• Discussion ensued 

 
 
 
Hearing 
 
Roll Call for Hearing: Michael Baker, Jesse Bank, Todd Beyreuther, Greg Francis, Kris Neely, Tim 

Williams, Clifford Winger 
 
3. Short Term Rental Code Update 

• Presentation provided by Amanda Beck 
• Questions asked and answered 
• Public comment:  

o Miranda LoPorto, President of local short term rental property, spoke in opposition of 
the proposed Short Term Rental Code update and stated that short term rentals 
provide housing for people coming to Spokane for healthcare reasons as well as for 
tourism.  

o Matthew LoPorto, owner of a short term rental company, spoke in opposition to the 
proposed to short term rental code update and voiced concerns about the maximum of 
short term rental permits on a single property.  

o Alicia Newman, owner of Slumber Spokane, spoke in opposition to proposed short term 
rental proposed code changes. 

o Keith Riddle, local real estate owner and xx, spoke in opposition for the proposed short 
term rental code update.  

o Jeff Wernberger, owner of short term rental company, spoke in opposition to the 
proposed short term rental code update and commented that having to sprinkle units 
will create a barrier to entry that isn’t also applied to long term rentals.   
 

Public Comments are summarized by staff, please view the recording on the Plan 
Commission webpage to see the entirety of public testimony.  

• Discussion ensued 
• Motions 

o Michael Baker made a motion to recommend that the changes on short term rentals 
17C.316 be approved as written and presented. Seconded by Clifford Winger.  

 
Main Motion as amended carried unanimously (7,0) 

 
 Todd Beyreuther made a friendly amendment to strike 17C.316.040.B1 “A 

Maximum of one short-term rental unit is allowed in a detached single-
family residence, attached house, or duplex” and to strike 17C.316.040.B3 
“On lots where there is an accessory dwelling unit (ADU) in addition to the 
primary building, a short-term rental use in the ADU counts towards the 
maximum number of units.” Seconded by Clifford Winger.  

 
• Todd Beyreuther made an amendment to the amendment to Strike 

17C.316.040.B1 and amend to allow short term rentals in one or 
both duplex units. Seconded by Clifford Winger. Amendment to the 
motion carried unanimously (7,0) 

 
 Todd Beyreuther made a friendly amendment to the motion to the original motion 

to strike 17C.316.040.C5 Appearance. Seconded by Jesse Bank 
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 Todd Beyreuther made an amendment to the amended motion to also 
include 17C.316.050.C4 Appearance Short Term Rentals in other zones. 
Seconded by Jesse Bank. Motion carried unanimously (7,0) 

 
 Todd Beyreuther made a motion to clean up the previous amendment and strike 

17C.316.050.B1 and 17C.316.050.B3. Seconded by Michael Baker. Motion carried 
unanimously (7,0) 

 
 Greg Francis made a motion to strike the 17C.316.050.D1 Notification for Non 

Residential Uses and include striking 17C.316.050.2D for Non-Residential 
properties. Seconded by Michael Baker. Motion carried unanimously (7,0) 

 
 Michael Baker called the question for a vote on the original motion. Motion carried 

unanimously (7,0) 
 
 
 

Meeting Adjourned at 6:00 PM 
 
Next Plan Commission Meeting scheduled for Wednesday, May 24, 2023 

Page 5 of 20 PC Agenda Packet



Building Opportunity for Housing 
May 24 Workshop with Plan Commission 
May 16, 2023 

Plan Commission President, Commissioners: 

We would like to thank you for the excellent discussion at our last workshop with you.  Following our 
discussions with you, we made some minor amendments to the text for your consideration (attached).  
As promised, we have also included a change log that identifies each change and points you the location 
within the text where you can see it.  Please review these prior to our next and final workshop with you 
on this proposal.   

As we mentioned last time, the next Plan Commission workshop will be the last during the public comment 
period for Building Opportunity for Housing Phase I.   It is our hope at the next workshop the Plan 
Commission will find the proposed text amendments sufficient to hold a hearing in June.  All of the most 
current documents related to this proposal are available on the project website here: 

https://my.spokanecity.org/projects/shaping-spokane-housing/building-opportunity-for-
housing/2023-comprehensive-plan-amendment/ 

We look forward to discussing the proposal with you on the 24th and, as always, you’re welcome to contact 
us directly with any questions at compplan@spokanecity.org.   

