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Date Rec’d 6/30/2021

Clerk’s File # OPR 2020-0096
Agenda Sheet for City Council Meeting of:
07/26/2021 

Renews #
Submitting Dept INTEGRATED CAPITAL 

MANAGEMENT
Cross Ref #

Contact Name/Phone INGA NOTE 625-6331 Project # 2016089
Contact E-Mail INOTE@SPOKANECITY.ORG Bid #
Agenda Item Type Contract Item Requisition #
Agenda Item Name 4250 - CONTRACT AMENDMENT WITH KPFF FOR FISH LAKE TRAIL
Agenda Wording
Contract Amendment for Phase II of the Fish Lake Trail Connection Study including additional city funds to 
cover cost of evaluating a fifth trail alignment.

Summary (Background)
KPFF Consulting Engineers contract with the City totaled $202,236 for Phase I. Phase II will add an additional 
trail route to the amendment. This amendment will allow for evaluation of a fifth alignment and report update 
which will include developing 30% design for preferred route. This additional amendment will increase the 
contract by $82,355.

Lease? NO Grant related? NO Public Works?      YES
Fiscal Impact Budget Account
Expense $ 82,355.00 # 3200 95135 42800 54201 99999
Select $ # 
Select $ # 
Select $ # 
Approvals Council Notifications
Dept Head MILLER, KATHERINE E Study Session\Other UE 7/12/21
Division Director FEIST, MARLENE Council Sponsor Beggs
Finance ALBIN-MOORE, ANGELA Distribution List
Legal ODLE, MARI eraea@spokanecity.org
For the Mayor ORMSBY, MICHAEL aduffey@spokanecity.org
Additional Approvals inote@spokanecity.org
Purchasing publicworksaccounting@spokanecity.org

kemiller@spokanecity.org
kpicanco@spokanecity.org, mdavis@spokanecity.org
icmaccounting@spokanecity.org



Briefing Paper
Urban Experience

Division & Department: Integrated Capital Management

Subject: Fish Lake Trail Connection Study
Date: 7-12-21
Author (email & phone): Inga Note (inote@spokanecity.org, 625-6331)

City Council Sponsor:
Executive Sponsor: Marlene Feist

Committee(s) Impacted: PIES

Type of Agenda item:       Consent              Discussion          Strategic Initiative
Alignment: (link agenda item 
to guiding document – i.e., 
Master Plan, Budget , Comp Plan, 
Policy, Charter, Strategic Plan)

Pedestrian Master Plan, Bicycle Master Plan, Comprehensive Plan, 6-
Year Street Program
    

Strategic Initiative: Urban Experience
Deadline:
Outcome: (deliverables, 
delivery duties, milestones to 
meet)

Approval of contract amendment for Phase II of the Fish Lake Trail 
Connection Study including additional city funds to cover cost of 
evaluating a fifth trail alignment.

Background/History:  
The City of Spokane awarded a contract to KPFF Consulting Engineers totaling $202,236 for Phase I. 
Phase I is complete and included alternatives development, analysis, evaluation and conceptual 
design of four alignments; environmental review and cultural resource investigation.
There is need to evaluate one additional trail route prior to selecting the preferred alignment and that 
scope has been added to Phase II. The initial contract envisioned breaking the project into two 
phases.  This final phase will include engineering services to develop the preferred alternative to 30% 
design for trail alignment, sections, and estimates, also hazardous material assessment and cultural 
resource investigation.
 
Executive Summary:

 Phase I contract originally for three routes.  The contract was amended in 2020 to evaluate a 
fourth alignment using management reserve.

 Phase II contract amendment allows for evaluation of fifth alignment and report update
 Phase II will develop 30% design for the preferred route
 This amendment will increase the contract by $82,355.

Budget Impact:
Approved in current year budget?         Yes             No
Annual/Reoccurring expenditure?          Yes             No
If new, specify funding source:   Arterial Streets Fund
Other budget impacts: (revenue generating, match requirements, etc.)
Operations Impact:
Consistent with current operations/policy?                          Yes             No
Requires change in current operations/policy?                    Yes             No
Specify changes required: 
Known challenges/barriers:

mailto:inote@spokanecity.org
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EXHIBIT A
SCOPE OF WORK

AMENDMENT 3
CONTRACT NO. 2016089

ENGINEERING SERVICES FOR FISH LAKE TRAIL CONNECTION STUDY

INTRODUCTION
This amendment to Agreement OPR 2020-0096 is to provide civil and structural engineering, 
environmental services, and cultural and archaeological investigations, for the development of a 
variation on the selected alignment from Phase 1 of the project. The study completed in Phase 
1 will be amended to include the evaluation of an additional alignment that follows Government 
Way SE from the existing trailhead then entering High Bridge Park near West Harston Avenue, 
approximately 750 feet north of the intersection at Sunset Boulevard.

The objective of this phase of the project is to advance the design and environmental 
documentation to a point that would position the project for grant funding in 2022.  The 
documentation will meet the environmental requirements of the Federal funding agency, Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) and the administering agency WSDOT.  This will involve 
ensuring the project complies with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the 
Endangered Species Act, the Clean Water Act, Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act and other applicable federal laws and regulations. 

SCOPE OF WORK

PHASE 2 –PRELIMINARY DESIGN

TASK 100 – PROJECT MANAGEMENT

Task 100 includes all work related to the management, administration, and coordination of 
Consultant activities. The Consultant will provide project management services including:

100.01 Project Team Management and Coordination

The Consultant shall organize, manage and coordinate the disciplines required to 
accomplish the work described. The Consultant shall provide project management 
and contract administration services to facilitate efficient progress for the project 
scope, schedule and budget including the following subtasks:

100.02 Project Communication Meetings

The Consultant team shall meet with City project staff once a month for one (1) 
hour each occurrence to review the progress of the project, discuss technical 
issues, etc. The meetings will take place via teleconferencing. 

 The Consultant shall submit a draft agenda in advance of the meeting
 The Consultant shall take detailed meeting notes for all team meetings, 

distribute draft notes to the team within three (3) working days of the 
meeting, and incorporate changes to the notes as needed
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100.03 Invoicing and Monthly Progress Reports:

The Consultant shall prepare invoices and submit monthly progress reports to the 
Project Manager. Monthly progress reports shall include:

 A brief narrative of work completed for the prior month for each Consultant 
task/subtask

 A brief narrative of work expected to be completed during the next month 
for each Consultant task/subtask

 Identification of any tasks or subtasks that are delayed or determined to be 
at-risk and a summary of a recovery plan, dependencies, and project 
impacts

Deliverables:

 Project Coordination and Team Meeting Agendas and Notes
 Twelve (12) Monthly Invoices and Progress Reports

TASK 200 –SCHEMATIC DESIGN

The objective of this task is to provide analysis and predesign to assist the City in selection of a 
preferred trail alignment for the connector trail.  The level of design shall be sufficient to create a 
preliminary cost estimate and to compare the potential impacts and risks with each trail 
alignment. The Consultant shall:

200.10 Refine New Alignment and Update CDR

Update CDR to document the additional alignment for evaluation.
 Alignment Refinement – Ultimate (with bridge crossing of Latah 

Creek) and an exhibit to show the feasibility making the grade.
 Phased Alignment (connecting to High Bridge Park Road and 

utilizing Marne Bridge)
 Concepts for safe crossing of Riverside at Clark and how to address 

contra flow travel on the bridge.
 Identify opportunities for park engagement and identify viewpoints.

200.11 Schematic Design
Upon selection of preferred alignment for the Fish Lake Trail Connection, 
Consultant shall develop Schematic Design documents of the phased trail 
and the Thorpe Road Connection which shall include:

1. Plans: Drawings of site plan, elevations, sections and details 
sufficient to indicate site conditions, general scope and character of 
the Project and size, location and relationships of the Project 
components, including diagrammatic or schematic drawings of 
proposed civil, geotechnical, structural, and landscape details.

Plans will include basic dimensions and features; no details. 
Anticipated drawing include: 

a. Cover Sheet 
b. Site Preparation Plan
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c. Typical Sections
d. Site Layout, Alignment and Profile
e. Trail Sections – topographic surfaces at 20-ft intervals; does 

not include design elements such as fall protection or 
pavement sections, no utilities or boundary conditions such 
as right of way.. 

f. Wall Plan and Profiles
2. Specifications: Not included at Schematic Design. 
3. Preliminary construction cost estimate, as projected to the time of 

bidding, based on comparable area, volume, or appropriate unit 
costs based on WSDOT standard bid items. 

4. Phasing opportunities
5. Utility Design Coordination: Identify and prepare a list of utilities that 

may conflict with proposed improvements.

Deliverables: 

 Updated Concept Development Report 
 Schematic Design: 

o Plans: To be submitted electronically (.pdf and native files) to the City.
o Preliminary cost estimate 

Assumptions:

 Specifications are not included at 30% design.
 Phased development of trail will not include a new crossing of Latah Creek.
 Wall plan and profiles will not include structural design in this phase of design.
 A single site visit to be performed by KPFF and Alta staff is anticipated in support of this 

task.

TASK 500 – CULTURAL RESOURCES SUPPORT
For this scope of work, the Consultant shall:

500.01 Cultural and Historical Resource Survey
Consultant shall conduct background research, fieldwork, and draft a technical 
report regarding archaeological and architectural resources for the final selected 
alignment. The report will meet the requirements of the Washington Department of 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP). 

Background and archival research will include appropriate research to determine 
whether cultural resources are located in and around the area of impacts (AI), 
whether cultural resources are likely to be located in the AI, and to identify the 
appropriate historical contexts for evaluating the significance of any such 
resources. HRA staff will conduct an online records search of DAHP’s WISAARD 
within 0.5 miles of the AI to determine what previous studies have been 
conducted, as well as to identify previously recorded archaeological sites, National 
Register properties, and architectural resources. HRA will also review county soil 
books and aerial photography, as well as historic maps including, but not limited 
to, General Land Office (GLO) plats, historic USGS 15-minute topographic maps, 
Metsker maps, Sanborn Fire Insurance maps, and other pertinent cartographic 



Contract #2016089 Page 4 of 6 Exhibit A
Scope of Work

resources to develop a preliminary impression of the type and number of cultural 
resources that may be located within the AI and surrounding area. 
Prior to field investigations, HRA will arrange for utility locates to meet the 
requirements of Washington’s Underground Utilities regulations (RCW 19.122). If 
desired by KPFF, the City, or WSDOT, HRA staff will notify the Tribes about the 
schedule for the field survey and invite representatives to visit the fieldwork. HRA 
will conduct a 100-percent archaeological pedestrian survey of the AI 
(approximately 4.0 acres). Survey transects shall be 10 meters apart or less on 
average for the survey; however, narrower transects may be used according to 
the judgment of the field supervisor. The surveyor will seek out and examine all 
ground exposures (e.g., exposed trails, ditches, root-tips, etc.) for evidence of 
subsurface features and/or cultural materials. All survey areas will be drawn on a 
U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) quadrangle map at a scale appropriate to the size 
of the survey area or recorded using a Global Positioning System (GPS) 
instrument, utilizing HRA's standard Data Dictionary.  

The character of the landscape and its potential for containing intact 
archaeological deposits will determine subsurface testing methods. As needed, 
the archaeologist will dig shovel probes to check for archaeological materials 
beneath the ground surface. Up to 50 shovel probes, measuring 30 centimeters 
(cm) in diameter and spaced on grids at roughly 10-meter intervals, will be 
excavated to a depth of at least 50 cm below the surface (cmbs). Probes may be 
terminated at shallower depths if the sediments reveal that substantial ground 
disturbance has previously occurred at a location. All excavated sediments will be 
screened through 0.25-inch mesh to identify any small cultural items that may be 
present. The identification of any subsurface cultural materials in a single shovel 
test will result in the excavation of up to four additional shovel tests in a cruciform 
pattern at a distance of 5 meters, a.k.a., “radial” probes, to determine resource 
boundaries. All probes will be completely backfilled, and their locations will be 
plotted onto a project map.

If archaeological materials are found, they will be analyzed in the field but not 
collected. To the extent possible, they will be identified as to type, material, 
function, and cultural and chronological association. All encountered 
archaeological materials will be documented on DAHP site and isolate forms. 
Draft archaeological site and isolate forms will be submitted to DAHP for review 
and assignment of Smithsonian Trinomials for inclusion with the Final Report 
deliverable. Site boundary polygons, the locations of all features, and all shovel 
probe locations shall be recorded using GPS technology and shown on a site 
sketch map. Photographs will be taken to accompany the form and a sketch map 
will be prepared showing any intrasite resource patterns and the site in relation to 
the surrounding topography and developments. 

Consultant shall survey any architectural resources located within the AI—
approximately 20 historic-period architectural resources. A compliance survey in 
accordance with DAHP’s guidelines for reconnaissance-level architectural survey 
will be performed.
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Upon completion of the fieldwork, Consultant shall notify the client by email of the 
field results. Consultant shall prepare a Cultural Resources Inventory Report 
summarizing the results of the work that reflects professional standards for format 
and content as expressed in the guidelines prepared by DAHP. All reports and 
associated deliverables (DAHP cover sheet, report, appendices, and GIS 
shapefiles, as applicable) will be submitted for comment in electronic format (MS 
Word). 

Following client review of the draft report, Consultant shall address comments and 
finalize the report and upload it and any associated historic property inventory 
forms and/or archaeological isolate or site forms to DAHP’s WISAARD portal. At 
the request of the client, HRA can formally submit the report and forms to DAHP 
for review.

Assumptions
 Consultant will begin background research upon Notice to Proceed (NTP). Fieldwork will 

commence within four weeks of NTP, weather permitting. The draft inventory report will 
be completed within six weeks following completion of the fieldwork; a final report will be 
produced within ten business days after receipt of comments on the draft report. Delays 
resulting from the actions or inaction of other parties cannot be HRA’s responsibility.

 It has been assumed that no archaeological sites or isolates will be identified during this 
work. If archaeological materials are encountered, a scope modification may be 
necessary. In the event that human remains are discovered during the field survey, the 
Sheriff, the Tribes, DAHP, and the City will be immediately notified. Treatment of the 
human remains would be coordinated through consultation among these parties.

Deliverables:

 Draft Cultural Resources Survey Report for review (electronic copy)
 Final Cultural Resources Report, historic property inventory forms and/or archaeological 

isolate or site forms (electronic version in PDF, and up to two [2] hard copies)
 Uploading the Final Report and forms into WISAARD, upon direction of the Client.

TASK 600 – ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION
The Consultant shall prepare environmental documentation in order to position the project for 
grant funding. Documentation shall include:

• Agency and Tribal Consultation and Critical Areas Review/Habitat Management Plan 
Preapplication Meeting

• Hazardous Materials Administrative Review

600.01 Agency and Tribal Consultation
Consultant shall initiate permit and Agency Coordination.  Conduct pre-application 
meeting with City of Spokane Planning, Ecology, WDFW and DNR.  The purpose 
is to ensure that the project is constructible, especially considering the proposal of 
a new river crossing which would put the project under the jurisdiction of the 
Critical Areas Ordinance, Shorelines and involve Floodplains.
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Permitting will not be initiated at this stage.  It is anticipated the Shoreline 
permitting, DNR permitting, and Section 106 and Section 4(f) processes will be the 
longest duration tasks.  

Consultant shall conduct a site visit with the Spokane Tribe and Coeur d’Alene 
Tribe to discuss potential concerns related to work in the area.  

