
 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING AGENDA 
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 25, 2026 

4 P.M. 
CITY HALL 

HELD REMOTELY& IN-PERSON AT CITY HALL 
 

 
To participate remotely, you can: 

• Sign up to provide Public Comment at the meeting via calling in. 
• Submit Written Public Comment Prior to 2 pm on March 25, 2026. 
• Join the Zoom Meeting. 

 
Questions ? Assistance? Please contact Kathy Cummings at kcummings@libertylakewa.gov . 

 
1. Call to Order – 4:00 pm 
2. Roll Call 
3. Pledge of Allegiance 

 
4. GENERAL BUSINESS  

• Review of Agenda 
• Approval of Minutes from March 11, 2026 

 
5. WORKSHOPS: 

• Capital Facilities Plan 
• Transportation Element 

 
6. CITIZEN COMMENTS 

 

7. REPORTS  

• Secretary’s Report 
• Planning Commissioner Reports 
 

8. Adjournment 
 
Next Meeting: April 8, 2026 
  

mailto:kcummings@libertylakewa.gov


 
PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
If you wish to provide oral public comments or testimony during the Planning Commission 
meeting, please follow the directions below to Join the Zoom Meeting.  
 
 

WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
If you wish to provide written public comments for the upcoming council meeting, please 
email your comments to lmueller@libertylakewa.gov by 2:00 p.m. the day of the Planning 
Commission meeting and include all of the following information with your comments: 

 
1. The Meeting Date 
2. Your First and Last Name 
3. If you are a Liberty Lake resident 
4. The Agenda Item(s) which you are speaking about 

 
 
 

JOIN ZOOM MEETING 
 
 
To view the meeting live via Zoom Meeting, join the Zoom web meeting: 

Meeting Instructions: 

To join the Zoom web meeting:   
 
https://us02web.zoom.us/s/83242274140 
 
Dial In Phone Numbers: 
• +1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma) 
• +1 253 205 0468 US  
 
Meeting ID:  832 4227 4140 
         
 
 

mailto:lmueller@libertylakewa.gov%20
https://us02web.zoom.us/s/83242274140
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES  
WEDNESDAY, March 11th, 2026 

HELD VIA ZOOM & IN PERSON AT CITY HALL 
 
 
Planning Commission Members Present: Tom Sahlberg (Chairperson), Phil Folyer, Joe Mann, 
DG Garcia, Charlie Jencks, and Gene Heuschel.  
Adjunct Member(s) Present: Abby Sprague and Troy Mullenix  
Staff Present: Amy Mullerleile, Lance Mueller, Ben Turner, Mark McAvoy, and Kathy Cummings 
Call to Order: Meeting was called to order at 4:00 p.m.  

Roll Call: A quorum of members was present.  A motion to excuse Commissioner Baumker was 
made by Commissioner Mann, seconded by Commissioner Jencks.  The motion was carried 
unopposed. 

Commissioner Sahlberg lead everyone for the Pledge of Allegiance.  

Review of Agenda: Commissioner Jencks motioned to approve the agenda, seconded by 
Commissioner Garcia.  The motion passed unanimously. 

Approval of Minutes: A motion was made by Commissioner Mann to approve the February 11th  
meeting minutes, seconded by Commissioner Jencks. The motion passed unanimously. 

Workshops: 

Sidewalk Master Plan Update: Shareefa Abdulsalam of SCJ Alliance Consulting Services 
presented a comprehensive overview of the sidewalk master plan scope, evaluation criteria, and 
prioritization results. A discussion among the commission followed with support from city staff, 
who helped address questions. The update also included proposed repair strategies and funding 
approaches. A final report will be presented to City Council in the spring, followed by an 
opportunity for public feedback. 

Parks Element: Staff provided a brief status update on the Parks and Recreation Master Plan. 
The final draft will be presented to the Parks and Arts Commission on April 6th for 
recommendations and is expected to be brought before City Council for approval in May.  Once 
approved, by reference, this document will become the Parks and Recreation chapter of the 
comprehensive plan update. 

Citizen Comments: None 

Secretary’s Report: Staff continue to work on the new sign code and recommend creating a 
subcommittee within the Planning Commission to assist with the new code. 

There is a Community Safety and Resiliency Fair planned on April 30th for the community.  It will 
be held at the rotary room at Trailhead. 

Commissioner’s Reports: None 
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Adjournment: Commissioner Jencks motioned to adjourn the meeting, seconded by 
Commissioner Folyer.  The motion carried unanimously. The meeting was adjourned at 5:23 p.m. 