Survey Report Now Available 

We are pleased to announce that the full report analyzing the results of our Housing Journey survey is 
now available online.  We gave a presentation to Plan Commission in April on this, but those interested in 
the finer details should go to the following webpage: 

https://static.spokanecity.org/documents/projects/shaping-spokane-housing/building-opportunity-
for-housing/2023-comprehensive-plan-amendment/housing-journey-survey-results-boh.pdf 

Important Dates and Next Steps 

As we outlined in previous workshops, the major steps required for this proposal are expected to occur 
on the dates below.  These are approximate and may change slightly, but they are helpful when 
considering our path through this process. 

• May 8: Public Comment Period Begins 
• May 10: Plan Commission Workshop 
• May 24: Final Plan Commission Workshop 

• May 30: Staff Report and SEPA Determination 
• June 14: Plan Commission Hearing 
• July 31: City Council Hearing

Thank you again for all your time and careful consideration throughout this process.  We look forward to 
seeing you all and having a good discussion on May 24.   

Sincerely, 

Your Building Opportunity for Housing Team  
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Change Log -- Building Opportunity for Housing Phase I
5/17/2023

Ref# Page General Location Change Made/Proposed Rationale Suggested by: Implemented
1 2 Goals and Policies Preface Include "downtown" in the list of 

areas where future growth should 
occur.

Downtown is a regional center 
but isn't in the list.

PC President Francis Yes

2 2 Goals and Policies Preface "the highest intensity" should read 
"higher intensity"

Highest may be misconstrued to 
equate to "only."

PC President Francis Yes

3 2 Goals and Policies Preface ". . . within concentrated areas in 
and around Neighborhood Centers . . 
. "

Similar changes were made 
elsewhere to this effect.

Staff Yes

4 3 Policy LU 1.3 Remove "single-family" from "single-
family detached homes" in the 
discussion.

Could be misinterpreted as 
"single family residential" zone.

Commissioner Beyreuther Yes

5 3 Policy LU 1.3 The sentence describing areas where 
increased residential development 
should be considered should be 
modified to be in a positive rather 
than restrictive voice.

As an aspirational document, 
positive language is more 
appropriate.

Commissioner Beyreuther & 
Commissioner Patterson

Yes

6 3 Policy LU 1.3 Proximity to schools should be a 
factor in increased intensity 
development.

The presence of schools nearby 
is also a sound rationale for 
increased development.

Staff Yes

7 3 Policy LU 1.3 Include a sentence clarifying what 
kinds of uses are complimentary to 
residential.

A description will help reviewers 
understand the types of uses 
expected.

Staff Yes

8 3 - 4 Policies LU 1.3 and LU 1.4 Replace placeholder boxes with 
approved graphics.

The concept of intensity could 
be better explored graphically.

Staff Yes

9 3-4 Policies LU 1.3 and LU 1.4 Add an introduction paragraph for 
the new graphics.

The need exists to make it clear 
these are conceptual and not 
meant to depict ideal/required 
designs.

Staff Yes

10 5 Policy LU 5.5 Remove "maximum" from 
discussion.

"Maximum" could lead to 
exclusionary practices.

Commissioner Williams Yes

11 5 Section 3.4 Preface Remove "single" from "detached 
single homes."

Could be interpreted as "single 
family" only.

Commissioner Beyreuther Yes

Version Date: "Page" refers to the page number on the current version of the porposed language, not the full chapter text.

Page 7 of 20 PC Agenda Packet



Change Log -- Building Opportunity for Housing Phase I
5/17/2023

Ref# Page General Location Change Made/Proposed Rationale Suggested by: Implemented

Version Date: "Page" refers to the page number on the current version of the porposed language, not the full chapter text.

12 5 Section 3.4 Preface Add a paragraph making it explicit 
that more than one residential 
zoning is appropriate in each land 
use designation.

Reinforcing this concept is 
helpful when considering future 
possible amendments.

Staff Yes

13 6 Land Use Descriptions Correct names of residential land 
uses to match current version (i.e., 
"residential low" instead of "low 
intensity residential.")

Typographical error. Staff Yes

14 6 Description of "Residential 
Low"

Clarify that grocery as well as small 
format retail and medical are 
appropriate.