Determine required documentation including ethnographic studies, Habitat 
management Plans, Shoreline Impact Assessments/Conditional Use Permit, 
SEPA, Public Administrative process and other permitting that may be required 
and the anticipated timeframes. This will be covered under a separate scope 
based on the results of the meeting and project impacts.

600.02 Hazardous Materials Assessment
Hazardous Material Assessment Memo- Prepare a Right-sized Hazmat Memo that 
will provide the results of a database search of Ecology, EPA and other databases 
to identify listed hazardous material sites within a 1/2 mile of the project locations.  
It will also identify any other sites with potentially hazardous materials and will 
identify risks associated with the proposed project. A map and table of the listed 
and potential hazardous sites will be provided.  Suggested management 
measures will also be incorporated into the memo.

Assumptions:
 Based on preliminary information the level of documentation is expected to be a 

Categorical Exclusion (CE); however, it will ultimately be based on the significance of 
impacts and the decision of the federal lead agency.  

 Up to 2 days of fieldwork are required. 
 No permit applications will be prepared as part of this scope.
 The project will involve work in wetlands, below OHWM, within a 100-year 

floodway/floodplain and is within the jurisdiction of the Shoreline Master Program and 
the Critical Areas Ordinance. The project will require the following environmental permits 
to be prepared in a subsequent phase of the project:   
 Hydraulic Project Approval (HPA) from Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife
 Section 404 Nationwide Permit from US Army Corps of Engineers
 Section 401 Water Quality Certification from Washington State Department of 

Ecology (Ecology)
 Floodplain Development Permit.
 National Pollutant Discharge System (NPDES) General Construction Permit and 

SWPPP.
 Spokane Critical Areas Permit
 SEPA
 Shorelines Master Program/Conditional Use Permit

It is anticipated the Shoreline permitting, DNR permitting, Floodplains, Wetlands, Habitat 
Management Plan, Mitigation and in water work permitting will be planned due to their long 
timeframes but will not be initiated at this stage due to funding.

Deliverables:
1. Three (3) Meeting agendas and notes from Agency and Tribal meetings
2. Hazardous Materials Assessment Memo



Fee Proposal

Fish Lake Trail Connection Study

KPFF Consulting Engineers and Subconsultants

Description

KPFF

(Civil)
Alta

Andersen 

Environmental
HRA Budinger H2 Survey Total Cost

Task 100 Project Management  $      10,822.01  $             2,416.47  $           4,864.27  $        3,262.00  $                   -    $                   -   21,364.74$          

100.01 Project Team Management & Coordination  $        4,360.87  $                        -   -$             1,456.00$     -$              -$              5,816.87$            

100.02 Project Communication Meetings  $        3,783.69  $             1,602.70 972.85$       786.00$        -$              -$              7,145.24$            

100.03 Invoicing & Monthly Progress Reports  $        2,677.44  $                813.77 3,891.41$    1,020.00$     -$              -$              8,402.63$            

Task 200 Schematic Design  $      61,778.95  $           16,940.12  $                      -    $                   -    $                   -    $                   -   78,719.08$          
200.10 Refine New Alignment and Update CDR  $      12,847.46 14,952.28$        -$                 -$              -$              -$              27,799.74$          
200.11 Schematic Design  $                   -   -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              -$                     

Cover Sheet  $        1,175.72 -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              1,175.72$            
Site Prepatation  $        6,990.21 -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              6,990.21$            
Typical Sections  $                   -   1,987.84$          -$                 -$              -$              -$              1,987.84$            
Site Layout, Alignment and Profile  $      18,640.57 -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              18,640.57$          
Trail Sections  $        2,714.85 -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              2,714.85$            
Wall Plan and Profiles  $        7,588.76 -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              7,588.76$            

Construction Cost Estimate  $        2,330.07 -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              2,330.07$            
Phasing Opportunities  $        1,688.77 -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              1,688.77$            
Identify Utility Conflicts  $        2,757.61 -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              2,757.61$            
(2) Site Visits  $        5,044.92 -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              5,044.92$            

Task 500 Cultural Resources Support  $                   -    $                        -    $                      -    $      18,170.00  $                   -    $                   -   18,170.00$          
500.01 Cultural and Historical Resource Survey  $                   -   -$                   -$                 18,170.00$   -$              -$              18,170.00$          

Task 600 Environmental Documentation  $                   -    $                        -    $           9,881.03  $                   -    $                   -    $                   -   9,881.03$            
600.01 Agency and Tribal Consultation  $                   -   -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              -$                     

Pre-application meeting  $                   -   -$                   972.85$           -$              -$              -$              972.85$               

Tribal Coordination  $                   -   -$                   1,945.71$       -$              -$              -$              1,945.71$            

Summarize Documentation  $                   -   -$                   3,891.41$       -$              -$              -$              3,891.41$            
600.02 Hazardous Material Assessment  $                   -   -$                   -$                 -$              -$              -$              -$                     

Site Visit  $                   -   -$                   1,797.29$       -$              -$              -$              1,797.29$            

Draft Report  $                   -   -$                   699.40$           -$              -$              -$              699.40$               

Reviews and Revisions  $                   -   -$                   574.36$           -$              -$              -$              574.36$               

72,600.96$      19,356.59$            14,745.30$         21,432.00$      -$                  -$                  128,134.84$        

Reimbursable Costs by Firm 910.00$            505.00$                 -$                    570.00$            -$                  -$                  1,985.00$            

Prorated Salary Escalation  by Firm -$                  -$                       -$                    -$                  -$                  -$                  -$                     

Total Project Cost 73,510.96$      19,861.59$            14,745.30$         22,002.00$      -$                  -$                  130,119.84$        

12/13/2019

Total Labor Cost by Firm
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Fee Proposal

Fish Lake Trail Connection Study

KPFF

Description Notes Civil Principal

Structural 

Principal

Project 

Manager

Lead Civil 

Engineer

Lead 

Structural 

Engineer

Civil Design 

Engineer

Structural 

Design 

Engineer

CADD 

Manager CADD Drafter

Project 

Coordinator

Graphic 

Designer Total Hours

Total Direct Salary 

Cost OH (1.3721)

Total DSC+OH 

per Task

Total Fee per 

Task Total per Task

Task 100 Project Management

100.01 Project Team Management & Coordination 24 24 1,632.00$                2,239.27$           3,871.27$           489.60$              4,360.87$           
100.02 Project Communication Meetings 12 12 24 1,416.00$                1,942.89$           3,358.89$           424.80$              3,783.69$           
100.03 Invoicing & Monthly Progress Reports 6 18 24 1,002.00$                1,374.84$           2,376.84$           300.60$              2,677.44$           

Task 200 Schematic Design
200.10 Refine New Alignment and Update CDR 16 68 8 92 4,808.00$                6,597.06$           11,405.06$         1,442.40$           12,847.46$         
200.11 Schematic Design 0 -$                        -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   

Cover Sheet 4 6 10 440.00$                   603.72$              1,043.72$           132.00$              1,175.72$           
Site Prepatation 8 Sheets 2 24 32 58 2,616.00$                3,589.41$           6,205.41$           784.80$              6,990.21$           
Typical Sections 1 Sheets 0 -$                        -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   
Site Layout, Alignment and Profile 16 Sheets 32 64 40 136 6,976.00$                9,571.77$           16,547.77$         2,092.80$           18,640.57$         
Trail Sections 10 Sheets 2 8 12 22 1,016.00$                1,394.05$           2,410.05$           304.80$              2,714.85$           
Wall Plan and Profiles 5 Sheets 10 24 24 58 2,840.00$                3,896.76$           6,736.76$           852.00$              7,588.76$           

Construction Cost Estimate 4 12 16 872.00$                   1,196.47$           2,068.47$           261.60$              2,330.07$           
Phasing Opportunities 4 4 4 12 632.00$                   867.17$              1,499.17$           189.60$              1,688.77$           
Identify Utility Conflicts 4 12 4 20 1,032.00$                1,416.01$           2,448.01$           309.60$              2,757.61$           
(2) Site Visits 16 16 32 1,888.00$                2,590.52$           4,478.52$           566.40$              5,044.92$           

Task 500 Cultural Resources Support

500.01 Cultural and Historical Resource Survey 0 -$                        -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   

Task 600 Environmental Documentation

600.01 Agency and Tribal Consultation 0 -$                        -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   

Pre-application meeting 0 -$                        -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   

Tribal Coordination 0 -$                        -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   

Summarize Documentation 0 -$                        -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   
600.02 Hazardous Material Assessment 0 -$                        -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   

Site Visit 0 -$                        -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   

Draft Report 0 -$                        -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   

Reviews and Revisions 0 -$                        -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   

0 0 132 248 0 0 0 130 0 18 0 528 27,170.00$              37,279.96$         64,449.96$         8,151.00$           72,600.96$         

70.00$             70.00$             68.00$             50.00$             50.00$             40.00$             40.00$             40.00$             35.00$             33.00$             50.00$             Sub-Totals

-$                -$                8,976.00$        12,400.00$      -$                -$                -$                5,200.00$        -$                594.00$           -$                27,170.00$              

137.21% -$                -$                12,315.97$      17,014.04$      -$                -$                -$                7,134.92$        -$                815.03$           -$                37,279.96$              

DSC+OH -$                -$                21,291.97$      29,414.04$      -$                -$                -$                12,334.92$      -$                1,409.03$        -$                64,449.96$              

30% -$                -$                2,692.80$        3,720.00$        -$                -$                -$                1,560.00$        -$                178.20$           -$                8,151.00$                

-$                -$                23,984.77$      33,134.04$      -$                -$                -$                13,894.92$      -$                1,587.23$        -$                72,600.96$              

-$                -$                23,984.77$      33,134.04$      -$                -$                -$                13,894.92$      -$                1,587.23$        -$                72,600.96$              

REIMBURSABLES

Item Quantity Unit Unit Cost Sub-Totals Totals

Reproduction 0 LS -$                -$                -$                

Car Rental 1 Each 150.00$           150.00$           150.00$           

Courier 0 Each -$                -$                -$                

Parking 0 Each -$                -$                -$                

Lodging (GSA @$108) 2 LS 108.00$           216.00$           216.00$           

Per diem (GSA @$61) 4 LS 61.00$             244.00$           244.00$           

Airfare 2 Each 150.00$           300.00$           300.00$           

Total 910.00$           

-$                

(40% of labor * 4% increase)

KPFF Total Project Costs 73,511$       

Prorated Salary Escalation 

Direct Salary Cost (DSC)

Overhead Cost (1.3721 of DSC)

Fee ( 0.3 of DSC)

Fully Burdened Rate

Sub-Total Burdened Labor Cost

12/13/2019

Total Hours per person

Current Hourly Rates
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Fish Lake Trail Connection Study

Alta

Description Notes Sr PLA PLA Designer PC Total Hours

Total Direct Salary 

Cost OH (1.806)

Total DSC+OH 

per Task

Total Fee per 

Task Total per Task

Task 100 Project Management

100.01 Project Team Management & Coordination 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
100.02 Project Communication Meetings 6 6 516.00$                    931.90$               1,447.90$            154.80$               1,602.70$            
100.03 Invoicing & Monthly Progress Reports 2 3 5 262.00$                    473.17$               735.17$               78.60$                 813.77$               

Task 200 Schematic Design
200.10 Refine New Alignment and Update CDR 15 28 24 6 73 4,814.00$                 8,694.08$            13,508.08$          1,444.20$            14,952.28$          
200.11 Schematic Design 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Cover Sheet 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Site Prepatation 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Typical Sections 2 12 14 640.00$                    1,155.84$            1,795.84$            192.00$               1,987.84$            
Site Layout, Alignment and Profile 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Trail Sections 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Wall Plan and Profiles 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Construction Cost Estimate 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Phasing Opportunities 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Identify Utility Conflicts 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
(2) Site Visits 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Task 500 Cultural Resources Support

500.01 Cultural and Historical Resource Survey 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Task 600 Environmental Documentation

600.01 Agency and Tribal Consultation 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Pre-application meeting 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Tribal Coordination 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Summarize Documentation 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
600.02 Hazardous Material Assessment 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Site Visit 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Draft Report 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Reviews and Revisions 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

15 38 36 9 98 6,232.00$                 11,254.99$          17,486.99$          1,869.60$            19,356.59$          

86.00$             86.00$             39.00$             30.00$             Sub-Totals

1,290.00$        3,268.00$        1,404.00$        270.00$           6,232.00$                 

180.60% 2,329.74$        5,902.01$        2,535.62$        487.62$           11,254.99$               

DSC+OH 3,619.74$        9,170.01$        3,939.62$        757.62$           17,486.99$               

30% 387.00$           980.40$           421.20$           81.00$             1,869.60$                 

4,006.74$        10,150.41$      4,360.82$        838.62$           19,356.59$               

4,006.74$        10,150.41$      4,360.82$        838.62$           19,356.59$               

REIMBURSABLES

Item Quantity Unit Unit Cost Sub-Totals Totals

Reproduction 0 LS -$                 -$                 -$                          

Mileage (GSA @.58) 0 miles 0.58$               -$                 -$                          

Courier 0 Each -$                 -$                 -$                          

Parking 0 Each -$                 -$                 -$                          

Lodging (GSA @$108) 1 LS 108.00$           108.00$           108.00$                    

Per diem (GSA @$61) 2 Each 61.00$             122.00$           122.00$                    

Airfare 1 LS 275.00$           275.00$           275.00$                    

Total 505.00$                    

-$                          

(40% of labor * 4% increase)

Alta Total Project Costs 19,862$              

Overhead Cost (1.806 of DSC)

12/13/2019

Total Hours per person

Current Hourly Rates

Direct Salary Cost (DSC)

Fee ( 0.3 of DSC)

Fully Burdened Rate

Sub-Total Burdened Labor Cost

Prorated Salary Escalation 

Page 3 of 5



Fee Proposal

Fish Lake Trail Connection Study

Andersen Environmental

Description Notes

Sr. 