20 YEAR
CAPITAL FACILITIES 

PLAN OVERVIEW
2027-2046

14 April 2026



Purpose
CAPITAL FACILITIES PLANNING

• Recommend a citywide vision
• Maximize public benefit
• Ensure delivered projects maintain a good state of 

repair with sufficient resources
• Assess fiscal capacity and long-term financial 

considerations based on asset life-cycle data
• Understand the true cost of constructing and 

maintaining city assets
• Align with Strategic Plan (Goal 4)

• Planned facilities keep pace with expected growth
• Infrastructure is preserved in good condition
• Comprehensive planning engagement is growing 

each year

2026 2
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A capital facility project is the 
purchase, new construction or 
significant, long-term 
improvements to existing facilities 
that are part of public 
infrastructure (e.g., buildings, 
parks, roads). A capital project 
usually has a useful life of at least 
13 years and typically requires the 
involvement of an architect and/or 
engineer.
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Capital 
Classifications

Streets
43%

Pedestrian/ 
Bicycle

2%

Traffic 
Control

9%

Facilities
18%

Parks
8%

Equipment
11%

Street 
Trees

0%

Stormwater
2%

Public Art
3%

Plans
0%

IT
2%

Golf Course
2%

20-YR COST BREAKDOWN BY CLASSIFICATION

*    Condition/LOS Data Collection Complete
**  2026$

20yr TotalClassificationRank
$56,618,926 Streets*1

$2,500,000 Pedestrian/Bicycle*2
$12,296,314 Traffic Control*3
$23,951,450 Facilities*4

$9,985,391 Parks*5
$14,093,000 Equipment6

$425,000 Street Trees7
$2,684,869 Stormwater*8
$3,343,500 Public Art9

$674,000 Plans10
$2,596,500 Information Technology11
$2,462,476 Golf Course12

**$131,631,426 Grand Total Annual Avg: 
$6.55M
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Fund 
Classifications

20yr TotalFund
$22,137,341 General

$2,555,758 Golf Operations
$135,000 Harvard Rd Mitigation

$3,343,500 Parks & Art
$4,485,000 REET 1 Capital Projects

$41,193,809 REET 2 Special Capital Projects
$3,109,869 Stormwater
$4,708,930 Streets

$17,942,699 Streets Capital
$32,019,520 Unknown*

**$131,136,426 Grand Total

*    Projected Growth Projects & Potential Sidewalk Repair Program
**  2026$

General
17%

Golf 
Operations

2% Parks & 
Art
3%

REET 1 
Capital 

Projects
3%

REET 2 
Special 
Capital 

Projects
31%

Stormwater
2%

Streets
4%

Streets 
Capital

14%

Unknown
24%

20-YR COST BREAKDOWN BY PROPOSED FUND



Streets
55 lane miles

Pavement Condition Index (PCI): 77/100
20yr Estimated Cost: $56.6M

• Major Projects
• E Country Vista Dr ($4.1M) 2028-30
• N Molter Rd ($4.4M)  2028-30
• E Sprague Ave ($3.7M) 2029-31
• E Mission Ave ($1.0M) 2030
• E Appleway Ave ($4.4M) 2032
• E Country Vista Dr ($2.7M) 2033-36
• N Harvard Rd ($2.5M)  2034
• E Mission Ave(South) ($1.5M) 2035
• E Mission Ave ($2.2M) 2038
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PCI:77/100

E COUNTRY VISTA DR
MAJOR ARTERIAL
PCI: 72



Pedestrian/
Bicycles

74 Miles of Sidewalks, Trails, Pathways
Sidewalk Condition Index (SCI): 86/100

20yr Estimated Cost: $2.5M

• Major Projects
• ADA Compliance Upgrades
• Ped Crossing Upgrades/Maintenance
• Bike Lane Updates
• Multi-Modal path improvements

• Unknown Funding Options
• Residential Sidewalk Repairs 
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Traffic Control
(9) Signalized Intersections

(5) Roundabouts
20yr Estimated Cost: $12.3M

• Major Projects
• Harvard/Wellington ($1.4M) 

• New Signal
• Liberty Lake/Country Vista ($0.9M) 

• Southbound turn lane upgrade
• Mission/Signal ($1.5M) 

• New Signal
• I-90/Country Vista ($2.8M) 

• Roundabout 
• Mission/Harvard ($2.1M) 

• Expand to 2-lane Roundabout
• Liberty Lake/Appleway ($1.2M) 

• Southbound turn lane upgrade
• Traffic Cameras ($0.6M)

• Various Signalized Intersections
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Facilities
(8) Facilities on (4) Sites

Facility Footprint: 62,930 SF
Site Footprint: 8.4 Acres

20yr Estimated Cost: $23.9M

• Major Projects
• New City Hall ($5.0M) 
• Parks and Recreation Facility   ($1.2M)
• Library Replacement ($14.0M)

• New Footprint: 16,000-19,000 SF

• Police Dept Expansion ($2.0M)

• Capital Improvements to existing 
buildings
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Parks
(3) Parks: Pavilion, Rocky Hill, Orchard 

(1) Arboretum: Nature’s Place
190 Acres of Public Recreation Space

20yr Estimated Cost: $10M

• Major Projects
• Play Structure Replacement
• Facility Component Replacement
• Parking Lot Resurfacing
• Tree Canopy Improvements