This change reinforces the 
added language in LU 1.3 above.

Staff Yes

15 6 Description of "Residential 
Moderate"

A more positive sentence structure 
is possible in the second paragraph.

Changes made to use a positive 
voicing.

Commissioner Beyreuther & Staff Yes

16 5 Land Use Table Preface Add a sentence making it clear that 
minimum density is still an 
important consideration.

This was not clear in the 
previous language.

Staff Yes

17 8 Land Use Table Remove "single-family" from "single-
family residences"

Could be interpreted as "single 
family detached" only.

Commissioner Beyreuther Yes

18 9 "I" Definitions Retain definition of intensity Helpful to readers and 
reviewers.

CA Representative Winkes & 
Commissioner Bank

Yes
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Building Opportunity for Housing Phase I 
Proposed Text Amendments – Chapter 3 Comprehensive Plan 
Department of Planning & Economic Development 
 

 

Language Version Date:  May 17, 2023 

The following excerpt provides the currently adopted language in Chapter 3, Land Use, of the Spokane 
Comprehensive Plan.  Only sections expected to be amended by Building Opportunity for Housing Phase 
I are included. For more in-depth review of the existing language and information regarding the whole 
Comprehensive Plan, see www.shapingspokane.org.   

---- Changes start on page 3-5 of the currently adopted Comprehensive Plan ---- 

3.2 VISION AND VALUES 
Spokane volunteers working to develop the 2001 Comprehensive Plan identified important themes in 
relation to Spokane’s current and future growth.  A series of visions and values was crafted for each 
element of the Comprehensive Plan that describes specific performance objectives.  From the Visions and 
Values document, adopted in 1996 by the City Council, the Comprehensive Plan’s goals and policies were 
generated.  In 2023, the City endeavored to explore these visions and values further, seeking to refine 
them in the face of an ongoing housing crisis (see the Spokane Housing Action Plan).  Accordingly, the City 
held numerous meetings and roundtable discussions with the public and key housing stakeholders in the 
region and crafted updates to the vision and values herein.  

Land use is defined as the general location of various uses of land, concentrations of population density, 
and building intensities. of development (size, height, lot coverage, etc.). 

Vision 
Growth will be managed to allow a mix of land uses that fit, support, and enhance Spokane’s 
neighborhoods livability, protect the environment, and sustain the downtown area, and broaden the 
economic base of the community. 

Values 
The things that are important to Spokane’s future include: 

• Acquiring and, preserving, and enhancing the natural areas inside and outside the city; 

• Controlling urban sprawl in order to Managing urban growth to ensure development results in 
equitable, livable, community-oriented neighborhoods, contributes positively to the City’s 
financial resources, and to protects outlying rural areas; 

• Developing and maintaining convenient access and opportunities for shopping to amenities, 
services, education, and employment for people of all ages and abilities in all parts of the city; 

• Protecting the character of single-family neighborhoods; Celebrating the uniqueness of each 
neighborhood while allowing for growth and diversity everywhere; 
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• Ensuring equitable housing supply by encouraging diversity of housing choice, mitigating the 
effects of displacement on existing residents, and ensuring attainable and accessible housing for 
all members of the community; 

• Guaranteeing a variety of densities that support a mix of land uses; and 

• Utilizing current residential lots before developing raw land.  Encouraging development in built 
areas while promoting complementary changes in all parts of the city; and 

• Balancing stability and flexibility by reviewing and amending standards in an orderly and 
thoughtful fashion as needs change in the city. 

3.3 GOALS AND POLICIES 
Goals and policies provide direction for planning and decision-making.  Overall, they indicate desired 
directions, accomplishments, or aims in relation to the growth and development of Spokane.  The land 
use goals and policies establish a framework for future growth and development of the city. 

Much of the future growth will should occur within concentrated areas in and around Neighborhood 
Centers, District Centers, Employment Centers, and Corridors, and Downtown (the Regional Center), as 
designated on the Land Use Plan Map.  While this Significant growth occurs in is directed to Centers and 
Corridors, established single-family with changes in other areas (like existing residential neighborhoods 
will remain largely unchanged) guided towards more compatible uses and scales that fit well into those 
existing areas. 