Environmental 

Planner/Biologi

st

Archaeologist/

Environmental 

Specialist

Biological 

Technician/GIS Total Hours

Total Direct Salary 

Cost OH (1.1046)

Total DSC+OH 

per Task

Total Fee per 

Task Total per Task

Task 100 Project Management

100.01 Project Team Management & Coordination 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
100.02 Project Communication Meetings 6 6 404.58$                    446.90$               851.48$               121.37$               972.85$               
100.03 Invoicing & Monthly Progress Reports 24 24 1,618.32$                 1,787.60$            3,405.92$            485.50$               3,891.41$            

Task 200 Schematic Design
200.10 Refine New Alignment and Update CDR 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
200.11 Schematic Design 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Cover Sheet 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Site Prepatation 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Typical Sections 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Site Layout, Alignment and Profile 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Trail Sections 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Wall Plan and Profiles 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Construction Cost Estimate 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Phasing Opportunities 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
Identify Utility Conflicts 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     
(2) Site Visits 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Task 500 Cultural Resources Support

500.01 Cultural and Historical Resource Survey 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Task 600 Environmental Documentation

600.01 Agency and Tribal Consultation 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Pre-application meeting 6 6 404.58$                    446.90$               851.48$               121.37$               972.85$               

Tribal Coordination 12 12 809.16$                    893.80$               1,702.96$            242.75$               1,945.71$            

Summarize Documentation 24 24 1,618.32$                 1,787.60$            3,405.92$            485.50$               3,891.41$            
600.02 Hazardous Material Assessment 0 -$                          -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Site Visit 8 8 16 747.44$                    825.62$               1,573.06$            224.23$               1,797.29$            

Draft Report 2 6 8 290.86$                    321.28$               612.14$               87.26$                 699.40$               

Reviews and Revisions 2 4 6 238.86$                    263.84$               502.70$               71.66$                 574.36$               

84 0 18 0 0 0 0 0 102 6,132.12$                 6,773.54$            12,905.66$          1,839.64$            14,745.30$          

67.43$             30.00$             26.00$             -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 Sub-Totals

5,664.12$        -$                 468.00$           -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 6,132.12$                 

110.46% 6,256.59$        -$                 516.95$           -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 6,773.54$                 

DSC+OH 11,920.71$      -$                 984.95$           -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 12,905.66$               

30% 1,699.24$        -$                 140.40$           -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 1,839.64$                 

13,619.94$      -$                 1,125.35$        -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 14,745.30$               

13,619.94$      -$                 1,125.35$        -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 14,745.30$               

REIMBURSABLES

Item Quantity Unit Unit Cost Sub-Totals Totals

Reproduction 0 LS -$                 -$                 -$                          

Mileage 0 Each -$                 -$                 -$                          

Courier 0 Each -$                 -$                 -$                          

Parking 0 Each -$                 -$                 -$                          

0 LS -$                 -$                 -$                          

0 Each -$                 -$                 -$                          

0 Each -$                 -$                 -$                          

Total -$                          

-$                          

Andersen Environmental Total Project Costs 14,745$              

Overhead Cost (1.1046 of DSC)

12/13/2019

Total Hours per person

Current Hourly Rates

Direct Salary Cost (DSC)

Fee ( 0.3 of DSC)

Fully Burdened Rate

Sub-Total Burdened Labor Cost

Prorated Salary Escalation 

Page 4 of 5



Fee Proposal

Fish Lake Trail Connection Study

Historical Research Associates

Description Notes

Principal 

Archaeologist 

(B Hicks)

Principal 

Architectural 

Historian (N 

Perrin)

Architectural 

Historian 2 (K 

Burk-Hise)

Archaeologist 

2 (A Aymond)

Archaeologist 

1 (T Harriman)

Archaeologist 

3/GIS 

Specialist (G 

Frazier)

Safety 

Coordinator (J 

Gilpin)

Accounting 

Asst (M Stoll)

Editor/Producti

on Assistant (D 

Vogel)

Admin 

Asst/Productio

n Specialist (J 

Frank)

Office 

Mgr/Admin 

Assist (M 

Watson)

Project 

Administrator 

(B Curtis)

Information 

System 

Specialist (D 

Muir) Total Hours

Total Direct Salary 

Cost OH (0)

Total DSC+OH 

per Task

Total Fee per 

Task Total per Task

Task 100 Project Management

100.01 Project Team Management & Coordination 4 4 2 2 2 14 1,456.00$                 -$                    1,456.00$           -$                    1,456.00$           
100.02 Project Communication Meetings 6 6 786.00$                   -$                    786.00$              -$                    786.00$              
100.03 Invoicing & Monthly Progress Reports 6 6 12 1,020.00$                 -$                    1,020.00$           -$                    1,020.00$           

Task 200 Schematic Design
200.10 Refine New Alignment and Update CDR 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    
200.11 Schematic Design 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    

Cover Sheet 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    
Site Prepatation 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    
Typical Sections 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    
Site Layout, Alignment and Profile 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    
Trail Sections 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    
Wall Plan and Profiles 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    

Construction Cost Estimate 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    
Phasing Opportunities 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    
Identify Utility Conflicts 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    
(2) Site Visits 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    

Task 500 Cultural Resources Support

500.01 Cultural and Historical Resource Survey 8 12 40 72 40 8 2 4 4 190 18,170.00$               -$                    18,170.00$         -$                    18,170.00$         

Task 600 Environmental Documentation

600.01 Agency and Tribal Consultation 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    

Pre-application meeting 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    

Tribal Coordination 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    

Summarize Documentation 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    
600.02 Hazardous Material Assessment 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    

Site Visit 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    

Draft Report 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    

Reviews and Revisions 0 -$                         -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    

8 22 50 72 40 8 2 6 4 4 2 2 2 222 21,432.00$               -$                    21,432.00$         -$                    21,432.00$         

198.00$           131.00$           86.00$             91.00$             80.00$             115.00$           115.00$           84.00$             94.00$             74.00$             65.00$             99.00$             130.00$           Sub-Totals

1,584.00$        2,882.00$        4,300.00$        6,552.00$        3,200.00$        920.00$           230.00$           504.00$           376.00$           296.00$           130.00$           198.00$           260.00$           21,432.00$               

0.00% -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                         

DSC+OH 1,584.00$        2,882.00$        4,300.00$        6,552.00$        3,200.00$        920.00$           230.00$           504.00$           376.00$           296.00$           130.00$           198.00$           260.00$           21,432.00$               

0% -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                         

1,584.00$        2,882.00$        4,300.00$        6,552.00$        3,200.00$        920.00$           230.00$           504.00$           376.00$           296.00$           130.00$           198.00$           260.00$           21,432.00$               

1,584.00$        2,882.00$        4,300.00$        6,552.00$        3,200.00$        920.00$           230.00$           504.00$           376.00$           296.00$           130.00$           198.00$           260.00$           21,432.00$               

REIMBURSABLES

Item Quantity Unit Unit Cost Sub-Totals Totals

Travel - Vehicle (4 wheel dr) 1 LS 40.00$             40.00$             40.00$                     

Travel - Vehicle Mileage 100 Each 0.56$               56.00$             56.00$                     

Ground Tranportation/Parking 5 Each 5.00$               25.00$             25.00$                     

Personal Protective Equipment 1 LS 250.00$           250.00$           250.00$                   

GPS Unit 1 Each 65.00$             65.00$             65.00$                     

Tablet/Day 2 Each 20.00$             40.00$             40.00$                     

Digital Camera Use/Day 1 Each 2.00$               2.00$               2.00$                       

Digital Camera Image 200 Each 0.10$               20.00$             20.00$                     

DVD Data/DVD 1 Each 15.00$             15.00$             15.00$                     

Report Production 200 Each 0.15$               30.00$             30.00$                     

Administrative Fee (5%) 5 % 27.00$             27.00$                     

Total 570.00$                   

-$                         

Historical Research Associates Total Project Costs 22,002$              

Overhead Cost (0 of DSC)

12/13/2019

Total Hours per person

Current Hourly Rates

Direct Salary Cost (DSC)

Fee ( 0 of DSC)

Fully Burdened Rate

Sub-Total Burdened Labor Cost

Prorated Salary Escalation 

Page 5 of 5
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City Clerk's No. 2020-0096
Engineering Project No. 2016089

This Contract Amendment / Extension is made and entered into by and between the CITY 
OF SPOKANE as (“City”), a Washington municipal corporation, and KPFF CONSULTING 
ENGINEERS, INC., whose address is 1601 Fifth Avenue, Suite 1600 Seattle, Washington, 98101 
as (“Consultant”), individually hereafter referenced as a “party”, and together as the “parties”.

WHEREAS, the parties entered into a Contract wherein the Consultant agreed to perform 
the Fish Lake Trail Connection Study for the City; and

WHEREAS, a change or revision of the Work has been requested, and the Contract time 
for performance needs to be extended, thus, the original Contract needs to be formally Amended 
and Extended by this written document; and

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of these terms, the parties mutually agree as 
follows:

1. CONTRACT DOCUMENTS. 
The Contract, dated May 12, 2021, any previous amendments, addendums and / or extensions / 
renewals thereto, are incorporated by reference into this document as though written in full and 
shall remain in full force and effect except as provided herein.

2. EFFECTIVE DATE.
This Contract Amendment / Extension shall become effective on April 1, 2021 and shall be 
extended to December 31, 2021.

3. ADDITIONAL WORK.
The original Contract is amended to include the attached Phase II Scope of Work and Fee 
Proposal.

4. COMPENSATION.
The City shall pay an additional amount not to exceed EIGHTY TWO THOUSAND THREE 
HUNDRED FIFTY FIVE AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($82,355.00), and applicable sales tax, for 
everything furnished and done under this Contract Amendment / Extension.  This is the maximum 
amount to be paid under this Amendment / Extension, and shall not be exceeded without the prior 
written authorization of the City, memorialized with the same formality as the original Contract 
and this document.

City of Spokane

CONTRACT AMENDMENT / EXTENSION

Title: FISH LAKE TRAIL 
CONNECTION STUDY



2

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, in consideration of the terms, conditions and covenants contained, or 
attached and incorporated and made a part, the parties have executed this Contract Amendment 
/ Extension by having legally-binding representatives affix their signatures below.

KPFF CONSULTING ENGINEERS, INC. CITY OF SPOKANE

By_________________________________ By_________________________________
Signature Date Signature Date

___________________________________ ___________________________________
Type or Print Name Type or Print Name

___________________________________ ___________________________________
Title Title

Attest: Approved as to form:

________________________________ ________________________________
City Clerk Assistant City Attorney

Attachments that are part of this Agreement:
Phase II Scope of Work and Fee Proposal

21-128



Date Rec’d 7/13/2021

Clerk’s File # OPR 2021-0479
Agenda Sheet for City Council Meeting of:
07/26/2021 

Renews #
Submitting Dept FIRE Cross Ref #
Contact Name/Phone JULIE O'BERG  625-7003 Project #
Contact E-Mail JOBERG@SPOKANECITY.ORG Bid #
Agenda Item Type Contract Item Requisition #
Agenda Item Name 1440 - ACCEPTANCE OF AFG TRAINING GRANT

Agenda Wording
Acceptance of grant award through FEMA/Homeland Security in the amount of $82,994.29 with a 10% match 
from local funds. Grant ID. EMW-2020-FG-15438

Summary (Background)
Spokane Fire was recently awarded grant funding from FEMA and the Dept. of Homeland Security to be used 
for training and travel costs. Grant funded will be used to support the following training opportunities: • 
Technical Search Specialist • MUSAR Trench Technician • Heavy Rescue Specialist  • Spec Rescue Squad Officer  
Grant period 06/04/2021 through 06/03/2023

Lease? NO Grant related? YES Public Works?      NO
Fiscal Impact Budget Account
Revenue $ 82,994.59 # 1440-93543-99999-33197-99999
Expense $ 82,994.59 # 1440-93543-22200-VARIOUS
Select $ # 
Select $ # 
Approvals Council Notifications
Dept Head SCHAEFFER, BRIAN Study Session\Other PSCHC Meeting 

07/12/2021
Division Director SCHAEFFER, BRIAN Council Sponsor Councilmember Kinnear
Finance SCHMITT, KEVIN Distribution List
Legal ODLE, MARI joberg@spokanecity.org
For the Mayor PICCOLO, MIKE kschmitt@spokanecity.org
Additional Approvals fireaccounting@spokanecity.org
Purchasing
GRANTS, 
CONTRACTS & 
PURCHASING

STOPHER, SALLY



Award Letter
U.S. Department of Homeland Security

Washington, D.C. 20472

Effective date: 05/28/2021

Kevin Schmitt
SPOKANE, CITY OF
808 W. SPOKANE FALLS BLVD
SPOKANE, WA 99201

EMW-2020-FG-15438

Dear Kevin Schmitt,

Congratulations on behalf of the Department of Homeland Security. Your application submitted for
the Fiscal Year (FY) 2020 Assistance to Firefighters Grant (AFG) Grant funding opportunity has
been approved in the amount of $82,994.59 in Federal funding. As a condition of this grant, you
are required to contribute non-Federal funds equal to or greater than 10.0% of the Federal funds
awarded, or $8,299.46 for a total approved budget of $91,294.05. Please see the FY 2020 AFG
Notice of Funding Opportunity for information on how to meet this cost share requirement.

Before you request and receive any of the Federal funds awarded to you, you must establish
acceptance of the award through the FEMA Grants Outcomes (FEMA GO) system. By accepting
this award, you acknowledge that the terms of the following documents are incorporated into the
terms of your award:

Summary Award Memo - included in this document
Agreement Articles - included in this document
Obligating Document - included in this document
2020 AFG Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) - incorporated by reference

Please make sure you read, understand, and maintain a copy of these documents in your official
file for this award.

Sincerely,

Christopher Logan
Acting Assistant Administrator
Grant Programs Directorate



Summary Award Memo
Program: Fiscal Year 2020 Assistance to Firefighters Grant
Recipient: SPOKANE, CITY OF
DUNS number: 115528189
Award number: EMW-2020-FG-15438

Summary description of award
The purpose of the Assistance to Firefighters Grant program is to protect the health and safety of
the public and firefighting personnel against fire and fire-related hazards. After careful
consideration, FEMA has determined that the recipient`s project or projects submitted as part of
the recipient`s application and detailed in the project narrative as well as the request details
section of the application - including budget information - was consistent with the Assistance to
Firefighters Grant Program`s purpose and was worthy of award.

Except as otherwise approved as noted in this award, the information you provided in your
application for FY 2020 Fiscal Year (FY) 2020 Assistance to Firefighters Grants funding is
incorporated into the terms and conditions of this award. This includes any documents submitted
as part of the application.

Amount awarded table
The amount of the award is detailed in the attached Obligating Document for Award.

The following are the budgeted estimates for object classes for this award (including Federal
share plus your cost share, if applicable):



Approved scope of work
After review of your application, FEMA has approved the below scope of work. Justifications are
provided for any differences between the scope of work in the original application and the
approved scope of work under this award. You must submit scope or budget revision requests for
FEMA`s prior approval, via an amendment request, as appropriate per 2 C.F.R. § 200.308 and
the FY2020 AFG NOFO.

Approved request details:

Personal Protective Equipment (PPE)

Object Class Total

Personnel $0.00

Fringe benefits $0.00

Travel $0.00

Equipment $0.00

Supplies $0.00

Contractual $0.00

Construction $0.00

Other $91,294.05

Indirect charges $0.00

Federal $82,994.59

Non-federal $8,299.46

Total $91,294.05

Program Income $0.00



Boots

DESCRIPTION

Boots for 12 team members

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 12 to 0
Price from $300.00 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Helmets

DESCRIPTION

Helmets with headlamps

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 12 to 0
Price from $269.00 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Equipment

Additional funding

DESCRIPTION

Sales Tax

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

Indirect chargesCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $607.69 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Bipod Kit

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $5,297.20 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

5/8 master link

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 2 to 0
Price from $42.90 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

1" crosby bow shackle

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 4 to 0
Price from $65.90 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

L-Trench Adapter Set

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $526.30 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

AcmeThread Strut Driver Retro Fit Kit

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 2 to 0
Price from $2,696.10 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

LongShore Strut 406

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 2 to 0
Price from $1,314.80 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

1/2 gr100 chain sling

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $910.08 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

AcmeThread Strut 25-36

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 6 to 0
Price from $523.45 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Base - Contour

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 4 to 0
Price from $204.25 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Waler System

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $9,758.40 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Hitch Base

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $795.15 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Snatch Block 8 ton

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 2 to 0
Price from $594.00 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Outside Mechanical Thrust Block

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $683.05 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

crosby eliminator sling

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $646.18 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Base - Channel Base US: 4"x4"

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 4 to 0
Price from $141.55 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Tow Vehicles

DESCRIPTION

8.5x20 cargo trailer with outfitting

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $14,805.00 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Acme Thread Strut 12-15

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 2 to 0
Price from $315.40 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Base - Square Swivel Base 6 in

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 9 to 0
Price from $308.75 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

LongShore Strut 304

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 2 to 0
Price from $1,093.45 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

AcmeThread Strut 19-25

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 4 to 0
Price from $454.10 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

MONOPOD KIT

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $4,294.00 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Master Control Kit

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $3,565.35 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Inside Mechanical Thrust Block

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $468.35 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Griphoist

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 2 to 0
Price from $2,750.00 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Flying Raker Kit

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $2,769.25 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Additional funding

DESCRIPTION

Sales Tax

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

Indirect chargesCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $8,414.00 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Strut Extension 24

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 4 to 0
Price from $237.50 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Strut Extension 6

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 4 to 0
Price from $171.95 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Base - Convex Multi Base

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 4 to 0
Price from $289.75 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Ratchet Belt with Finger Hook 27ft

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 2 to 0
Price from $128.25 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Base - Multi Chain Base

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 4 to 0
Price from $550.05 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Air Bag Control Fittings

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $500.00 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Strut Extension 12

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 4 to 0
Price from $186.20 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Standard to Absolute Raker Upgrade Kit

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 1 to 0
Price from $15,215.20 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

4" web sling x20'

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 2 to 0
Price from $93.64 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.