• CIP Prioritization Results (Top 5)
• Pavilion Park Playground Equipment (67%)
• Orchard Park Playground Shade (62%)
• Pavilion Park Splash Pad Updates (59%)
• Orchard Park Tree Canopy Improvements (58%)
• Pavilion Park Shade Structure (46%)

• Other Unfunded Projects
• Town Square Park Expansion
• Splash Pad at Rocky Hill
• Future Park (near Ridgeline)
• Disc Golf
• Dog Park
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Equipment
Fleet/Equipment for city departments

20yr Estimated Cost: $14.1M

• Major Projects
• Replacement vehicles and equipment 

• Police
• Public Works
• Parks and Recreation
• Golf
• Community Development
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Street Trees
~10,000 Trees within city limits

20yr Estimated Cost: $0.4M

• Major Projects
• Country Vista Ave / Molter Rd
• Sprague Ave
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Stormwater
Swales, Catch Basins, Scuppers

20yr Estimated Cost: $2.7M

• Major Projects
• Sprague Ave Drainage Improvements 

($1.3M) 
• E Country Vista North Swale 

Improvements ($0.3M) 
• City wide Sprinkler System 

Replacements ($20K/yr)
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Public Art
City-Wide

20yr Estimated Cost: $3.34M

• Major Projects
• Capital Art Installations
• Non-Capital Art Installations
• Maintenance
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Plans
City-Wide

20yr Estimated Cost: $0.67M

• Feasibility Studies (Pool, Community Center)
• Development Code Updates
• Master Plan Updates (10 yr interval)
• Pavement Scanning (5yr)
• Strategic Planning (5 yr)

Info Technology
City-Wide

20yr Estimated Cost: $2.6M

• Component Replacement/Upgrades



Golf Course
Grounds, Facilities, and Well

9 holes, 2,548 Yards, 54 Acres
20yr Estimated Cost: $2.5M

• Major Projects
• Facility Component Replacement
• Course Improvements
• Grounds Maintenance
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Timeline and Next Steps
20 YR CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

• Complete Draft CFP  to Planning commission (25MAR)

• Brief draft version to City Council (14APR)

• Final version to City Council (8MAY)

• Comprehensive Master Plan DRAFT Complete (11MAY)

2026 18

JAN-MAR

Analyze collected input, 
adjust priorities, and 
draft versions of the 20-
year plan

APR-MAY

Finalize the draft, 
planning commission 
review, Council 
Workshop, incorporate 
feedback

MAY

Submit to external 
agencies for feedback

JUL-NOV

External agency review 
and feedback 

DEC

Council adopts final 
version of 
Comprehensive Master 
Plan
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A. Introduction 

The Transporta�on Element details how Liberty Lake will develop, manage and maintain its 

mul�-modal transporta�on system to support future growth, enhance connec�vity, and 

ensure safe, efficient travel for residents, visitors, businesses owners and patrons. Rooted in 

the City’s land-use vision, the element assesses exis�ng condi�ons, an�cipates future needs, 

and establishes goals and policies for roadways, transit, non-motorized travel (walking, biking), 

and freight over the planning horizon. It is intended to align with state and regional 

requirements under the Growth Management Act and reflects the City’s commitment to 

integra�ng mobility, accessibility and funding strategies for a sustainable transporta�on 

network. 

Growth Management Act Requirements 
The Growth Management Act requires the Transporta�on Element (RCW 36.70A.108) to 

include the following: 

• Land use assumptions used in projecting travel demand. 

• Projected tra�ic impacts to state-owned transportation facilities resulting from 

land use assumptions. 

• Facilities and service needs: 

o Inventory of air, water, and ground transportation facilities and services; 

o Level of service (LOS) standards for all locally owned arterials and transit 

routes; 

o Specific actions and requirements for bringing into compliance locally owned 

transportation facilities or services that are below established LOS standards; 

o Forecasts of tra�ic for at least ten years based on the adopted land use plan 

to provide information on the location, timing, and capacity needs of future 

growth; 

•  Finance needs: 

o Analysis of funding capability to address needed facility improvements; 

o Multi-year financing plan based on the needs, to serve as the basis for the 

minimum six-year Capital Facilities Plan (CFP); 

o If probable funding falls short of meeting identified needs, a discussion of how 

land use assumptions will be reassessed to ensure LOS standards will be met. 

• Intergovernmental coordination e�orts, including an assessment of the impacts 

of the transportation plan and land use assumptions on the transportation 

systems of adjacent jurisdictions. 

• Demand-management strategies. 

• Pedestrian and bicycle components, including collaborative e�orts to identify 

and designate planned improvements for pedestrian and bicycle facilities and 

corridors that address and encourage enhanced community access and promote 

healthy lifestyles. 