The Centers and Corridors contain a mix of uses, including higher density intensity housing centered 
around or above retail and commercial establishments, office space, and public and semi-public activities 
(parks, government, and schools).  In addition to these uses, areas designated as Employment Centers 
emphasize a strong employment component such as major offices or light industrial uses.  Street patterns 
within the Centers and surrounding neighborhoods enable residents to walk or bicycle for their daily 
service needs and to access each center’s transit stop.  Higher density intensity housing within and around 
the Centers supports business in the Center and allows for enhanced transit service between Centers, 
along Corridors, and to the downtown area.  Center designations on the Land Use Plan Map may change 
to reflect neighborhood planning decisions. 

Other important directives of the land use goals and policies include: 

• limiting commercial and higher density development outside Centers and Corridors to support 
growth and development of Centers and Corridors; 

• directing new higher density housing to Centers and Corridors and restricting this type of 
development in single-family areas; and 

• using design guidelines to ensure that commercial buildings and higher density housing are 
compatible with existing neighborhood character in and around Centers and Corridors. 

---- No other proposed changes until page 3-8 ---- 

LU 1.3 Single-Family Lower Intensity Residential Areas 

Protect the character of single-family residential neighborhoods by focusing higher 
intensity land uses in designated Centers and Corridors.  Focus a range of lower intensity 
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residential uses in every neighborhood while ensuring that new development complements 
existing development and the form and function of the area in which it is located. 

Discussion: The city’s residential neighborhoods are one of its most valuable assets.  They are worthy of 
protection from the intrusion of incompatible land uses.  Centers and Corridors provide opportunities for 
complementary types of development and a greater diversity of residential densities.  Diversity in both 
housing type and residents in these areas is essential for the wellbeing and health of the city’s 
neighborhoods.  Lower intensity residential uses, from detached homes to middle housing types, are 
generally compatible with each other and can be incorporated effectively into all neighborhoods.  
Accordingly, some residential areas would benefit from slightly increased intensities of residential use 
(e.g., somewhat taller buildings, more lot coverage), dependent on the context and nature of the 
surrounding neighborhood.  These areas of increased residential development should focus on those 
parts of the neighborhood where proximity to adequate transportation (such as frequent transit), parks, 
schools, shopping, and other services already exists and where conditions allow for accommodation of 
increased utility/service needs and other impacts such as parking or the need for public green space. 

Complementary types of development may should include places for neighborhood residents to walk to 
work, shop, eat, and recreate.  Complementary uses include those serving daily needs of residents, 
including schools, churches, grocery stores, recreation facilities, and small-format retail and medical uses.  
Development of these uses in a manner that avoids negative impacts to surroundings is essential.  
Creative mechanisms, including design standards, must be implemented to address these impacts so that 
potential conflicts are avoided. 

The following graphics are provided as a conceptual guide to different intensities envisioned by this 
policy.  These are schematic representations of possible development intensities and are not intended to 
call for specific structure designs or architectural details. 

 
 Low Intensity  Increased Intensity 

For specific guidance as to the land use plan map designations guided by this policy—"Low Intensity 
Residential” and “Increased Intensity Residential”—see Section 3.4 below. 

LU 1.4 Higher Density Intensity Residential Uses Areas 
Direct new higher density intensity residential uses to areas in and around Centers and 
Corridors designated on the Land Use Plan Map and to areas where existing development 
intensity is already consistent with development of this type. 

Discussion: Higher density intensity housing of various types is the critical component of a Center.  
Without substantially increasing population in a Center’s immediate vicinity, there is insufficient market 
demand for goods and services at a level to sustain neighborhood-scale businesses.  Higher density 
residential uses in Centers range from multi-story condominiums and apartments in the middle to small-
lot homes at the edge.  Other possible housing types include townhouses, garden apartments, and 
housing over retail space more intense commercial development.  Residential uses in and around Centers 
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generally consist of multi-story condominiums and apartments.  In some cases, smaller-scale residential 
development may be interspersed among those higher intensity uses, but generally uses of higher scale 
and height should predominate in these areas, especially as proximity to designated Centers or Corridors 
increases.  Likewise, residential development should increase in height, mass, and lot coverage as 
properties are located closer to commercial areas or where employment is higher. 