Training

Specialized Equipment (Other)

DESCRIPTION

Base - Hinged Base Plate 12" w/ ring

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL BUDGET
CLASS

EquipmentCost 1 0 $0.00 $0.00

CHANGE FROM APPLICATION

Quantity from 2 to 0
Price from $544.35 to $0.00

JUSTIFICATION
This reduction is due to the score your project received at panels relative to other projects.

Rescue

DESCRIPTION

Heavy Equipment Rigging Specialist FEMA Ohio Task Force - 40 hour course

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL
2 $3,806.00 $7,612.00

BUDGET CLASS

Other



Rescue

DESCRIPTION

Urban Search and Rescue Technical Search Specialist TEEX Emergency Services
Training Institute 28 hour class for two members.

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL
2 $3,763.50 $7,527.00

BUDGET CLASS

Other

Rescue

DESCRIPTION

US&R Structural Collapse Technician Spokane Fire Department Training Center 80 hour
Course

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL
9 $3,184.45 $28,660.05

BUDGET CLASS

Other

Rescue

DESCRIPTION

Heavy Vehicle Rescue Outside Training Venue - yet to be determined 24 hour class

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL
4 $2,270.00 $9,080.00

BUDGET CLASS

Other



Rescue

DESCRIPTION

Ropes/CS/Trench Tech Class for 15 attendees

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL
15 $2,561.00 $38,415.00

BUDGET CLASS

Other
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Article 1 Assurances, Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles,
Representations and Certifications
DHS financial assistance recipients must complete either the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) Standard Form 424B Assurances – Non-
Construction Programs, or OMB Standard Form 424D Assurances –
Construction Programs, as applicable. Certain assurances in these documents
may not be applicable to your program, and the DHS financial assistance office
(DHS FAO) may require applicants to certify additional assurances. Applicants
are required to fill out the assurances applicable to their program as instructed
by the awarding agency. Please contact the DHS FAO if you have any
questions. DHS financial assistance recipients are required to follow the
applicable provisions of the Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost
Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards located at Title 2, Code
of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) Part 200, and adopted by DHS at 2 C.F.R. Part
3002. By accepting this agreement, the recipient and its executives, as defined
in 2 C.F.R. § 170.315, certify that the recipient policies are in accordance with
OMB guidance located at 2 C.F.R. Part 200, all applicable federal laws, and
relevant Executive guidance.



Article 2 DHS Specific Acknowledgements and Assurances
All recipients, subrecipients, successors, transferees, and assignees must
acknowledge and agree to comply with applicable provisions governing DHS
access to records, accounts, documents, information, facilities, and staff. 1.
Recipients must cooperate with any compliance reviews or compliance
investigations conducted by DHS. 2. Recipients must give DHS access to, and
the right to examine and copy, records, accounts, and other documents and
sources of information related to the federal financial assistance award and
permit access to facilities, personnel, and other individuals and information as
may be necessary, as required by DHS regulations and other applicable laws or
program guidance. 3. Recipients must submit timely, complete, and accurate
reports to the appropriate DHS officials and maintain appropriate backup
documentation to support the reports. 4. Recipients must comply with all other
special reporting, data collection, and evaluation requirements, as prescribed
by law or detailed in program guidance. 5. Recipients of federal financial
assistance from DHS must complete the DHS Civil Rights Evaluation Tool
within thirty (30) days of receipt of the Notice of Award or, for State
Administrative Agencies, thirty (30) days from receipt of the DHS Civil Rights
Evaluation Tool from DHS or its awarding component agency. After the initial
submission for the first award under which this term applies, recipients are
required to provide this information once every two (2) years if they have an
active award, not every time an award is made. Recipients should submit the
completed tool, including supporting materials, to
CivilRightsEvaluation@hq.dhs.gov. This tool clarifies the civil rights obligations
and related reporting requirements contained in the DHS Standard Terms and
Conditions. Subrecipients are not required to complete and submit this tool to
DHS. The evaluation tool can be found at https://www.dhs.gov/publication/dhs-
civil-rights-evaluation-tool. The DHS Office for Civil Rights and Civil Liberties
will consider, in its discretion, granting an extension if the recipient identifies
steps and a timeline for completing the tool. Recipients should request
extensions by emailing the request to CivilRightsEvaluation@hq.dhs.gov prior
to expiration of the 30-day deadline.

Article 3 Acknowledgement of Federal Funding from DHS
Recipients must acknowledge their use of federal funding when issuing
statements, press releases, requests for proposal, bid invitations, and other
documents describing projects or programs funded in whole or in part with
federal funds.

Article 4 Activities Conducted Abroad
Recipients must ensure that project activities carried on outside the United
States are coordinated as necessary with appropriate government authorities
and that appropriate licenses, permits, or approvals are obtained.



Article 5 Age Discrimination Act of 1975
Recipients must comply with the requirements of the Age Discrimination Act of
1975, Pub. L. No. 94-135 (1975) (codified as amended at Title 42, U.S. Code, §
6101 et seq.), which prohibits discrimination on the basis of age in any program
or activity receiving federal financial assistance.

Article 6 Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990
Recipients must comply with the requirements of Titles I, II, and III of the
Americans with Disabilities Act, Pub. L. No. 101-336 (1990) (codified as
amended at 42 U.S.C. §§ 12101–12213), which prohibits recipients from
discriminating on the basis of disability in the operation of public entities, public
and private transportation systems, places of public accommodation, and
certain testing entities.

Article 7 Best Practices for Collection and Use of Personally Identifiable
Information
Recipients who collect personally identifiable information (PII) are required to
have a publicly available privacy policy that describes standards on the usage
and maintenance of the PII they collect. DHS defines PII as any information that
permits the identity of an individual to be directly or indirectly inferred, including
any information that is linked or linkable to that individual. Recipients may also
find the DHS Privacy Impact Assessments: Privacy Guidance at
http://www.dhs.gov/xlibrary/assets/privacy/privacy_pia_guidance_june2010.pdf
and Privacy Template at
https://www.dhs.gov/sites/default/files/publications/privacy_pia_template
2017.pdf as useful resources respectively.

Article 8 Civil Rights Act of 1964 – Title VI
Recipients must comply with the requirements of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964 (codified as amended at 42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq.), which provides
that no person in the United States will, on the grounds of race, color, or
national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or
be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal
financial assistance. DHS implementing regulations for the Act are found at 6
C.F.R. Part 21 and 44 C.F.R. Part 7.



Article 9 Civil Rights Act of 1968
Recipients must comply with Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968, Pub. L.
No. 90-284, as amended through Pub. L. 113-4, which prohibits recipients from
discriminating in the sale, rental, financing, and advertising of dwellings, or in
the provision of services in connection therewith, on the basis of race, color,
national origin, religion, disability, familial status, and sex (see 42 U.S.C. § 3601
et seq.), as implemented by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development at 24 C.F.R. Part 100. The prohibition on disability discrimination
includes the requirement that new multifamily housing with four or more
dwelling units—i.e., the public and common use areas and individual apartment
units (all units in buildings with elevators and ground-floor units in buildings
without elevators)—be designed and constructed with certain accessible
features. (See 24 C.F.R. Part 100, Subpart D.)

Article 10 Copyright
Recipients must affix the applicable copyright notices of 17 U.S.C. §§ 401 or
402 and an acknowledgement of U.S. Government sponsorship (including the
award number) to any work first produced under federal financial assistance
awards.

Article 11 Debarment and Suspension
Recipients are subject to the non-procurement debarment and suspension
regulations implementing Executive Orders (E.O.) 12549 and 12689, which are
at 2 C.F.R. Part 180 as adopted by DHS at 2 C.F.R. Part 3000. These
regulations restrict federal financial assistance awards, subawards, and
contracts with certain parties that are debarred, suspended, or otherwise
excluded from or ineligible for participation in federal assistance programs or
activities.

Article 12 Drug-Free Workplace Regulations
Recipients must comply with drug-free workplace requirements in Subpart B (or
Subpart C, if the recipient is an individual) of 2 C.F.R. Part 3001, which adopts
the Government-wide implementation (2 C.F.R. Part 182) of Sec. 5152-5158 of
the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988 (41 U.S.C. §§ 8101-8106).

Article 13 Duplication of Benefits
Any cost allocable to a particular federal financial assistance award provided for
in 2 C.F.R. Part 200, Subpart E may not be charged to other federal financial
assistance awards to overcome fund deficiencies; to avoid restrictions imposed
by federal statutes, regulations, or federal financial assistance award terms and
conditions; or for other reasons. However, these prohibitions would not preclude
recipients from shifting costs that are allowable under two or more awards in
accordance with existing federal statutes, regulations, or the federal financial
assistance award terms and conditions.



Article 14 Education Amendments of 1972 (Equal Opportunity in Education Act) –
Title IX
Recipients must comply with the requirements of Title IX of the Education
Amendments of 1972, Pub. L. 92-318 (1972) (codified as amended at 20
U.S.C. § 1681 et seq.), which provide that no person in the United States will,
on the basis of sex, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of,
or be subjected to discrimination under any educational program or activity
receiving federal financial assistance. DHS implementing regulations are
codified at 6 C.F.R. Part 17 and 44 C.F.R. Part 19.

Article 15 Energy Policy and Conservation Act
Recipients must comply with the requirements of the Energy Policy and
Conservation Act, Pub. L. 94- 163 (1975) (codified as amended at 42 U.S.C. §
6201 et seq.), which contain policies relating to energy efficiency that are
defined in the state energy conservation plan issued in compliance with this Act.

Article 16 False Claims Act and Program Fraud Civil Remedies
Recipients must comply with the requirements of the False Claims Act, 31
U.S.C. §§ 3729-3733, which prohibit the submission of false or fraudulent
claims for payment to the federal government. (See 31 U.S.C. §§ 3801-3812,
which details the administrative remedies for false claims and statements
made.)

Article 17 Federal Debt Status
All recipients are required to be non-delinquent in their repayment of any federal
debt. Examples of relevant debt include delinquent payroll and other taxes,
audit disallowances, and benefit overpayments. (See OMB Circular A-129.)

Article 18 Federal Leadership on Reducing Text Messaging while Driving
Recipients are encouraged to adopt and enforce policies that ban text
messaging while driving as described in E.O. 13513, including conducting
initiatives described in Section 3(a) of the Order when on official government
business or when performing any work for or on behalf of the federal
government.

Article 19 Fly America Act of 1974
Recipients must comply with Preference for U.S. Flag Air Carriers (air carriers
holding certificates under 49 U.S.C. § 41102) for international air transportation
of people and property to the extent that such service is available, in
accordance with the International Air Transportation Fair Competitive Practices
Act of 1974, 49 U.S.C. § 40118, and the interpretative guidelines issued by the
Comptroller General of the United States in the March 31, 1981, amendment to
Comptroller General Decision B-138942.



Article 20 Hotel and Motel Fire Safety Act of 1990
In accordance with Section 6 of the Hotel and Motel Fire Safety Act of 1990, 15
U.S.C. § 2225a, recipients must ensure that all conference, meeting,
convention, or training space funded in whole or in part with federal funds
complies with the fire prevention and control guidelines of the Federal Fire
Prevention and Control Act of 1974, (codified as amended at 15 U.S.C. § 2225.)

Article 21 Limited English Proficiency (Civil Rights Act of 1964, Title VI)
Recipients must comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, (42 U.S.C.
§ 2000d et seq.) prohibition against discrimination on the basis of national
origin, which requires that recipients of federal financial assistance take
reasonable steps to provide meaningful access to persons with limited English
proficiency (LEP) to their programs and services. For additional assistance and
information regarding language access obligations, please refer to the DHS
Recipient Guidance: https://www.dhs.gov/guidance- published-help-
department- supported-organizations-provide-meaningful-access-people-
limited and additional resources on http://www.lep.gov.

Article 22 Lobbying Prohibitions
Recipients must comply with 31 U.S.C. § 1352, which provides that none of the
funds provided under a federal financial assistance award may be expended by
the recipient to pay any person to influence, or attempt to influence an officer or
employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of
Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with any
federal action related to a federal award or contract, including any extension,
continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification.

Article 23 National Environmental Policy Act
Recipients must comply with the requirements of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), Pub. L. 91-190 (1970) (codified as amended at 42
U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ)
Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA, which require
recipients to use all practicable means within their authority, and consistent with
other essential considerations of national policy, to create and maintain
conditions under which people and nature can exist in productive harmony and
fulfill the social, economic, and other needs of present and future generations of
Americans.

Article 24 Nondiscrimination in Matters Pertaining to Faith-Based Organizations
It is DHS policy to ensure the equal treatment of faith- based organizations in
social service programs administered or supported by DHS or its component
agencies, enabling those organizations to participate in providing important
social services to beneficiaries. Recipients must comply with the equal
treatment policies and requirements contained in 6 C.F.R. Part 19 and other
applicable statues, regulations, and guidance governing the participations of
faith-based organizations in individual DHS programs.



Article 25 Non-Supplanting Requirement
Recipients receiving federal financial assistance awards made under programs
that prohibit supplanting by law must ensure that federal funds do not replace
(supplant) funds that have been budgeted for the same purpose through non-
federal sources.

Article 26 Notice of Funding Opportunity Requirements
All the instructions, guidance, limitations, and other conditions set forth in the
Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) for this program are incorporated here
by reference in the award terms and conditions. All recipients must comply with
any such requirements set forth in the program NOFO.

Article 27 Patents and Intellectual Property Rights
Recipients are subject to the Bayh-Dole Act, 35 U.S.C. § 200 et seq, unless
otherwise provided by law. Recipients are subject to the specific requirements
governing the development, reporting, and disposition of rights to inventions
and patents resulting from federal financial assistance awards located at 37
C.F.R. Part 401 and the standard patent rights clause located at 37 C.F.R. §
401.14.

Article 28 Procurement of Recovered Materials
States, political subdivisions of states, and their contractors must comply with
Section 6002 of the Solid Waste Disposal Act, Pub. L. 89-272 (1965), (codified
as amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, 42 U.S.C. §
6962.) The requirements of Section 6002 include procuring only items
designated in guidelines of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) at 40
C.F.R. Part 247 that contain the highest percentage of recovered materials
practicable, consistent with maintaining a satisfactory level of competition.