• Multi-modal transportation improvements or strategies that are made concurrent 

with development. 
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Regional Planning 
The Transporta�on Element is required to be consistent with regional transporta�on policy 

frameworks outlined in the Spokane County Countywide Planning Policies and the Spokane 

Regional Transit Council (SRTC)’s current Metropolitan Transporta�on Plan, Horizon 2050. 

Consistency with regional plans ensures a more func�onal transporta�on system between 

jurisdic�ons and agencies, improving the user experience and reducing poten�al conflicts. 

Network Analysis 
In order to evaluate current traffic condi�ons and forecast future traffic volumes and network 

func�on, the City undertook the Liberty Lake Transporta�on Network Analysis Update.  

Based upon Liberty Lake’s projected changes in land use, popula�on, and employment over 

the 20-year planning horizon, the Network Analysis modeled the current and future 

transporta�on network.  This modelling was u�lized to evaluate network performance and 

iden�fy short-term and long-term mi�ga�ons to the system, based upon that projected future 

growth.  The results of this analysis are discussed in more detail later in this chapter, and the 

full document is included in Appendix I. 

B. Transportation Goals & Policies 

Transportation Goal 1: Maintain a multi-modal transportation system that provides safe 

and efficient travel to, from, and within the City. 

Policy 1.1: Promote pedestrian and bicycle transportation and increase safety, mobility, 

and convenience for non-motorized modes of travel. 

Policy 1.2: Require transportation improvements needed to serve new development to 

be in place at the time new development impacts occur. When infeasible, require a 

financial commitment, consistent with the capital facilities plan, to be made to complete 

the improvements within six years 

Policy 1.3: Coordinate planning with appropriate agencies and utility companies for utility 

corridors that may affect the transportation system. 

Policy 1.4: Encourage the use of bus, ride-sharing, paratransit, and high- capacity transit 

services to make major segments of the transportation system more efficient. 

Policy 1.5: Encourage intermodal connections to enhance the efficiency and convenience 

of public transportation. 

Policy 1.6: Support high-capacity transit facilities and services that are consistent with the 

actions and plans of Spokane Transit Authority, Spokane Regional Transportation Council, 

and other jurisdictions. 

Policy 1.7: Preserve existing right-of-way and designate new right-of-way to support high-

capacity transportation corridors. 

Policy 1.8: Provide safe and convenient access for all modes of active and sustainable 

transportation – such as walking, bicycling, scooters, and other emerging modes - 
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between housing, recreation, shopping, schools, community facilities, and transit access 

points 

Policy 1.9: Maintain and enhance the system of trails, multi-modal pathways, and 

sidewalks in accordance with the provisions of the Liberty Lake Parks & Recreation Master 

Plan and the Liberty Lake Sidewalk Master Plan. 

Policy 1.10: Promote hard surface walkway systems that are separated from roads if they 

fit in with the characteristics of the neighborhood. 

Policy 1.11: Preserve unused rail rights-of-way for development of trails or other 

alternative transportation systems. 

Policy 1.12: Optimize the capacity of existing roads to minimize the need for new or 

expanded roads through the use of improved signage, traffic controls (including but not 

limited to signalization and roundabouts), signal timing optimization, lane striping, and 

other means. 

Policy 1.13: Provide coordinated, integrated, and safe traffic control systems, to the 

greatest extent possible. 

Policy 1.14: Require private roads to be constructed to City standards. 

Policy 1.15:  Develop, adopt and implement a “Complete Street Ordinance” to 

memorialize the City’s existing “Complete Street” policies and standards, and to better 

position the City for federal and state grant funding.  

Policy 1.16: Require all roads to be designed, constructed, and improved in accordance 

with the City’s “complete streets” standards. 

Policy 1.17: Reduce right-of-way width dedications to the minimum necessary to provide 

for transportation needs and maintenance requirements. 

Policy 1.18: Maintain an arterial road plan that emphasizes planned corridors for high-

capacity roadways to keep high-speed traffic out of residential neighborhoods. 

Policy 1.19: Encourage curbside landscaping consistent with safety requirements. Identify 

those species of landscaping that are most appropriate for curbside planting, while 

encouraging biodiversity and resilient plant species. 

Policy 1.20: Maintain adequate access to, and circulation within, all developments for 

emergency service and public transportation vehicles. 

Policy 1.21: Consolidate access to commercial and industrial properties by encouraging 

the development of commercial and industrial centers with shared driveways, parking 

and internal circulation, rather than strip development to minimize traffic congestion on 

collectors and arterial streets. 

Policy 1.22: Periodically review and update standards and techniques to slow vehicle 

traffic and reduce the volume of traffic through residential neighborhoods. 



Chapter 9 – Transportation Element 

 

7 | P a g e  

 

Policy 1.23: Advocate safe and effective traffic control at roadway, trail, pathway, and 

pedestrian crossings. 