To ensure that the market for higher density intensity residential use is directed to Centers, future higher 
density housing of higher scale and form is generally is limited in other areas.  The infill of Residential 15+ 
and Residential 15-30 residential designations located outside Centers are confined to the boundaries of 
existing multi-family residential designations where the existing use of land is predominantly higher 
density residential.   Whenever more intense residential uses are proposed outside the general vicinity of 
Centers and Corridors, topics such as the proximity of those areas to uses like commercial or downtown 
uses should be considered.  Design and site requirements should be considered that minimize conflict 
between these areas and other uses. 

The following graphics are provided as a conceptual guide to different intensities envisioned by this 
policy.  These are schematic representations of possible development intensities and are not intended to 
call for specific structure designs or architectural details. 

 
 Moderate Intensity  High Intensity 

For specific guidance as to the two land use plan map designations guided by this policy—"Moderate 
Intensity Residential” and “High Intensity Residential”—see Section 3.4 below. 

---- No other proposed changes until page 3-24 ---- 

LU 3.6 Compact Residential Patterns 
Allow more compact and affordable housing in all neighborhoods, in accordance with 
design guidelines. 

Discussion: Compact and affordable housing includes such choices as townhouses, accessory 
dwelling units (granny flats), live-work housing, triplexes, zero-lot line, starter, small-lot, and row 
houses.  Middle housing types such as these are compatible with all residential areas, 
commensurate with policy LU 1.3 above. 

---- No other proposed changes until page 3-28 ---- 

LU 5.5 Compatible Complementary Development 
Ensure that infill and redevelopment projects are well-designed and compatible with 
complement surrounding uses and building types. 
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Discussion:  New infill development and redevelopment should be designed and planned to seek 
compatibility with its location.  Consideration should be given to multiple scales of compatibility, 
from the site on which the use will be constructed to the wider area in which it will reside.  New 
development/redevelopment should seek to expand the choices available in the area while 
complementing existing use and form of surrounding properties.  For example, middle housing 
types provide for diverse choices in scale and form while also maintaining a high level of 
compatibility with existing residential neighborhoods. 

---- No other proposed changes until page 3-37 ---- 

3.4 DESCRIPTION OF LAND USE DESIGNATIONS 
Much of the future growth will occur in District Centers, Employment Centers, Neighborhood Centers, and 
Corridors.  A key component of each of these focused growth areas is higher density housing centered 
around or above service and retail facilities.  This enables residents near the Center or Corridor to walk or 
bicycle for their daily needs.  Higher density housing also provides economic support for the businesses 
and allows for more efficient transit service along the Corridor and between mixed-use Centers and 
downtown Spokane. 

Focusing growth results in a more compact urban form with less land being used at the fringe of the city.  
It provides city residents with more housing and transportation choices.  New policies, regulations, and 
incentives allow mixed-use in designated Centers and Corridors and assure that these areas are designed 
to be compatible with surrounding lower density residential areas. 

The following land use plan map designations are necessary for development and growth in the city to 
achieve the vision and values discussed at the beginning of the chapter.  These land use designations are 
shown on the following map, LU-1 Land Use Plan Map, which apply the requirements of land use and the 
goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan to the physical environment, describing the types of 
development expected in each area.   The overall strategy, as described above, is that development mass, 
height, and lot coverage be concentrated in focused growth areas (Centers and Corridors) while the 
remaining parts of the city remain occupied by lower intensity uses.  Furthermore, future changes to the 
land use plan map should seek to achieve a transition between areas of lower and higher development 
mass and form and should avoid locations where the lowest intensity uses immediately transition to the 
highest intensity uses.   

There is expected to be some variation in residential zones within each residential land use plan map 
designation. Contextual factors such as proximity to services, transportation options, and existing land use 
patterns should be considered when assigning a zoning category. 

The land use designations and their general characteristics are as follows: 

---- No other proposed changes until page 3-40 ---- 

Note: the following items have been reordered to list them from lowest to highest intensity.   
That change is not shown in the “tracked changes” below. 