Article 29 Rehabilitation Act of 1973
Recipients must comply with the requirements of Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Pub. L. 93-112 (1973) (codified as amended at 29
U.S.C. § 794) which provides that no otherwise qualified handicapped
individuals in the United States will, solely by reason of the handicap, be
excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to
discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal financial
assistance.



Article 30 Reporting of Matters Related to Recipient Integrity and Performance
If the total value of any currently active grants, cooperative agreements, and
procurement contracts from all federal awarding agencies exceeds
$10,000,000 for any period of time during the period of performance of this
federal award, then the recipients must comply with the requirements set forth
in the government-wide Award Term and Condition for Recipient Integrity and
Performance Matters located at 2 C.F.R. Part 200, Appendix XII, the full text of
which is incorporated here by reference in the award terms and conditions.

Article 31 Reporting Subawards and Executive Compensation
Recipients are required to comply with the requirements set forth in the
government-wide award term on Reporting Subawards and Executive
Compensation located at 2 C.F.R. Part 170, Appendix A, the full text of which is
incorporated here by reference in the award terms and conditions.

Article 32 SAFECOM
Recipients receiving federal financial assistance awards made under programs
that provide emergency communication equipment and its related activities
must comply with the SAFECOM Guidance for Emergency Communication
Grants, including provisions on technical standards that ensure and enhance
interoperable communications.

Article 33 Terrorist Financing
Recipients must comply with E.O. 13224 and U.S. laws that prohibit
transactions with, and the provisions of resources and support to, individuals
and organizations associated with terrorism. Recipients are legally responsible
to ensure compliance with the Order and laws.

Article 34 Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 (TVPA)
Recipients must comply with the requirements of the government-wide financial
assistance award term which implements Section 106(g) of the Trafficking
Victims Protection Act of 2000 (TVPA), codified as amended at 22 U.S.C. §
7104. The award term is located at 2 C.F.R. § 175.15, the full text of which is
incorporated here by reference.

Article 35 Universal Identifier and System of Award Management
Recipients are required to comply with the requirements set forth in the
government-wide financial assistance award term regarding the System for
Award Management and Universal Identifier Requirements located at 2 C.F.R.
Part 25, Appendix A, the full text of which is incorporated here by reference.



Article 36 USA PATRIOT Act of 2001
Recipients must comply with requirements of Section 817 of the Uniting and
Strengthening America by Providing Appropriate Tools Required to Intercept
and Obstruct Terrorism Act of 2001 (USA PATRIOT Act), Pub. L. No. 107-56,
which amends 18 U.S.C. §§ 175–175c.

Article 37 Use of DHS Seal, Logo and Flags
Recipients must obtain permission from their DHS FAO prior to using the DHS
seal(s), logos, crests or reproductions of flags or likenesses of DHS agency
officials, including use of the United States Coast Guard seal, logo, crests or
reproductions of flags or likenesses of Coast Guard officials.

Article 38 Whistleblower Protection Act
Recipients must comply with the statutory requirements for whistleblower
protections (if applicable) at 10 U.S.C § 2409, 41 U.S.C. § 4712, and 10 U.S.C.
§ 2324, 41 U.S.C. §§ 4304 and 4310.

Article 39 Acceptance of Post Award Changes
In the event FEMA determines that changes are necessary to the award
document after an award has been made, including changes to period of
performance or terms and conditions, recipients will be notified of the changes
in writing. Once notification has been made, any subsequent request for funds
will indicate recipient acceptance of the changes to the award. Please call the
FEMA/GMD Call Center at (866) 927-5646 or via e-mail to ASK-
GMD@fema.dhs.gov if you have any questions.

Article 40 Prior Approval for Modification of Approved Budget
Before making any change to the FEMA approved budget for this award, you
must request prior written approval from FEMA where required by 2 C.F.R. §
200.308. FEMA is also utilizing its discretion to impose an additional restriction
under 2 C.F.R. § 200.308(f) regarding the transfer of funds among direct cost
categories, programs, functions, or activities. Therefore, for awards with an
approved budget where the federal share is greater than the simplified
acquisition threshold (currently $250,000), you may not transfer funds among
direct cost categories, programs, functions, or activities without prior written
approval from FEMA where the cumulative amount of such transfers exceeds or
is expected to exceed ten percent (10%) of the total budget FEMA last
approved. You must report any deviations from your FEMA approved budget in
the first Federal Financial Report (SF-425) you submit following any budget
deviation, regardless of whether the budget deviation requires prior written
approval.



Article 41 Disposition of Equipment Acquired Under the Federal Award
When original or replacement equipment acquired under this award by the
recipient or its subrecipients is no longer needed for the original project or
program or for other activities currently or previously supported by a federal
awarding agency, you must request instructions from FEMA to make proper
disposition of the equipment pursuant to 2 C.F.R. § 200.313.

Article 42 Environmental Planning and Historic Preservation (EHP) Review
DHS/FEMA funded activities that may require an EHP review are subject to the
FEMA Environmental Planning and Historic Preservation (EHP) review process.
This review does not address all federal, state, and local requirements.
Acceptance of federal funding requires recipient to comply with all federal,
state, and local laws. DHS/FEMA is required to consider the potential impacts
to natural and cultural resources of all projects funded by DHS/FEMA grant
funds, through its EHP Review process, as mandated by the National
Environmental Policy Act; National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as
amended; National Flood Insurance Program regulations; and, any other
applicable laws and Executive Orders. To access the FEMA EHP screening
form and instructions, go to the DHS/FEMA website at:
https://www.fema.gov/media-library/assets/documents/90195. In order to
initiate EHP review of your project(s), you must complete all relevant sections of
this form and submit it to the Grant Programs Directorate (GPD) along with all
other pertinent project information. The EHP review process must be completed
before funds are released to carry out the proposed project; otherwise,
DHS/FEMA may not be able to fund the project due to noncompliance with EHP
laws, executive order, regulations, and policies. If ground disturbing activities
occur during construction, applicant will monitor ground disturbance, and if any
potential archeological resources are discovered, applicant will immediately
cease work in that area and notify the pass-through entity, if applicable, and
DHS/FEMA.
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Briefing Paper
Public Safety and Community Health

Division & Department: Public Safety

Subject: AFG Grant
Date: 6/24/21
Author (email & phone): Julie O’Berg          joberg@spokanecity.org

City Council Sponsor: Councilmember Kinnear
Executive Sponsor: Brian Schaeffer

Committee(s) Impacted: Public Safety & Community Health Committee

Type of Agenda item:   ☐    Consent          ☒    Discussion        ☐  Strategic Initiative
Alignment: (link agenda item to 
guiding document – i.e., Master 
Plan, Budget , Comp Plan, Policy, 
Charter, Strategic Plan)

Budget

Strategic Initiative: Emergency Tech and Rescue Training
Deadline:
Outcome: Accept an Assistance to Firefighter Grant through FEMA for 

$91,294.05
Background/History: 
The SFD Technical Training Team operates under the operations division of the SFD. The 
team is essential to the health and safety of the community of Spokane. The Team is equipped 
to respond in a variety of response models determined by the needs of the response. They 
specialize in search and technical rescue. To maintain competencies, the team must continually 
train to best practices in each separate discipline to include rope, confined space, trench, 
machinery and urban search and rescue. 
The team strives to train and grow and utilize techniques that are considered best practice. This 
grant will move forward those goals.                                                                                                                                                                    

Executive Summary:

The award is $82,994.29 plus a 10% match from existing resources of $ 8,299.46 for a total  award of 
$ 91,294.05 and will support the following training opportunities:

 Technical Search Specialist
 MUSAR Trench Technician
 Heavy Rescue Specialist 
 Spec Rescue Squad Officer

Budget Impact:
Approved in current year budget? ☐Yes ☒No ☐N/A
Annual/Reoccurring expenditure? ☒Yes ☐No ☐N/A
If new, specify funding source: Reclassify current expenses
Other budget impacts: (revenue generating, match requirements, etc.)
Operations Impact:
Consistent with current operations/policy? ☒Yes ☐No ☐N/A
Requires change in current operations/policy? ☐Yes ☒No ☐N/A
Specify changes required: 
Known challenges/barriers: Known challenges/barriers:

mailto:joberg@spokanecity.org
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Agenda Item Name 0680-POLICE-JAG 21 CONTRACT-MOU W/SPOKANE COUNTY

Agenda Wording
MOU Agreement between Spokane County and City of Spokane to apply and split 2021 FY Edward Byrne 
Memorial JAG Grant totaling $176,381.

Summary (Background)
The Spokane Police Department in collaboration with the Spokane County Sheriff's Office wishes to submit a 
request for funding for a joint proposal under the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) 
Program.  A grant application will be submitted in total for $176,381, which will be split as follows: City - 
$97,010 and County - $79,371. MOU is required for Application and submittal of grant application and 
drawdown of funds.

Lease? NO Grant related? YES Public Works?      NO
Fiscal Impact Budget Account
Neutral $ # 
Select $ # 
Select $ # 
Select $ # 
Approvals Council Notifications
Dept Head HAMMOND, JENNIFER Study Session\Other 7/12/2021
Division Director HAMMOND, JENNIFER Council Sponsor Kinnear
Finance SCHMITT, KEVIN Distribution List
Legal PICCOLO, MIKE emccowan@spokanepolice.org
For the Mayor ORMSBY, MICHAEL Kschmitt
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Briefing Paper
Public Safety & Community Health Committee

Division & Department: Spokane Police Department

Subject: Spokane County-Spokane Police Department Joint-JAG 21-App.
Date: July 12,2021
Contact (email & phone): Major Eric Olsen- 835-4505; eolsen@spokanepolice.org

City Council Sponsor: CM Lori Kinnear
Executive Sponsor: Asst. Chief Justin Lundgren

Committee(s) Impacted: Public Safety & Community Health Community

Type of Agenda item:   ☒    Consent          ☐    Discussion        ☐  Strategic Initiative
Alignment: (link agenda item 
to guiding document – i.e., 
Master Plan, Budget , Comp 
Plan, Policy, Charter, Strategic 
Plan)

Strategic Plan and Comprehensive Plan (CFU 1.9)

Strategic Initiative: Advance Public Safety and Build Sustainable Resources
Deadline: July 12, 2021
Outcome: (deliverables, 
delivery duties, milestones to 
meet)

Approval of Spokane County-Spokane Police Department Joint-JAG 
21-App.

Background/History:
Each year, the Department of Justice Solicits Grant applications for the Edward Byrne 
Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program.  The County and City act as Disparate 
Jurisdictions and must share the monies.  In 2011, the City and County entered into the MOU 
OPR 2011-0729 on how to apply and split the money each year.  The monies are to be split 
equally, and the fiscal agent of the grant is allowed an additional 10% of the joint money.

The Spokane Police Department in collaboration with the Spokane County Sheriff’s Office 
wishes to submit a request for funding for a joint proposal under the Edward Byrne Memorial 
Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program.  A grant application will be submitted in total for 
$176,381, which will be split as follows: City - $97,010 and County - $79,371.

The Spokane County and Spokane Police Department would like to jointly apply for the 
recently advertised Department of Justice (DOJ) COVID JAG award in the amount of 
$176,381.  The Spokane County agrees to use the funds for prosecution and law enforcement 
equipment.  The Spokane Police Department (SPD) agrees to use the funds towards law 
enforcement equipment.

Executive Summary:
 Approval for the MOU to apply with the Spokane County towards the Edward Byrnes-

JAG FY2021 Grant 
 Total Grant-$176,381: City-$97,010 & County-$79,371
 Supports Strategic Plan in Advancing Public Safety and developing Sustainable 

Resources by relying upon efficient funding from the DOJ.

Budget Impact:



Approved in current year budget?     ☒ Yes   ☐ No    ☐ N/A
Annual/Reoccurring expenditure?     ☒ Yes   ☐ No    ☐ N/A
If new, specify funding source:
Other budget impacts: (revenue generating, match requirements, etc.)No match requirement
Operations Impact:
Consistent with current operations/policy? ☒ Yes ☐ No ☐ N/A
Requires change in current operations/policy? ☐ Yes ☒ No ☐ N/A
Specify changes required: 
Known challenges/barriers: 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN 
SPOKANE COUNTY AND THE CITY OF SPOKANE

2021 EDWARD BYRNE MEMORIAL JUSTICE ASSITANCE GRANT

THIS MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING (“MOU”) is between SPOKANE 
COUNTY (“COUNTY”) a political subdivision of the State of Washington having offices 
for the transaction of business at 1116 West Broadway Avenue, Spokane, Washington 
99260 and the CITY OF SPOKANE (“CITY”) a municipal corporation of the State of 
Washington, having offices for the transaction of business at 808 West Spokane Falls 
Boulevard, Spokane, Washington 99201, jointly referred to as the PARTIES.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the PARTIES are making a joint application for the 2021 Edward 
Byrne Memorial Justice Grant (JAG) Program hereinafter referred to as the “Grant”; and 

WHEREAS, the PARTIES are required in conjunction with the grant application 
process to sign a Memorandum of Understanding indicating who will serve as the 
applicant/fiscal agent for the grant as well as to allocate among themselves the grant 
funds and identify the purposes for which the funds will be used; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the requirements of the Grant, the PARTIES are desirous 
of reducing to writing their understanding as to who will serve as the applicant/fiscal agent 
for the Grant as well as the distribution to each of the PARTIES and the purposes for 
which the funds will be used; and

WHEREAS, each of the PARTIES finds that the performance of this 
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING is in the best interests of both parties, that the 
undertaking will benefit the public, and that the division of costs fairly compensates the 
performing party for the services or functions under this MOU.

NOW THEREFORE, the PARTIES agree as follows:

SECTION NO. 1:  DESIGNATION OF APPLICANT/FISCAL AGENT

The PARTIES hereby agree that the CITY shall be the designated applicant/fiscal agent 
in conjunction with the Grant.

SECTION NO. 2:  ALLOCATION OF GRANT MONIES

The PARTIES agree that the Grant amount of ONE HUNDRED SEVENTY-SIX 
THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED EIGHTY-ONE DOLLARS ($176,381) shall be split 
among the PARTIES as follows and in accordance with COUNTY Resolution No. 2011-
0572:
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City of Spokane $97,010 (including 10% administrative costs)
Spokane County $79,371

SECTION NO. 3:  USE OF GRANT FUNDS BY THE PARTIES

The CITY agrees to use the $97,010 for Law Enforcement Equipment and related 
contracts regarding any installation of the equipment to enhance the safety of the officers 
and community members.  

The COUNTY agrees to use $39,685.50 of the grant funding for the prosecution and court 
programs purpose areas of the grant.  Funding will be used to fill a support staff position 
in the prosecution of property and drug crimes for an approximate 1-year time frame 
during the award period. The Spokane County Sheriff’s Office will use $39,685.50 of the 
grant funding for the law enforcement purpose area of the grant. The purchase of tactical 
equipment will be used to ensure the safety of the Spokane Community.

SECTION NO. 4:  LIABILITY FOR CLAIMS

Each PARTY to this MOU shall be responsible for its own actions in providing services 
under this MOU and shall not be liable for any civil liability that may arise from the 
furnishing of the services by any other party.

SECTION NO. 5:  THIRD PARTY RIGHTS

The PARTIES to this MOU do not intend for any third party to obtain a right by virtue of 
this MOU. This Memorandum shall not create any rights in any PARTY not a signatory 
hereto. 

SECTION NO. 6:  ENTIRE UNDERSTANDING

This MOU contains the entire understanding of the PARTIES. No representations, 
promises, or agreements not expressed herein have been made to induce any party to 
sign this MOU.