Policy 1.24: Establish intersection minimum level of service standards for the City of 

Liberty Lake at a Level of Service D for signalized intersections, and a Level of Service E for 

unsignalized intersections during AM and PM peak hours, and a volume to capacity (v/c) 

ratio of less than 90% for roundabouts, as further described in this element 

Policy 1.25: Support the development, evaluation, refinement as necessary, and adoption 

of the “corridor travel time” standard for regionally significant transportation corridors 

only. 

Policy 1.26: Allocate staff resources to work with other transportation government 

agencies in drafting and submitting joint applications for state and federal transportation 

grants to support projects that benefit multiple jurisdictions. 

Policy 1.27: Maintain a system of impact mitigation fees and user-based fees to finance 

transportation improvements required because of new development. 

Policy 1.28: Only allowPermit  golf carts, e-bikes, e-scooters and other personal e-vehicles 

to be operated on specifically designated roads and trails. 

Policy 1.29: Encourage and promote the availability and use of travel on demand services 

in Liberty Lake, including but not limited to paratransit services, rideshare programs, and 

for-profit rideshare services (e.g. Uber, Lyft, Yellow Cab, etc.). 

Policy 1.30: Develop and implement guidance and signage in support of and to better 

promote active transportation and intermodal networks throughout the City. 

C. Transportation Network 

The City of Liberty Lake’s transporta�on system consists of an interconnected network of 

arterial, collector, and local roadways, as well as sidewalks, mul�modal pathways and trails, 

bicycle facili�es, and transit facili�es and services that support the movement of people and 

goods throughout the community. Interstate 90 (I-90) bisects the City and serves as the City’s 

primary regional corridor and freight route, providing access to communi�es across 

Washington to the west, and extending east through Idaho and beyond to the eastern United 

States.  No air, waterway or rail transporta�on facili�es are located within the City limits. 

Roadway & Street Network 
Figure 9.1 iden�fies the exis�ng City roadway network. The City’s roadway network is 

comprised of arterial and collector streets (depicted as red in the map below); local access 

streets, both commercial and residen�al (shown in white); and private streets that are owned 

by property/homeowner associa�ons (shown in blue).   

 

 

 

Commented [LM1]: From comments during the 

December 10th PC meeting. 

Commented [LM2]: From comments during the 

December 10th PC meeting 
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Figure 9.1 City Roadway Network 

 
 

Roadway Functional Classifications 

Roadway func�onal classifica�ons categorize streets based on their primary purpose, traffic 

volume, and role within the overall transporta�on network. This classifica�on system 

establishes a hierarchy of roadway types that guides roadway design, access management, and 

the accommoda�on of various travel modes. 

Principal and Minor Arterials are designed to carry higher traffic volumes and provide mobility 

for through-traffic. These facili�es typically include mul�ple lanes and/or dedicated turn lanes 

to support efficient movement. Traffic volumes are generally measured in Average Daily Trips 

(ADTs). Compared to local streets, arterials and collectors have more limited access points to 

maintain traffic flow and safety. Lane widths and shoulders are typically wider on higher-

classified roadways, although specific dimensions may vary based on design speed and 

context.  Figure 9.2 summarizes typical ADT ranges for Washington State roadway 

classifica�ons, along with corresponding access spacing standards established in the City of 

Liberty Lake Development Standards. 
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Figure 9.2 Typical Roadway Parameters by Functional Classification 

Classification ADTs Access Control1 

Principal Arterial 7,000 – 27,000 300’ 

Minor Arterial 3,000 – 14,000 300’ 

Collector 1,100 – 6,300 150’ 

Local <1,000 50’ or less 
1Separation distance between approaches, per Liberty Lake Development Standards 

Within the state of Washington, Washington State Department of Transporta�on (WSDOT) 

maintains the official func�onal classifica�ons of all streets and roadways in the state. Figure 

9.3 depicts exis�ng ADT along with projected 2046 ADTs (as detailed in the 2025 Liberty Lake 

Network Analysis Update, appended hereto in Appendix I), as based on 2046 projected land 

use, housing and employment data. 
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Figure 9.3 Existing Roadway Volumes 
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Figure 9.4 WSDOT Functional Classification Map 
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Figure 9.4 depicts WSDOT’s existing functional classifications for Liberty Lake streets. 

Based upon the current roadway configurations, function, and volume, the City of Liberty 

Lake has identified the need to re-classify roadway segments.   The proposed roadway 

classifications are mapped in Figure 9.5.  The roadways segments proposed for 

reclassification are listed in Figure 9.6. 