Residential 4-10: This designation allows single-family residences, and attached (zero-lot line) single-
family residences.  The allowed density is a minimum of four units and a maximum of ten units per acre.  
Allowed structure types are single-family residences, attached (zero-lot line) single-family residences, or 
two-family residences in appropriate areas.  Other residential structure types may be permitted through 
approval of a Planned Unit Development or other process identified in the development regulations. 
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Residential Low: The Residential Low land use designation should focus on a range of housing choices 
built at the general scale and height of detached houses.  This includes both detached and attached 
homes and housing categorized as middle housing (duplex, triplex, etc.).  Combinations of these types 
should also be allowed, such as a duplex with an accessory dwelling unit.  Other non-residential uses 
should be allowed conditionally, provided they integrate into the nature and context of the 
neighborhood.  This would include uses such as schools, churches, grocery, small-format retail and 
medical services, and other resident serving uses.    

Residential Low areas are appropriate in parts of the city where amenities and services are scaled for a 
lower level of development intensity. 

Residential 10-20: This designation allows single-family residences or two-family residences on individual 
lots or attached (zero-lot line) single-family residences.  The allowed density is a minimum of 10 and a 
maximum of 20 units per acre.  Allowed structure types are single-family residences or two-family 
residences on individual lots or attached (zero-lot line) single-family residences.  Other residential 
structure types may be permitted through approval of a Planned Unit Development or other process 
identified in the development regulations. Residential Increased: Uses in the Increased Intensity 
Residential designation are largely similar in type to low intensity residential areas.  However, the overall 
development scale of those uses should be slightly higher, including possible design allowances like 
increased lot coverage, height, and other similar design requirements.  The intent of Increased Intensity 
Residential areas is to provide a gradual increase in intensity, height, and overall context as the lower 
intensity areas transition into the more intense uses found in Centers and Corridors or significant 
commercial areas. 

Residential Increased areas are appropriate whenever predominately lower scale residential is located 
near or around more intense uses like commercial locations or designated Centers and Corridors.  Factors 
to be considered in designating such areas should include proximity to arterials and collectors, availability 
of transit, the nearness of more intense development, available capacity in systems and infrastructure, 
and any other factors that help ensure the proposed land use designation integrates well into the existing 
built environment.   

Development allowed in these areas is expected to be larger in form (height, lot coverage, etc.) than 
those in the Low Intensity Residential areas, while still maintaining a high level of continuity and 
consistency between the two less intense residential areas. 

Residential 15-30: This designation allows higher density residential use at a density of 15 to 30 units per 
acre. Residential Moderate: Residential Moderate areas provide increased intensity of development 
more appropriate to areas in the vicinity of designated Centers and Corridors and those served by 
substantial commercial or employment opportunities.  The typical type of residential development 
appropriate to this designation include larger apartment buildings while also including a mix of the lower 
intensity areas where warranted.  Example apartment types include the three-floor walkup and traditional 
apartment complexes  as well as larger townhome and condo complexes.  If neighborhood serving uses 
are included, such as churches or community centers, those non-residential uses can be of a higher scale 
and intensity than those conditionally permitted in Low and Increased Intensity Residential areas.   

Residential Moderate uses should be generally limited to within moderate walking distance of a Center, 
Corridor, or major employment/commercial area.  Placement of Moderate Residential outside walking 
distance of these more intense areas is acceptable if sufficient rationale exists to place them further out—
such as proximity to high-capacity or frequent transit service (aka Transit Oriented Development). 
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Residential 15+: This designation allows higher density residential use at a density of 15 or more units per 
acre or more. Residential High: The Residential High designation allows for the highest intensity of 
residential uses, including construction types found in the Moderate Intensity Residential designation but 
also including taller and more intense apartment complexes.  High Intensity Residential areas are 
intended to focus residential intensity in the near vicinity of downtown and other Centers and Corridors in 
the city, where sufficient services and employment opportunities exist nearby.  A focus on accessibility, 
walkability, and equitable housing provisions should be provided in this area, including incentives and 
other bonuses for more affordable/attainable units as these areas are also located near to services and 
essential facilities like frequent transit. 

---- No other proposed changes until page 3-41 ---- 

Note: the four residential intensities listed in table LU 2 have been reordered to list them from lowest to highest intensity.   
That change is not shown in the “tracked changes” below. 