SECTION NO. 7:  AGREEMENT

Upon award of the Grant, the PARTIES shall enter into an Agreement setting forth the 
final terms and conditions of the Grant allocation and management. 
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Dated:  _________________________ CITY OF SPOKANE

By: __________________________

Title:  ______________________

Attest: Approved as to form:

_______________________________ _______________________________
City Clerk Assistant City Attorney

ADOPTED by the Board of County Commissioners of Spokane County, Washington this 
______ day of _______________, 2021.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF SPOKANE COUNTY, WASHINGTON

___________________________________
Josh Kerns, Chair

ATTEST: ___________________________________
Mary L. Kuney, Vice-Chair

__________________________ ___________________________________
Ginna Vasquez Al French, Commissioner
Clerk of the Board

Dated:  ___________________ SPOKANE COUNTY SHERIFF

By: ______________________________
Spokane County Sheriff

Dated:  ___________________ SPOKANE COUNTY PROSECUTOR

By: ______________________________
Spokane County Prosecutor











































Continuation of Wording, Summary, Budget, and Distribution

Agenda Wording
and to help increase housing options that are affordable and accessible for people and families of all incomes.

Summary (Background)
It also guides implementation by identifying strategies and actions to further meet the goals and achieve our 
community's housing needs. The work was funded through a grant from the Washington Department of 
Commerce.

Fiscal Impact Budget Account
Select $ # 
Select $ # 
Distribution List



RESOLUTION NO. 2021-0062

A resolution adopting the City of Spokane Housing Action Plan as a guide for future 
housing planning, policy development and regulatory and programmatic implementation 
measures, and to increase housing options that are affordable and accessible for people 
and families of all incomes.

WHEREAS, the City of Spokane has an adopted a Comprehensive Plan that complies 
with the requirements of the Washington state Growth Management Act, including a 
Housing Element meeting the requirements set forth in RCW 36.70A.070(2); and

WHEREAS, the City of Spokane’s Comprehensive Plan Housing Element adopts a vision 
and values for housing in Spokane, and twenty-nine policies that fall under one of two 
adopted goals:

 Provide opportunities for a variety of housing types that is safe and affordable for 
all income levels to meet the diverse housing needs of future and current residents; 
and

 Improve the overall quality of Spokane’s housing; and

WHEREAS, to achieve these goals, the City of Spokane has adopted various official 
housing policies of the City, and these policies have been reiterated throughout various 
planning and stakeholder processes; and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Legislature created a new grant program under 
Engrossed Second Substitute House Bill (E2SHB) 1923 (Chapter 348, Laws of 2019; in 
part RCW 36.70A.600), which provided a number of eligible land use planning activities 
for cities to consider implementing increases to housing capacity, including the creation 
of a Housing Action Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City of Spokane applied for and received grant funding in April 2020 from 
the Washington Department of Commerce in the amount of $100,000 to develop a 
Housing Action Plan; and

WHEREAS, the goal of the Housing Action Plan is to encourage construction of additional 
affordable and market rate housing in a greater variety of housing types and at prices that 
are accessible to a greater variety of incomes, including strategies aimed at the for-profit 
single-family home market; and

WHEREAS, ECONorthwest, a consulting firm specializing in economics, finance, and 
planning prepared a Housing Needs Assessment for the City of Spokane that analyzes 
population and employment trends, documents projections, and quantifies existing and 
projected housing needs for all income levels, including extremely low-income 



households for the 2017-2037 time period based on the Growth Management Act 20-year 
growth target; and

WHEREAS, a Housing Action Plan Working Group was formed consisting of over 70 
participants from community organizations, builders, nonprofit housing advocates, 
realtors, faith-based organizations, community members, agency partners and others to 
help guide discussions and provide feedback on the planning process and development 
of the draft plan; 

WHEREAS, the Housing Action Plan included a wide-ranging public engagement 
process, including input from the Housing Action Plan Working Group; the Community, 
Health, and Human Services (CHHS) Board; the CHHS Affordable Housing Committee; 
the Human Rights Commission; the Community Assembly; stakeholder interviews and 
meetings; online open houses, roundtables, workshops, and community surveys; online 
videos and social media; and other presentations; and

WHEREAS, during the planning process, a wide range of community stakeholders shared 
and discussed a variety of approaches to increasing housing supply and variety of 
housing types affordable to all income levels, as well as potential implementation 
methods; and

WHEREAS, the Housing Action Plan was developed by evaluating the City’s ongoing 
efforts, reviewing local housing policy, analyzing Spokane’s current and future housing 
needs, and collaborating with the community; and

WHEREAS, the Housing Action Plan included a displacement risk assessment to 
consider the risk of residential displacement, and considered strategies to minimize 
displacement of low-income residents resulting from redevelopment;

WHEREAS, the Housing Action Plan is consistent with the requirements set forth in RCW 
36.70A.600(2)(a) through (e), as well as the overall goal of encouraging construction of 
additional affordable and market rate housing types; and

WHEREAS, on May 12, 2021, the responsible official issued a State Environmental Policy 
Act (SEPA) Checklist and Determination of Non-Significance for the proposed Housing 
Action Plan, with comments due on May 26, 2021, pursuant to RCW 43.21C and WAC 
197-11; and

WHEREAS, the Spokane City Plan Commission held workshops in a virtual online format 
to study the draft Housing Action Plan and various components of the draft plan on July 
22, 2020; September 9, 2020; September 23, 2020; November 11, 2020; January 27, 
2021; February 10, 2021; February 24, 2021; May 12, 2021; and May 19, 2021; and



WHEREAS, on May 26, 2021, the Spokane City Plan Commission held a duly advertised 
public hearing to consider public comment and staff recommendation; and

WHEREAS, the Plan Commission continued the public hearing to June 9, 2021 to 
continue deliberations, before making recommendation to the City Council in favor of 
adopting the Housing Action Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, Urban Experience Committee, or other City Council 
subcommittees or working groups received briefings or updates on the planning process 
on June 8, 2020; June 24, 2020; October 15, 2020; October 28, 2020; November 24, 
2020; January 7, 2021; February 11, 2021; February 18, 2021; February 25, 2021; June 
10, 2021; and July 1, 2021; and

WHEREAS, the initial strategies and actions identified in the Housing Action Plan are 
recommendations, and if each action is undertaken, it will be subject to its own public 
process of review and adoption; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, after fully considering the draft Housing Action Plan and 
public comment, has created an Implementation Plan that will be incorporated into the 
Housing Action Plan; and

WHEREAS, as prescribed in SMC 04.12.010, this resolution is not an action to amend 
the City’s Comprehensive Plan or development regulations by recommendation of the 
Plan Commission; and

WHEREAS, by enacting this resolution to adopt the Housing Action Plan, the City of 
Spokane has taken action under RCW 36.70A.600, and is therefore eligible to receive 
certain funds to support affordable and workforce housing in the City, including those 
funds from the home security account as described in RCW 36.22.240(1)(b);

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Spokane City Council adopts the 
Housing Action Plan as shown in Attachment A, including the Implementation Plan 
included as Attachment B, which shall be included as part of the adopted Housing Action 
Plan as Appendix A, in accordance with RCW 36.70A.600, as a reference document to 
guide future actions and further consideration of recommendations to increase the City’s 
residential development capacity and variety of housing types affordable to all income 
levels throughout all neighborhoods in the City of Spokane.

Passed by the City Council this_________ day of __________ ______, 2021.



_________________________                    

    City Clerk

Approved as to form:

_____________________ 

Assistant City Attorney
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Innovative Infrastructure; and Sustainable Resources. The Urban Experience initiative includes 
strategies to focus investment in key centers and to increase housing quality and diversity.  

RECENT EFFORTS TO INCREASE RESIDENTIAL CAPACITY 

Over recent years, the City has implemented a range of strategies to increase the supply of housing in 
the City, particularly focused on decreasing infrastructure costs associated with new development and 
increasing the variety of housing types and levels of affordability available. In 2005 and 2006, the City 
undertook significant changes to the development code in order to better implement the goals and 
policies of the Comprehensive Plan, adopted in 2001. Further changes were enacted to residential 
development standards in 2011, and will continue to evolve over time in response to changing policies 
and conditions. 

More recent projects to increase residential capacity in the City of Spokane have included the 
following:  

 

Figure 1 - Efforts to Increase Residential Capacity, 2016-2020 

Outcomes from several of these projects, as well as the HUD Consolidated Plan adopted by the City, 
are summarized below: 

• Infill Housing Strategies Project (2016-2019): The City adopted a separate set of code 
amendments in early 2018 for cottage housing and other alternative residential development 
in Spokane’s lower-density residential areas. 

• Mayor’s Housing Quality Task Force (2016): The Mayor's Housing Quality Task Force 
convened in 2016 to address housing quality and affordability throughout Spokane. Quality 
and affordable housing is multifaceted; it is both multifamily and single family, owner occupied 
and renter occupied and it is both new developments and the rehabilitation of existing 
properties. 

• City Council Infill Housing Task Force (2016): In 2016, a subcommittee of the Plan 
Commission engaged developers, design contractors, community representatives, and 
leaders, to ask what changes were needed to encourage high-quality housing and commercial 
development in appropriate designated areas of Spokane. A series of 24 recommended 
actions provides a guide to address residential and commercial development on vacant lots in 
now built-up areas. The committee’s recommendations were adopted by Spokane City Council 
in November 2016.6 

• HUD Consolidated Plan: The City of Spokane 2020-2024 Consolidated Plan follows US 
Department of Housing and Urban Development requirements to and identifies housing and 
community development priorities that align and focus funding from federal formula block 

 
6 City Council Resolution RES 2016-0094, adopted November 21, 2016. 











































https://my.spokanecity.org/housing/spokane-housing-action-plan/
https://www.commerce.wa.gov/serving-communities/growth-management/growth-management-topics/planning-for-housing/
https://www.commerce.wa.gov/serving-communities/growth-management/growth-management-topics/planning-for-housing/










Spokane Housing Action Plan – Draft Housing Displacement Risk – May 2021 

   E-6 

 



Spokane Housing Action Plan – Draft Housing Displacement Risk – May 2021 

   E-7 

 



Spokane Housing Action Plan – Draft Housing Displacement Risk – May 2021 

  
 E-8 

 

Degree and Magnitude of Risk 
The analysis presented in Figures 1-5 gives a good overall evaluation of relative displacement 

risk throughout the region.  However, these figures do not take into account the actual number 

of dwellings located in any one location.  Areas with high displacement risk may only have a 

few homes within them.  Conversely, areas with moderate risk may have extremely high 

numbers of dwellings.  For example, the area around the Spokane International Airport is 

shown in Figure 5 as having a generally high displacement risk.  However, there are 

comparatively very few dwellings there, as most of the area contains Airport property.  By 

factoring in both the risk and the number of dwellings, both sourced from the same Census 

and American Communities Survey data, the analysis becomes more helpful when 

determining where assistance might be applied and to what degree. 

Methodology 

To provide additional detail in this analysis, it is helpful to consider not only the comparative 

displacement risk in certain areas of the City but also the potential magnitude of that risk.  The 

clearest way to provide both location of risk and the magnitude of that risk is to compare the 

risk factor depicted in Figure 5 above with the number of dwelling units that exist in any given 

area.  This helps correlate areas in the City of Spokane of high displacement risk with areas of 

high population and helps identify where more people are at risk of displacement.  

Additionally, it is helpful to further refine the data available by Census tract (the large areas 

indicated in the map) into smaller units of area to give a more refined level of detail.   

Tesselation, the division of larger irregular areas into small regular shapes like hexagons, 

provides for a series of smaller shapes with no overlap.  For this analysis, a tessellation of the 

study area was created with a map of interlaced hexagons 1/8 of a square mile in area.   The 

resulting displacement risk of each hexagon was calculated by adding up the area of each risk 

level within that hexagon.  In other words, a hexagon in which half the area has a risk of 1.0 and 

the other half has a risk of 0.5 would result in an overall risk in that hexagon of 0.75 (50% x 1.0 

+ 50% x 0.5 = 0.75).   

The resultant risk in each 1/8-square mile hexagon can then be compared against the number 

of dwelling units in that Census tract.  Because the data does not include the location of each 

dwelling unit within the tract, the number of dwellings cannot be accurately refined into smaller 

units like the displacement risk.  As a result, each hexagon was assigned the number of 

dwelling units matching the tract within which its center is located. 

Results 

The methodology described in the previous section provides for a simple comparison between 

hexagons of the resulting displacement risk versus the relative density of dwelling units in that 

part of the City.  In other words, we can look at both the level of risk and the relative number of 

dwellings that may be at risk.    To further clarify this situation, any hexagons in which there are 

zero dwellings have been removed entirely from the map. 

The results of the methodology described above is depicted in Figure 6.  Two factors are 

indicated by each hexagon.  The relative number of dwellings within each hexagon is indicated 

by size—the larger the hexagon, the more dwellings that might be affected.  Conversely, the 
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Social Vulnerability and the Legacy of Redlining 

Washington Department of Commerce guidance outlines that vulnerability to displacement, 

particularly economic displacement, can disproportionately impact communities of color. 

These disparities have roots in a history of housing discrimination and legacies of racial and 

economic inequality.1  

Redlining was the practice of discriminatory lending in government-backed mortgages by 

the Federal Housing Administration in the 1930s through the Home Owners' Loan 

Corporation (HOLC). The HOLC produced maps that assessed credit-worthiness of 

neighborhoods, including a map of Spokane. Areas that were considered high risk were 

“hazardous” or "redlined” and denied loans and capital investment, particularly in and near 

African American communities, lower income households, immigrants, and diverse 

neighborhoods.  Some areas were further shaped by racially restrictive covenants that 

prevented people of minority races, religions, and ethnicities from purchasing a home. Some 

of these covenants are still on property records, though they are no longer in force. 

Another major contributor to today’s patterns of inequality is exclusionary zoning. This refers 

to the use of zoning to limit the production of new housing in middle- and upper-income 

neighborhoods by prohibiting multi-family dwellings or setting large minimum lot size 

requirements. Limiting the supply and diversity of housing in these areas pushes up the value 

of remaining units over time. This can exclude lower-income residents and residents who 

have been historically marginalized.  Furthermore, exclusionary zoning can exacerbate the 

effects of practices like redlining.  

Where housing is concerned, racial segregation has been shown to impact health through 

poor housing conditions, disparities in educational and employment opportunities, 

inadequate transportation infrastructure, access to healthcare, and economic instability. 

Where people live impacts their exposure to health-promoting resources and opportunities 

(i.e., access to quality food, recreation, healthcare, etc.) as well as exposure to health-

damaging threats (i.e., environmental pollutants, poor housing quality, etc.). This can lead to 

increased social vulnerability in neighborhoods.  

The University of Richmond's Digital Scholarship Lab and the National Community 

Reinvestment Coalition analyzed redlining and social vulnerability to identify connections 

between historic policies and life outcomes today.2 Many of the neighborhoods that show a 

higher risk of vulnerability and displacement are also neighborhoods which were historically 

redlined and residents experienced housing discrimination. Some areas have more visible 

continuity between the past and the present that shows the impact of redlining in privilege or 

vulnerability for generations. Other areas might show a decline in the relative area. Still other 

 
1 Washington Department of Commerce. Guidance for Developing a Housing Action Plan. Url: 
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/shared/static/pophc16jetggsctctmnbjomm0qa7tpu8.pdf 
2 The Digital Scholarship Lab and the National Community Reinvestment Coalition, “Not Even Past: Social 
Vulnerability and the Legacy of Redlining,” American Panorama, ed. Robert K. Nelson and Edward L. Ayers, 
https://dsl.richmond.edu/socialvulnerability   

https://dsl.richmond.edu/socialvulnerability
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areas show a change in the other direction for neighborhoods that have been gentrified in 

recent years.  