Currently, WSDOT-classified, regionally significant roadways in Liberty Lake include I-90; 

Country Vista Drive/Appleway west from the west-bound I-90 o�-ramp (commonly 

referred to as the Green Acres flyover); and, Harvard Road, north of I-90.   As noted above, 

the City also proposes the reclassification of the following routes within the City as other 

regionally significant roadways, due their daily tra�ic volume and common use as freight 

routes:  Liberty Lake Road, south of I-90 to Country Vista Drive; Country Vista Drive, west 

from Liberty   Lake Road to the  Green Acres flyover;  and, Appleway Avenue, from Liberty 

Lake Road to the eastern City limits. 
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Figure 9.5   City of Liberty Lake Proposed Roadway Functional Classifications 
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Figure 9.6 Roadway Segments Proposed for Reclassification 

Road Name Segment 
Existing 

Classification 

Proposed 

Classification 

Appleway Ave. Liberty Lake Rd. to E City Limit Minor Arterial Principal Arterial 

Liberty Lake Rd. I-90 to Country Vista Dr. Minor Arterial Principal Arterial 

Liberty Lake Rd. Country Vista Dr. to Sprague Major Collector Minor Arterial 

Country Vista Dr. Liberty Lake Rd., west to I-90 o�-ramp Minor Arterial Principal Arterial 

Country Vista Dr. Liberty Lake Rd. to Mission Ave. Major Collector Minor Arterial 

Country Vista Dr. Mission Ave. to Country Vista Blvd. Local Major Collector 

Country Vista Blvd. Mission Ave. to Appleway Ave. Local Major Collector 

Molter Rd. Country Vista Dr. to Appleway Ave. Major Collector Minor Arterial 

Mission Ave Country Vista Dr. to east City boundary Major Collector Minor Arterial 

Mission Ave. Harvard Rd. to west City boundary Major Collector Minor Arterial 

Indiana Ave. Harvard Rd. to west City boundary  Local Major Collector 

Kramer Pkwy. Country Vista Dr. to Mission Ave. Local Minor Arterial 

Kramer Pkwy. Mission Ave. to Indiana Ave. New Road Collector 

 

Active Transportation 
The ac�ve transporta�on network includes all non-motorized facili�es including sidewalks and 

other pedestrian facili�es, bicycle facili�es, and recrea�onal trails. The non-motorized 

network can be used for many of the same purposes as personal vehicles and transit, including 

commuter travel, grocery store trips, and other errands.  

The City of Liberty Lake has a robust ac�ve transporta�on network that includes sidewalks, 

mul�modal pathways, and bike lanes.  Figure 9.7 details the exis�ng network of bicycle and 

pedestrian facili�es within the City.   

In addi�on to the bicycle and pedestrian network within the City limits, a segment of the 

Centennial Trail, which runs along the Spokane River from the City of Spokane to Coeur 

d’Alene, extends along the en�re northern boundary of the City. 

The City is currently preparing a Sidewalk Master Plan (SWMP) to guide the long-term 

maintenance, repair, and expansion of the sidewalk network. Work completed to date includes 

a comprehensive inventory and condi�on assessment of exis�ng sidewalks, iden�fica�on of 

network gaps, and evalua�on of connec�vity to key des�na�ons such as schools, parks, transit 

facili�es, and commercial areas. A data-driven priori�za�on framework has been developed 

based on factors including safety, equity, proximity, network connec�vity, and cost-

effec�veness to support the iden�fica�on of priority improvements. The planning process has 

also evaluated poten�al repair and maintenance approaches, as well as a range of funding 

mechanisms to support implementa�on. The SWMP is being developed through a stakeholder-

driven and community-informed process and will provide strategies and recommenda�ons to 

support a safe, accessible, and connected pedestrian network upon comple�on. 

  

Commented [AM3]: This is the summarization of the 

Sidewalk Master Plan. 
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Figure 9.7 Liberty Lake Bicycle & Pedestrian Pathway Map 
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Transit & Paratransit Network 
The City of Liberty Lake is served by regional public transporta�on provided by the Spokane 

Transit Authority (STA), which offers a combina�on of local, express, and regional bus services 

connec�ng the community to Spokane Valley, downtown Spokane, and other key des�na�ons. 

Transit service within the City includes routes that provide access to residen�al 

neighborhoods, commercial areas, employment centers, and regional transporta�on hubs 

such as park-and-ride facili�es and the Spokane Interna�onal Airport. 

Public transit service in Liberty Lake is designed to support both local circula�on and regional 

commu�ng, with a mix of fixed-route and express op�ons. Some routes focus on connec�ng 

neighborhoods within the City and nearby areas, while others provide more direct service to 

major employment and ac�vity centers, including downtown Spokane and local business 

campuses. 

In addi�on to fixed-route bus service, STA provides paratransit services for individuals whose 

disabili�es prevent them from using standard transit op�ons. These services are generally 

available within a defined proximity to established transit routes, ensuring broader 

accessibility to public transporta�on. 

The City is served by five Spokane Transit Authority (STA) bus routes. These include Route 7 

(Valley/Airport), Route 93 (Molter Loop), Route 98 (Greenacres/Liberty Lake), Route 722 

(Liberty Lake Express), and 724 (Liberty Lake Tech Express).  Routes 7, 93, and 722 were all put 

into effect in September of 2025. 

Route 7 connects the Spokane Interna�onal Airport with Liberty Lake. This is a new route as of 

September 2025 that replaced route 74. Route 93 loops from the STA Park and Ride located on 

Mission Avenue to Molter Avenue, Appleway Avenue, Signal Road, and back to the Park and 

Ride.  