The following table, LU 2, “Description of Land Use Designations,” provides the names of the Land 
Use Map designations, a description of the typical land uses found in each designation, and some 
of the applicable development standards.  While the following table provides the approximate 
range of residential density expected in some areas, this is not intended to be a site-by-site 
maximum limit for development.  The number is provided here for the planning and provision of 
services and utilities in these areas (see Chapter 5, Capital Facilities and Utilities) and represents 
the average density one might expect in these areas.  Conversely, where minimum densities are 
listed, implementing codes and practices should seek to achieve or exceed those minimums in 
general.  The table is followed by the Land Use Plan Map which shows the location of the various 
land use designations that are described in the following table: 

TABLE LU 2 – DESCRIPTION OF LAND USE DESIGNATIONS 

Land Use 
Designations Typical Land Use 

Assumed Density (Units per Acre) 

Minimum Maximum  

Heavy Industrial Heavier Industrial uses.  No residential uses.  - - 

Light Industrial Light industrial uses, limited commercial and 
residential uses. 

- - 

General Commercial Commercial and residential uses, 
warehouses. 

- - 

Regional Center 
(Downtown) 

Variety of goods, services, cultural, 
governmental, hospitality, and residential 
uses.  Downtown plan provides detail of 
planning for this area. 

- - 

Neighborhood Retail Neighborhood-Serving Business and 
residential use.  Maximum containment area 
of two acres. 

- 30 

Neighborhood  
Mini-Center 

Same uses as Neighborhood Retail. - 30 

Office Offices and residential use. - - 

Page 15 of 20 PC Agenda Packet



TABLE LU 2 – DESCRIPTION OF LAND USE DESIGNATIONS 

Land Use 
Designations Typical Land Use 

Assumed Density (Units per Acre) 

Minimum Maximum  

Institutional Includes uses such as middle and high 
schools, colleges, universities, and large 
governmental facilities. 

Same standards as designation in which 
institution is located or as allowed by 

discretionary permit approval. 

Residential 4-10 Low Attached or detached single-family 
residences and middle housing types. 

4 10 

Residential 10-20 
Increased 

Attached or detached single-family and  
two-family residences. Middle housing types 
of greater scale or intensity than in lower 
intensity areas, with potential for mixed-use, 
neighborhood scale retail and services.  

10 20 

Residential 15-30 
Moderate 

Higher density residences. A mix of more 
intense middle housing types and 
moderate-sized apartment, condo, 
townhome developments. 

15 30 

Residential 15+ High Higher density residences. 
Large apartment, condominium, townhouse 
developments, potentially on multiple sites 
with site planning and features. 
 

15 - 

Agriculture Agricultural lands of local importance. - - 

Conservation  
Open Space 

Areas that are publicly owned, not 
developed and designated to remain in a 
natural state. 

- - 

Potential  
Open Space 

Areas that are not currently publicly owned, 
not developed and expected to remain in a 
natural state. 

- - 

Open Space Major publicly or privately owned open 
space areas such as golf courses, major 
parks and open space areas, and cemeteries. 

- - 

Neighborhood Center Neighborhood-oriented commercial uses, 
offices, mixed-type housing, parks, civic uses 
in a master-planned, mixed-use setting. 

15 32 in the core,  
22 at the perimeter 

District Center Community-oriented commercial uses, 
offices, mixed-type housing, parks, civic uses 
in a master-planned, mixed-use setting. 

15 44 in the core,  
22 at the perimeter 

Corridor Community-oriented commercial uses, 
mixed-type housing in a master-planned, 
mixed-use setting. 

15 44 in the core,  
22 at the perimeter 

Employment Center Major employment uses, community-
oriented commercial uses, mixed-type 
housing in a master-planned, mixed-use 
setting. 

15 44 in the core,  
22 at the perimeter 
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TABLE LU 2 – DESCRIPTION OF LAND USE DESIGNATIONS 

Land Use 
Designations Typical Land Use 

Assumed Density (Units per Acre) 

Minimum Maximum  

Center & Corridor 
Core 

Commercial, office and residential uses 
consistent with type of designated Center 
and Corridor. 

- - 

Center & Corridor 
Transition 

Office, small retail, and multi-family 
residential uses.  Office and retail uses are 
required to have residential uses on the 
same site. 

- - 

 

The following changes are proposed for the Glossary, located at the end of the Comprehensive Plan.   
These will be placed in their proper alphabetical order if adopted. 