When considering the combined and interrelated effects of redlining and exclusionary 

zoning, it can be helpful to compare maps showing historic redlining with currently 

understood areas of higher displacement risk.  Accordingly, Figure 7 shows a comparison 

between the 1930s HOLC map of Spokane and the 2018 Social Vulnerability Index rating for 

Spokane.  

Demographics of the Highest Risk Census Tracts 

As shown in Figure 5 above, 14 census tracts in Spokane are identified as having the highest 

risk of vulnerability and displacement.  Most of these census tracts are located in Northeast 

Spokane, where much of historic redlining occurred (see Figure 7).  Over 63,000 residents 

live in the highest risk census tracts, though not all the individual people face the same level 

of risk. Table 2 below provides an overview of the socio-demographics of the people who 

live in those 14 tracts: 

TABLE 2: DEMOGRAPHICS OF HIGHEST RISK CENSUS TRACTS IN SPOKANE 

 Highest Risk 

Census Tracts 
City of Spokane 

Total Population 
63,351 

residents 

214,084 

residents 

Total Occupied Housing Units 
27,468  

housing units 

89,626 

housing units 

Average Owner-Occupied Housing Units 38% 55.2% 

Average Renter Occupied Housing Units 62% 44.8% 

Average Percent of Housing Units in Structures with 10 or More 

Units 
30% 18.2% 

Average Percent of Mobile Home Units 4% 1.6% 

Average Percent of People of Color Population 27% 18.6% 

Average Percent of Persons with a Disability 20% 16.1% 

Average Percent of Single Parent Households with Children 

Under 18 Years 
16% 10.8% 

Average Percent of Persons below Poverty 27% 18.3% 

Average Percent of Households with No Vehicle 16% 10.3% 
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Strategies for Mitigating and Responding to Displacement 

By considering the results of this displacement risk assessment, decisionmakers can better 

understand which measures to reduce the risk or mitigate the effects of displacement should 

be applied, where in the City they should apply, and to what degree.  The Department of 

Commerce has provided some possible solutions to displacement in their Guidance for 

Developing a Housing Action Plan.  Those possible solutions are described briefly in Table 3 

below: 

 TABLE 3: POSSIBLE STRATEGIES TO MITIGATE/REDUCE DISPLACEMENT 

Type of Displacement Strategy 

Physical Displacement 

Strategies 

PD-1: Strategic Acquisition and Financing of Existing Multifamily Housing 

PD-2: Support Third-party Purchases of Existing Affordable Housing  

PD-3: Notice of Intent to Sell / Sale Ordinance 

PD-4: Foreclosure Intervention Counseling 

PD-5: Mobile Home Park Preservation and Relocation Assistance 

PD-6: Mobile Home Park Conversion to Cooperative 

PD-7: Tenant Relocation Assistance 

PD-8: Just Cause Eviction Protections 

PD-9: “Right to Return” Policies for Promoting Home Ownership 

PD-10: Regulating Short-term Rentals 

Economic Displacement 

Strategies 

ED-1: Community Land Trusts 

ED-2: Need-based Rehabilitation Assistance 

ED-3: Down Payment Assistance 

ED-4: Property Tax Assistance Programs 

Cultural Displacement 

Strategies 

CD-1: Grants/Loans to Directly Support Small Businesses 

CD-2: Financing Ground Floor Commercial 

CD-3: Preservation Development Authorities (PDA) and Ports 

CD-4: Commercial Community Land Trust 

CD-5: Community Benefits/Development Agreements 

CD-6: Micro-Retail and Flexible Cultural Space Design 

CD-7: Business Incubators, Co-Working Spaces, and Artisan/Makers Spaces 

Source: Guidance for Developing a Housing Action Plan—Public Review Draft 

Notes: Some of these strategies may be in place in part or entirely within the City of Spokane. This list is provided 

verbatim from the Department of Commerce documentation and does not represent a recommendation or 

prioritization of possible solutions.  It is included here for completeness and to provide general information to the 

public. 

  

https://deptofcommerce.box.com/shared/static/pophc16jetggsctctmnbjomm0qa7tpu8.pdf
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Additional Consideration: Lead Paint Exposure 
While not strictly a consideration for displacement, consideration of the possible risk of 

exposure to lead paint can give further insight into portions of the study area that may contain 

aging housing.  Lead paint in older homes can elevate indoor lead levels, which in combination 

with poor housing conditions can elevate the risk of lead exposure. Children who live in 

households at or below the federal poverty level and those who live in housing built before 

1978 are at the greatest risk of lead exposure.3  Also, communities of color are at a higher risk 

of lead exposure because they may not have access to safe, affordable housing or face 

discrimination when trying to find a safe, healthy place to live.1 This is called housing inequity, 

and it puts some children, such as non-Hispanic Black persons, at a greater risk of exposure to 

lead.1 Lead exposure can cause learning disabilities, behavioral problems, stunted physical 

growth and delayed mental development.  These health conditions can themselves point to 

possible displacement of individuals and households that may be sensitive to lead exposure 

(i.e. those with young children).  Also, the lead exposure risk of a given area can give a general 

indication of the age of homes and the need for those homes to be renovated or updated, 

processes that also result in displacement.   

To map the possible lead exposure in the study area, and to provide additional consideration 

for displacement risk, the map in Figure 8 is provided below.   The data presented in Figure 

8 are sourced from the American Communities Survey and US Census Bureau, as compiled by 

the Washington Tracking Network of the Washington State Department of Health.  Rather than 

a numerical exposure level in given locations of the study area, the map provides a ranking of 

1 to 10, comparing each location in the study areas to all others and giving a rule-of-thumb 

indication of the level of expected possible exposure.  The number rankings in this map have 

no relation to the SVI rankings presented in the previous maps. 

 
3 Childhood Lead Poisoning Prevention. “Populations at Higher Risk.” Center for Disease Control. Url: 
https://www.cdc.gov/nceh/lead/prevention/populations.htm.  

https://www.cdc.gov/nceh/lead/prevention/populations.htm
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Additional Research and Monitoring 
By identifying specific areas with a heightened risk of displacement, the City can use this 

assessment to help inform discussions around displacement and better consider equitable 

strategies for minimizing and mitigating displacement in the Spokane HAP and future policy 

discussions. However, displacement of communities is a multi-faceted problem, and this 

analysis does come with caveats.4  

It is important to note that the displacement risk assessment uses neighborhood conditions 

that were present in 2018, the latest available due to the collection method of the underlying 

data. Additionally, the analysis neither predicts future changes in demographics or 

neighborhood attributes, nor does it account for displacement that has already occurred. 

Finally, this assessment can only assess a general risk of displacement and cannot accurately 

predict if displacement will occur, the speed of displacement that occurs, or to what intensity 

displacement will occur within a community.  

The displacement assessment lays the foundation for improving the City’s ability to understand 

and proactively respond to pressures from growth and rising housing costs that impact people 

and families in Spokane. More research is needed around displacement and anti-displacement 

strategies in the future. This is a complex topic and the City should continue to monitor and 

develop additional guidance.  

During the process of preparing this memo, a few opportunities for additional research and 

ongoing monitoring of displacement factors presented themselves for consideration.  They are 

discussed here for the purpose of continuous improvement in local processes and 

consideration—as recommendations and things to consider rather than requirements.  

Accordingly, these are preliminary in nature and would require additional analysis and 

consideration by the City and others before implementations. 

Analysis and Monitoring Over Time 

The analysis presented herein represents a single point in time.  While this can give a qualitative 

and quantitative picture of displacement risk in the City, much more could be learned if this 

process is reviewed on an annual or semi-annual basis and new factors are incorporated, such 

as development permits and other trends.  By seeing how these factors change over time not 

only can the City and other stakeholders see whether efforts to alleviate displacement risk are 

successful but also how the needs of City residents evolve over time. 

Available Land for Development 

One factor that was available to communities and counties in the Puget Sound area, which is 

not available locally, is the amount of developable/vacant land in a given area.  In areas where 

there is abundant vacant land for residential develop the impacts of displacement may be 

affected by local development pressures to redevelop existing sites rather than seek vacant 

sites for new development.  A qualitative look at developable land in the City, conducted on a 

more frequent basis than the current Land Quantity Analysis conducted every eight years, 

 
4 https://www.psrc.org/displacement-risk-mapping  

https://www.psrc.org/displacement-risk-mapping
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could better inform the displacement risk in an area and the possible mitigating steps to be 

applied.  

Consistent Methodology Across the Region 

Each community preparing a Housing Action Plan may be utilizing a different technical 

methodology for their displacement analysis, potentially resulting in multiple analyses that are 

statistically valid, but which cannot be compared one to the other.  Furthermore, housing is 

functionally a regional concern rather than a strictly local topic.  As such, the jurisdictions in 

Spokane County could undertake a process to codify displacement mapping and analysis in 

the Countywide Planning Policies (or other agreement), providing for a consistent 

methodology across the region.  Furthermore, it would make analysis of interjurisdictional 

displacement between cities and/or countywide much easier and comparable in intent and 

result. 

Local Comprehensive Planning/Zoning and Their Effect on Displacement 

Most communities in the County are due to update their Comprehensive Plans by 2025.  When 

doing so, each jurisdiction could include a conscious effort to consider and address increased 

displacement resulting from land use and zoning decisions made by those jurisdictions.  For 

instance, the City of Spokane often considers the application of the Centers and Corridors 

growth strategy as prescribed by the Comprehensive Plan.  The Comprehensive Plan could be 

updated to outline and require analysis of displacement factors whenever a new Center or 

Corridor is to be designated or planned. 
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Draft Proposed Monitoring Program  

Implementing Comprehensive Plan Housing Policy H 2.5 
March 2021 
 

 

The City of Spokane is preparing a Housing Action Plan (HAP) to increase housing options that meet the 

needs of residents at all income levels. The HAP identifies strategies and actions to be considered at a 

later date, including actions to more effectively implement existing goals and policies of the Spokane 

Comprehensive Plan. Additionally, as strategies may be acted upon to encourage housing diversity in the 

city, generally monitoring the housing stock will help identify changes in the city’s housing supply and 

changes in what the housing market is producing.   

 

The draft HAP includes a recommendation to implement a monitoring program and annual report to the 

Plan Commission on key housing data, consistent with Comprehensive Plan Housing Policy H 2.5, which 

reads as follows:  

 

“Provide a report annually to the City Plan Commission that monitors progress 

toward achieving the housing goals and includes recommended policy change 

if positive direction toward achieving the housing goals is not occurring.” 

 

The discussion section of the policy further provides: 

 

“Using readily available datasets as a basis for a simple set of indicators can illustrate progress 

that has been made to achieve housing goals and policies and provide assistance in determining 

what actions are needed to implement the goals and policies and whether revisions to the 

policies are needed. The public can provide feedback about the indicators that are most 

important to them.” 

 

This memo outlines a proposal for a Housing Element monitoring program based on suggested criteria 

and available data sources. An example of current year reporting under this proposed program is 

included as an attachment. 

 

Additional Regulatory and Policy Context 

 

The proposed Housing Element monitoring program would implement the following state, regional, and 

city codes, policies, and recommendations: 

 

 In order to meet requirements for Comprehensive Plan Housing Elements prepared under the 

Growth Management Act, WAC 365-196-410(2)(f)(4) recommends that the Housing Element 

include “provisions to monitor the performance of its housing strategy …” including information 

about housing stock, prices of for-sale and rental housing, and production of housing units.1 

 

 Guidance for Developing a Housing Action Plan, published by the Washington Department of 
Commerce, suggests that HAPs include a monitoring program, including the identification of 

                                                             
1 See also RCW 36.70A.070 for Housing Element requirements. 
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performance metrics, integrating the monitoring program with established policies, and 

reporting on outcomes. 

 

In conformance with the Countywide Planning Policies for Spokane County, the City of Spokane and 

other jurisdictions within the County conduct a Land Quantity Analysis (LQA) using a county‐wide 

methodology to establish the assumed land available for development and its development capacity 

within each city to support residential and non‐residential growth.2 Consistent with the required 

schedule, the City of Spokane undertook a LQA in 2010, and most recently in 2015. While not 

recommended as part of the monitoring program implementing Housing Policy H 2.5, the LQA helps 

provide periodic estimates of land available for residential uses, and changes to land availability over 

time. The Growth Management Act designation that is applied to some areas in Washington State, 

especially the Puget Sound Region, of the “Buildable Lands” review and evaluation program adopted in 

RCW 36.70A.215 does not apply to Spokane County or cities within Spokane County. 

 

Guiding Principles for Developing a Monitoring Program 

 

Staff recommends the following objectives in selecting data sources and indicators to use in the 

monitoring program: 

 

 Use the monitoring program to advance the implementation of adopted Housing Element goals 

and policies. 

 

 Select indicators that are both easy to understand and useful in evaluating progress towards 

goals and policies. 

 

 Use indicators from a readily available, regularly updated, well-respected data source. 

 

 Use data specific to the City of Spokane. Regional or statewide data may be included for the 

purpose of benchmarking or comparison, but should not be relied upon solely to describe the 

state of housing within the city limits. 

 

Summary of Proposed Monitoring Program and Annual Timing 

 

Based on the guiding principles listed above, staff recommends developing a monitoring program using 

selected indicators from the Housing Market Data Toolkit prepared annually by the Washington Center 

for Real Estate Research (WCRER). The first Housing Market Data Toolkit was released in October 2020 

and will be updated annually by October 15 of each following year, as required by RCW 36.70A.610. The 

WCRER toolkit meets each of the guiding principles listed above, at no additional cost to the City. Staff 

recommends that the report to the Plan Commission described in Policy H 2.5 be delivered during the 

first Plan Commission meeting of February of each year, using the indicators shown in the attached 

tables. 

                                                             
2 LQA methodology for Spokane County jurisdictions was developed by Washington State Department of 
Commerce and from the “Urban Growth Area Guidebook: Reviewing, Updating and Implementing Your Urban 
Growth Area.” 
 



 

F-3 
 

 

 
 

 



 

F-4 
 

 
 

 



APPENDIX G G

City of Spokane | Housing Action Plan - Public  Review Draft

Appendix G

Glossary of Terms
This appendix is part of the City of Spokane Housing Action Plan - Public Review Draft. To 
view the full draft, appendices, and project materials, visit the project webpage: https://
my.spokanecity.org/housing/spokane-housing-action-plan/.

https://my.spokanecity.org/housing/spokane-housing-action-plan/
https://my.spokanecity.org/housing/spokane-housing-action-plan/


Appendix G. Housing Action Plan Glossary of Terms  G-1 
 

Appendix D. Housing Action Plan Glossary of Terms 
 
Accessory Dwelling Unit 
A separate additional living unit, including separate kitchen, sleeping, and bathroom facilities, 
attached or detached from the primary residential unit, on a single-family lot. ADUs are known 
variously as: “Mother-in-law apartments,” “Accessory apartments,” or “Second units.”  
 