Route 98 connects the Valley Transit Center in Spokane Valley to the Liberty Lake Park & Ride 

via Sprague Avenue, Appleway Avenue, Country Vista Drive, and Mission Avenue. This route 

helps provide access to a por�on of the City not currently served by the other bus routes, 

including some residen�al neighborhoods. 

Route 722 connects downtown Liberty Lake and downtown Spokane. This is an express route 

that also connects to the Meadowood Technology Campus in Liberty Lake. Route 724 connects 

downtown Spokane to stops along Appleway Avenue, Country Vista Drive, and Mission 

Avenue. This route helps provide express access from the commercial sector of Liberty Lake to 

downtown Spokane. 

In addi�on, STA offers Paratransit service to those whose disability prevents them from using 

regular, fixed route transit service.  Paratransit services are available in areas within ¾ of a mile 

of an STA fixed route bus route.  

STA’s Connect 2035 lays out a vision for future, expanded transit service in Liberty Lake to 

include: 

• Extending the Sprague Avenue High Performance Transit (HPT) Route 9. 

Commented [LM4R2]: Modified to use less specific 

information that may change over time and easier to 

understand  for a general reader. 

Commented [AM4]: This seems like a lot of detail on 

STA route information; it this necessary or can we use a 

more generalized summary? It seems like it could 

become out of date quickly. 



Chapter 9 – Transportation Element 

 

17 | P a g e  

 

• Pilo�ng a new Mobility-on-Demand service (like Uber or LyN with mul�-passenger 

vehicles).  

• Expanding HPT service in the I-90 corridor between Liberty Lake and the Spokane 

Interna�onal Airport, to include a new Park and Ride Facility on Country Vista, north 

of Ridgeline Highschool’s ballfields. 

Figure 9.8 displays exis�ng fixed route transit services within the City limits, and the area 

where paratransit services are currently available.  It also shows the loca�on of the exis�ng 

Mission Avenue Park and Ride Facility, and the proposed Park and Ride planned in support of 

the I-90 HPT service. 
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Figure 9.8 Map of STA Transit Services & Facili(es in Liberty Lake 
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Air Travel & Freight 
Spokane Interna�onal Airport, the second largest airport in the State of Washington, is a 

publicly owned airport located 21 miles west of Liberty Lake that serves as the primary hub for 

air travel and air freight transport in the region.  Commercial air service is provided by seven 

airlines and three air cargo carriers, and as of 2023, the airport serves over 4 million passengers 

per year.  Felts Field, located 14 miles west of Liberty Lake in the City of Spokane, is an ac�ve 

general avia�on relief airport managed by Spokane Interna�onal Airport, with two paved 

runways and a turf landing strip. 

I-90 serves as the primary regional and interstate freight route.  Commonly used freight routes 

within the City include:  Harvard Road, north of I-90 to the City limits; Liberty Lake Road, south 

of I-90 to Country Vista Drive; Country Vista Drive, west from Liberty Lake Road to the Green 

Acres flyover; Appleway Avenue, west of the Green Acres Flyover to the City limits; and, 

Appleway Avenue, from Liberty Lake Road to the eastern City limits. There is no rail service 

within the City of Liberty Lake. 

D. City Design Standards 

Complete Streets 
Complete streets are designed to be safe, accessible, and convenient for all users, including 

pedestrians, cyclists, transit riders, and motorists of all ages and abili�es. This approach 

balances the needs of different users through features like sidewalks, bike lanes, and safe 

crosswalks, as well as ameni�es such as landscaping, traffic calming features, and public art, 

to provide connected, integrated, and safe alterna�ve modes of transporta�on.  It is an 

approach to making our transporta�on system work for all of us, while promo�ng health, 

safety and sustainability. 

Complete street designs ensure that decision-making processes consider all users of public 

right-of-way, providing accommoda�ons for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit, motorists, 

emergency responders and freight, as appropriate, for community need and context. 

Liberty Lake’s current development code and engineering design standards include 

requirements for pedestrian and bicycle facili�es on all new and expanded streets (both public 

and private) within the City limits.  Those standards apply both to City projects, and 

improvements required by developers on public and private streets. Addi�onally, street trees 

and pedestrian ameni�es are addressed within the development code, as well as transit stops 

and ameni�es for new developments along transit routes. 

While current code incorporates Complete Street principles, the City of Liberty Lake has never 

formally adopted a Complete Street ordinance.  Adop�ng a complete street ordinance that 

integrates and formalizes exis�ng complete street requirements already imbedded in the City 

code and standards into a unified policy would significantly enhance the City’s eligibility for 

numerous state and federal transporta�on grants by guiding the planning, development and 

implementa�on of transporta�on infrastructure projects citywide.   
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Safety 
One benefit of the City’s Complete Streets standards is that they help make roads safer for 

everyone. These standards are used on City streets and are designed to support drivers, 

pedestrians, bicyclists, and other users. By designing streets for all types of travel, the City can 

reduce crashes and lower the risk of serious injuries and fatali�es. 