Glossary 
Intensity (of Development) 

Development intensity refers to factors beyond simple density (e.g., units per 
acre).  Instead, the concept of development intensity focuses on the mass, form, 
and function of development.  A tall building with many floors, covering a large 
proportion of the site, and requiring a high level of service/utility connections 
would be considered a “high intensity” use.  A small building, covering less of the 
lot, of less height, and integrated into the physical environment in which it is 
located would be a lower intensity use.  In the case of housing, middle housing 
types are considered “low intensity” while multi-story apartment buildings are 
considered “high intensity.” 

Livability 

Livability in the Comprehensive Plan encompasses the positive attributes that 
make places feasible and enjoyable to live, work, and visit.  The values that 
support livability include but are not limited to: 

• Equity 
• Diversity (both physical and social) 
• Accessibility (physical, cognitive, and financial) 
• Attainability 
• Walkability and Transit Access 
• Environmental Sustainability 
• Integration Between Different Uses 
• Greenery and Canopy Coverage  
• Connected Community 
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Middle Housing 

In accordance with state law, middle housing includes buildings that are 
compatible in scale, form, and character with single-family houses and contain 
two or more attached, stacked, or clustered homes such as duplexes, triplexes, 
fourplexes, fiveplexes, sixplexes, townhouses, stacked flats, courtyard 
apartments, and cottage housing. 

Page 18 of 20 PC Agenda Packet



For further information on this subject, contact Kevin Picanco, Senior Engineer – Integrated Capital Management at 
625-6088 kpicanco@spokanecity.org.

BRIEFING PAPER 
Plan Commission 

Integrated Capital Management 
May 24, 2023 

Subject 
2024 - 2029 Six-year Comprehensive Street Program 

Background 
In support of the State Growth Management Act and the City of Spokane’s 
Comprehensive Plan, the City must maintain 6-year capital financing plans for certain 
providers of public facilities and services. Accordingly, the City must maintain a 6-year 
capital financing plan for its capital street program. Pursuant to RCW 35.77.010 the 
capital street program must be adopted before July 1 of each year, and filed with the 
Secretary of Transportation not later than 30 days after adoption. To determine the 
plan’s consistency with the Comprehensive Plan, it is scrutinized by the City Plan 
Commission. The Plan Commission then makes a recommendation to the City Council 
as to the program’s consistency with the Comprehensive Plan.  The City Council then 
accepts or modifies the plan accordingly. 

Each new project to the 6-Year Program is assessed for compliance with the 
Comprehensive Plan by verifying fulfillment of the Transportation goals and policies 
(TR’s).  Staff have prepared an assessment, and seek recommendation to the City 
Council regarding program compliance. This assessment has been reviewed by the 
Plan Commission Transportation Subcommittee. 

Impact 
In order to comply with the provisions of the Growth Management Act and RCW 
35.77.010, and for the City of Spokane to qualify for grant and low interest loan funds, it 
is required that the City maintain a 6-Year Capital Improvement plan for its capital street 
program. 

Action 
A Consistency Review Workshop was conducted to assure compliance with the 
Comprehensive Plan for all new projects brought into the 6-Year Street Program this 
year.   

Through this Hearing the workshop effort will be validated and the Plan Commission will 
make a formal recommendation to the City Council. 
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STREET PROGRAM                         
RECONCILIATION SHEET                            

New Projects Added to Six-Year 
Program (2024-2029)
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Comprehensive Plan Chapter 4 Policies TR: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23

Latah Bridge Rehabilitation O O O O O O O O O O O
Chestnut Street Bridge Scour Repair O O O O O O

Arterial Ped Hybrid Beacons O O O O O O O O
Maxwell Ave. Ped-Bike Safety O O O O O O O O O O

Lincoln St. Ped-Bike Safety O O O O O O O O O O
Stevens Elem SRTS O O O O O O O O O O

Scott Elem SRTS O O O O O O O O O O
Riverside Ave. - Cedar to Monroe O O O O O O O O O O O O O O

Maple/Walnut Grind & Overlay - 5th Ave to Bridge O O O O O O O O O O O
Thorpe Tunnel Prelim Engineering O O O O O O O O O

Assembly / Francis (291) Roundabout O O O O O O O O O O O O
Monroe St. Bridge Suicide Preventation Barrier O O
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