Source: Spokane Municipal Code § 17C.300 
 
Affordable Housing vs. Housing Affordability 

• Affordable Housing: "Affordable housing" means, unless the context clearly indicates 
otherwise, residential housing whose monthly costs, including utilities other than 
telephone, do not exceed 30 percent of the monthly income of a household whose 
income is: 

o (a) For rental housing, 60 percent of the median household income adjusted for 
household size, for the county where the household is located, as reported by the 
United States department of housing and urban development; or 

o (b) For owner-occupied housing, 80 percent of the median household income 
adjusted for household size, for the county where the household is located, as 
reported by the United States department of housing and urban development. 

• Affordable housing units: Refers to subsidized units for households making below the 
median income. Development and preservation of affordable housing units often requires 
public investments and incentives. 

• Housing Affordability: A healthy housing market includes a variety of housing types that 
are affordable to a range of different household income levels. Housing affordability is 
shaped by many factors in the real estate and rental market, and a variety of regulatory 
and financing tools can be used to provide housing for all income groups. 

 
Sources:  
RCW 36.70A.030 
Washington Department of Commerce “Guidance for Developing a Housing Needs Assessment” 
Puget Sound Regional Council “Housing 101” 
 
Area Median Income (AMI) 
This is a term that commonly refers to the area-wide median family income (MFI) calculation 
provided by the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) for a county or 
metropolitan region. Income limits to qualify for affordable housing are often set relative to AMI 
or MFI. In this report, AMI refers to the HUD Area Median Family Income (HAMFI). City of Spokane 
2020 rent and income limits are available here.  
 
Source: Washington Department of Commerce “Guidance for Developing a Housing Needs 
Assessment” 
 
Centers and Corridors 
Centers and Corridors are a land use policy in the Comprehensive Plan Chapter 3, Land Use. The 
Centers and Corridors contain a mix of uses, including higher density housing 
centered around or above retail and commercial establishments, office space and 
public and semi-public activities (parks, government and schools). For more information, view the 
Chapter 3 Land Use in the Comprehensive Plan. 
 

https://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Chapter=17C.300
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=36.70A.030
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://www.psrc.org/sites/default/files/housing-101.pdf
https://static.spokanecity.org/documents/chhs/programs/homeinvestment/2020-spokane-home-income-and-rent.pdf
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
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Source: City of Spokane Comprehensive Plan 
 
Comprehensive Plan 
Comprehensive Plan is the name given to identify the community's long-range plan for growth. It 
is comprehensive because it provides guidance for all aspects of the city's growth and 
development over a long period, typically twenty-years. The plan is a set of visions, goals, policies, 
and implementation strategies that state how the city should grow physically, socially, and 
economically.  
 
Source: City of Spokane Comprehensive Plan 
 
Cost Burden 
When a household pays more than 30 percent of their gross income on housing, including 
utilities, they are “cost-burdened.” When a household pays more than 50 percent of their gross 
income on housing, including utilities, they are “severely cost-burdened.” Cost-burdened 
households have less money available for other essentials, like food, clothing, transportation, and 
medical care.  
 
Source: Washington Department of Commerce “Guidance for Developing a Housing Needs 
Assessment” 
 
Displacement 
The Washington Department of Commerce refers to displacement when a household is forced or 
pressured to move from their home or neighborhood against their wishes. As high demand for 
homes drives up housing costs and increases pressure for higher density redevelopment, many 
residents and policy makers are concerned about the potential for displacement. The Washington 
Department of Commerce identifies the following types of displacement: 

• Physical displacement typically occurs with an eviction or lease termination, or the 
expiration of covenants on rent- or income-restricted housing. 

• Economic displacement occurs when pressures of increased housing costs compel a 
household to relocate. 

• Cultural displacement occurs when people choose to move because their neighbors and 
culturally related businesses and institutions have left the area. 

 
Source: Washington Department of Commerce “Guidance for Developing a Housing Action Plan” 
 
Exclusionary Zoning 
Zoning that limits housing types or sets large minimum lot size requirements in middle- and 
upper-income neighborhoods, referred to in some policy discussions as ”exclusionary zoning,” 
may have a role in driving up prices and limiting the supply of housing opportunities for lower 
and moderate income households, many of which include people of color. 
 
Source: Washington Department of Commerce “Guidance for Developing a Housing Action Plan” 
 
Household 
A household is a group of people living within the same housing unit. The people can be related, 
such as family. A person living alone in a housing unit, or a group of unrelated people sharing a 
housing unit, is also counted as a household. Group quarters population, such as those living in a 
college dormitory, military barrack, or nursing home, are not considered to be living in 
households.  

https://my.spokanecity.org/shapingspokane/comprehensive-plan/
https://my.spokanecity.org/shapingspokane/comprehensive-plan/
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/shared/static/pophc16jetggsctctmnbjomm0qa7tpu8.pdf
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/shared/static/pophc16jetggsctctmnbjomm0qa7tpu8.pdf
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Source: Washington Department of Commerce “Guidance for Developing a Housing Needs 
Assessment” 
 
Household Income 
The census defines household income as the sum of the income of all people 15 years and older 
living together in a household.  
 
Source: Washington Department of Commerce “Guidance for Developing a Housing Needs 
Assessment” 
 
Housing Diversity 
Diversity includes styles, types, size, and cost of housing.  
 
Source: City of Spokane Comprehensive Plan 
 
Housing Needs Assessment 
A housing needs assessment is a study to identify future housing needs to serve all economic 
segments of the community based on the Growth Management Act 20-year growth target for a 
community. The analysis can identify the gaps between the diversity of housing needs within a 
community and the supply of housing shown in the housing inventory. This requires reviewing 
population, demographic, and economic trends, projections of future growth, and housing 
market dynamics to determine whether the housing market is responding and adapting in ways 
that are anticipated to meet both current and future needs. 
 
Sources:  
RCW 36.70A.600 
Washington Department of Commerce “Guidance for Developing a Housing Needs Assessment” 
 
Housing Options 
A wide range of housing types and housing diversity to meet the needs of the diverse population 
and ensure that this housing is available throughout the community for people of all income 
levels and special needs.  
 
Source: City of Spokane Comprehensive Plan 
 
Infill Development 
Development of vacant lots and parcels in already built-up areas.  
 
Source: City of Spokane Infill Housing Strategies/Infill Development 
 
Low-Income Households 
Families that are designated as low-income may qualify for income-subsidized housing units. HUD 
categorizes families as low-income, very low-income, or extremely low-income relative to area 
median incomes (AMI), with consideration for family size.  
 

Income Category  Household Income  RCW 36.70A.030 
Extremely Low-Income  30% of AMI or less  "Extremely low-income household" means a single person, 

family, or unrelated persons living together whose adjusted 
income is at or below 30 percent of the median household 
income adjusted for household size, for the county where the 

https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://my.spokanecity.org/shapingspokane/comprehensive-plan/
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=36.70A.600
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://my.spokanecity.org/shapingspokane/comprehensive-plan/
https://my.spokanecity.org/projects/infill-housing-strategies-infill-development/
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=36.70A.030
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household is located, as reported by the United States 
department of housing and urban development. 

Very Low-Income  50% of AMI or less  "Very low-income household" means a single person, family, or 
unrelated persons living together whose adjusted income is at 
or below 50 percent of the median household income adjusted 
for household size, for the county where the household is 
located, as reported by the United States department of housing 
and urban development. 

Low-Income  80% of AMI or less  "Low-income household" means a single person, family, or 
unrelated persons living together whose adjusted income is at 
or below 80 percent of the median household income adjusted 
for household size, for the county where the household is 
located, as reported by the United States department of housing 
and urban development. 

 
Sources:  
RCW 36.70A.030 
Washington Department of Commerce “Guidance for Developing a Housing Needs Assessment” 
 
Market-rate Housing 
Market-rate housing units are those whose price is determined by market factors like supply and 
demand, as opposed to price limits imposed by state or local affordable housing programs.  
 
Source: Puget Sound Regional Council “Housing 101” 
 
Missing Middle Housing Types 
“Missing Middle Housing” was coined by Opticos Design founder Daniel Parolek in 2010 to 
define a range of multi-unit or clustered housing types—compatible in scale with detached single-
family homes—that help meet the growing demand for walkable urban living. The Missing Middle 
Housing types provide diverse housing options, such as duplexes, fourplexes, cottage courts, and 
multiplexes. They are called “missing” because they have been built at a lower rate than 
single family detached dwellings or large multifamily developments, and have often been 
prohibited or discouraged by zoning ordinances and historically not as desired “production” 
builders in the development community; and “Middle” because they sit in the middle of a 
spectrum between detached single-family homes and mid-rise to high-rise apartment buildings, 
in terms of form and scale, as well as number of units and often, affordability.  
 
Source: https://missingmiddlehousing.com/  
 
Moderate-to-Middle Income Households 
Households at or above the area median income of an area or region (80% to 120% of AMI). 
 
Source: Washington Department of Commerce “Guidance for Developing a Housing Needs 
Assessment” 
 
Multi-Family Tax Exemption (MFTE) 
The City of Spokane's Multi-Family Tax Exemption (MFTE) program offers a partial property tax 
exemption for new improvements that create multi-family housing within a designated area. 
 
Source: City of Spokane Multi-Family Tax Exemption 
 

http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=36.70A.030
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://www.psrc.org/sites/default/files/housing-101.pdf
https://missingmiddlehousing.com/
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://my.spokanecity.org/economicdevelopment/incentives/multi-family-tax-exemption/
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Planned Unit Development (PUD) 
1. A planned unit development is a project permit for an overlay zone, approved by the 

hearing examiner, which does not fully comply with all of the development standards of 
the base zone in which it is located, but is approved based on superior or innovative 
design. 

2. The City may permit a variety of types, design, and arrangement of structures and enable 
the coordination of project characteristics with features of a particular site in a manner 
consistent with the public health, safety, and welfare. 

 
Source: Spokane Municipal Code 17A.020.160 
 
Redlining 
Redlining was the practice of discriminatory lending in government-backed mortgages by the 
Federal Housing Administration in the 1930s through the Home Owners’ Loan Corporation 
(HOLC). The HOLC produced maps that assessed credit-worthiness of neighborhoods, 
including a map of Spokane. Areas that were considered high risk were “hazardous” or 
“redlined” and denied loans and capital investment, particularly in and near African American 
communities, lower income households, immigrants, and diverse neighborhoods. The practice of 
redlining prevented people of color from buying and developing property, leading to a gap in 
intergenerational wealth. To view the historic City of Spokane HOLC (Home Owners Loan 
Corporation) redlining map, click here.  
 
Residential Zones Types in the City of Spokane 

Single-Family Residential 
(RSF) 

The RSF zone is a low-density single-family residential zone. It allows a 
minimum of four and a maximum of ten dwelling units per acre. One- and two-
story buildings characterize the allowed housing. The major type of new 
development will be attached and detached single-family residences. In 
appropriate areas, more compact development patterns are permitted. The RSF 
zone is applied to areas that are designated residential 4-10 on the land use plan 
map of the comprehensive plan. 

Residential Single-family 
Compact (RSF-C) 

The RSF-C zone is a low-density single-family residential zone that is applied to 
areas that are designated residential 4-10 on the land use plan map of the 
comprehensive plan. It allows a minimum of four and a maximum of ten 
dwelling units per acre. One- and two-story attached and detached single-family 
residences characterize the allowed housing. The RSF-C zone allows lots as 
small as three thousand square feet provided that the overall maximum density 
of the development does not exceed ten units per acre. It is the intent of this 
zone to allow somewhat smaller lots in appropriate locations and to allow new 
development to move closer to achieving the maximum density of the residential 
4-10 designation. To promote compatible infill development, the design 
standards of SMC 17C.110.310 are applied in this zone. The RSF-C zone is 
intended to be applied to parcels that are wholly or partially within one-quarter 
mile of a CC Core designated on the land use plan map of the comprehensive 
plan. The RSF-C zone may also be implemented on parcels that are adjacent to 
or across a street or alley from a zoning category that allows higher density 
uses than the RSF zone, including the RTF, RMF, RHD, Commercial, Center and 
Corridor and Downtown zones. 

Residential Two-family (RTF) The RTF zone is a low-density residential zone. It allows a minimum of ten and a 
maximum of twenty dwelling units per acre. Allowed housing is characterized by 
one and two story buildings but at a slightly larger amount of building coverage 
than the RSF zone. The major type of new development will be duplexes, 
townhouses, row houses and attached and detached single-family residences. 

https://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Section=17A.020.160
https://dsl.richmond.edu/panorama/redlining/#loc=12/47.668/-117.421&city=spokane-wa
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Cottage-style and pocket residential development are allowed. The RTF zone is 
applied to areas that are designated residential 10-20 on the land use plan map 
of the comprehensive plan. Generally, the RTF zone is applied to areas in which 
the predominant form of development is trending toward duplexes rather than 
single-family residences. 

Residential Multifamily (RMF) The RMF is a medium-density residential zone. Allowed housing is characterized 
by one to four story structures and a higher percentage of building coverage 
than in the RTF zone. The major types of development will include attached and 
detached single-family residential, condominiums, apartments, duplexes, 
townhouses and row houses. The minimum and maximum densities are fifteen 
and thirty units per acre. 

Residential High Density 
(RHD) 

The RHD is a high-density residential zone that allows the highest density of 
dwelling units in the residential zones. The allowed housing developments are 
characterized by high amount of building coverage. The major types of new 
housing development will be attached and detached single-family residential, 
duplexes, medium and high-rise apartments, condominiums (often with allowed 
accessory uses). The minimum density is fifteen units per acre; the maximum is 
limited by other code provisions (i.e., setbacks, height, parking, etc.). 

 
Source: Spokane Municipal Code 17C.110.030 
 
Short-term Rental  
A short-term rental (STR) is a rental of all or a portion (e.g. bedroom, basement) of your residential 
dwelling unit for periods of less than 30 nights.  
 
Source: City of Spokane Short-term Rentals 
 
Subsidized Housing 
Subsidized units have a portion of their cost offset through federal, state, or local funds and/or 
financial support that ensure long-term rent or income restrictions. These subsidies provide 
affordable housing that that may not be otherwise available.  
 
Source: Puget Sound Regional Council “Housing 101” 
 
Universal Design 
Universal design is “the design and composition of an environment so that it can be accessed, 
understood and used to the greatest extent possible by all people regardless of their age, size, or 
ability.” When integrated into the built environment, universal design principles ensure that 
residents who are aging or who have a disability are not blocked from accessing housing and 
services.  
 
Source: Washington Department of Commerce “Guidance for Developing a Housing Needs 
Assessment” 
 
 

https://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Section=17C.110.030
https://my.spokanecity.org/projects/short-term-rentals/
https://www.psrc.org/sites/default/files/housing-101.pdf
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz
https://deptofcommerce.box.com/s/mop7xrkzh170th1w51ezbag3pmne9adz


















mailto:rstrickland@spokanecity.org






































http://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Section=17A.020.030












https://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Section=08.02.0615


https://static.spokanecity.org/documents/smc/tables/fire-code-annual-inspections-fees-table.pdf




http://www.spokanecity.org/services/documents/smc/?Chapter=10.33A
http://www.spokanecity.org/services/documents/smc/?Chapter=10.33A
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https://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Section=08.02.0617
http://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Chapter=17E.010
http://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Section=08.02.034
http://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Section=08.02.034
http://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Section=08.02.0615
http://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Section=08.02.086
http://my.spokanecity.org/smc/c34488_08-02-0617_Table.pdf












https://my.spokanecity.org/smc/?Section=08.02.034












https://my.spokanecity.org/projects/downtown-plan-update/
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