Within the City of Liberty Lake, there is one road segment iden�fied in the Spokane Regional 

Transporta�on Council’s (SRTC) Spokane Regional Safety Ac�on Plan as a targeted corridor. This 

segment is Mission Avenue, north of Interstate 90, between the Harvest Parkway roundabout 

and the Kramer Parkway roundabout. 

While there are no specific plans for this road segment, there are planned frontage 

improvements for an adjacent and connec�ng road segment which runs from the Harvest 

Parkway roundabout to the western city limits.  These improvements are planned for the 

summer of 2026 and include filling in gaps where sidewalks are missing and adding a bike lane. 

Comple�ng the sidewalk network will improve safety and accessibility for pedestrians and help 

address exis�ng safety concerns in the area. 

E. Level of Service Standards 

Level of Service (LOS) is a quan�ta�ve or qualita�ve measure of transporta�on system 

opera�ons and helps to iden�fy when improvements are needed to the system.   

Vehicle Level of Service 
Vehicular performance at intersec�ons is oNen defined by the concept of intersec�on Level of 

Service (LOS). LOS is defined by average vehicle delay (seconds per vehicle) and is associated 

with a leQer grade on a scale from A (free flowing traffic) to F (intersec�on failure, major 

delays).  Qualita�vely, these ra�ngs are described as follows: 

• A – free flow opera�on; 

• B – reasonably unimpeded opera�on; 

• C – stable opera�on; 

• D – small increases in flow may cause substan�al delay; 

• E – operates with significant delays; and, 

• F – operates with extremely slow speeds and/or intersec�on failures. 

Quan�ta�vely, vehicle level of service is most commonly measured by intersec�on level of 

service, which is classified by the seconds of delay at an intersec�on. The range of delay used 

in classifica�on differs somewhat between signalized and unsignalized intersec�ons, as shown 

in Figure 9.9. 
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Figure 9.9 Intersec(on Level of Service 

Level of Service 
Unsignalized Intersection 

Average Delay (sec/veh)1 

Signalized Intersection Average 

Delay 

(sec/veh) 

A 0 -10 0 - 10 

B 10 - 15 10 – 20 

C 15 – 25 20 – 35 

D 25 - 35 35 – 55 

E 35 - 50 55 – 80 

F > 50 > 80 
1 Reported for the worst performing movement for minor stop control, reported as the overall intersection for all-
way stop-control. 

The City of Liberty Lake’s adopted intersec�on level of service standard is an LOS D for 

signalized intersec�ons, and an LOS E for unsignalized intersec�ons. This LOS standard is 

consistent with the County-wide planning policy contained in Spokane County’s current 

Comprehensive Plan. 

The level of service standard for a roundabout is measured as a volume to capacity ra�o (v/c).  

Liberty Lake has adopted an LOS standard of less than 90% volume to capacity (< 0.9 v/c).  This 

is consistent with WSDOT adopted LOS for roundabouts. 

Multi-Modal Level of Service 
As per RCW 36.70A.070, a mul�-modal level of service (MMLOS) standard is required for all 

locally owned arterials, locally and regionally operated transit routes, and ac�ve transporta�on 

facili�es.  For state-owned transporta�on facili�es, such as Highways of Statewide Significance 

(HSS) like Interstate 90,  a MMLOS standard is required for highways, although WSDOT has not 

adopted one (as of the �me of this wri�ng). 

MMLOS standards can be either quan�ta�ve or qualita�ve. Quan�ta�ve MMLOS standards 

can vary from level of stress ra�ngs (such as the one adopted by Bainbridge Island) to quite 

complex with a mul�variate scoring system for different neighborhood contexts (such as one 

adopted by Bellingham). 

Qualita�ve or binary MMLOS standards also exist throughout the state (Kent looks at minimum 

standards in different areas of the City for pedestrian LOS and transit LOS, with a more 

elaborate minimum standard for bicycle LOS, depending on speed limit, traffic volume, bicycle 

facility type.) 

The Spokane Regional Transporta�on Council (SRTC) has published example level of service 

performance metrics for a variety of modes, including pedestrian, bicycle, and transit.  The city 

may evaluate the use of these metrics when looking at ways to beQer describe levels of service 

for facili�es within the city.    

At present, the City of Liberty Lake requires bicycle and pedestrian facili�es on all collectors 

and arterials.  The standard requirement is sidewalks and bike lanes on both sides of the street, 
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while allowing a mul�modal pathway to be provided in lieu of bike lanes and sidewalks on the 

same side of the street.  

Regarding transit LOS, all STA fixed transit routes are located on collectors and arterials within 

the City limits. Since STA has not adopted an MMLOS for transit, it is proposed that Liberty 

Lakes MMLOS for all collectors and arterials be the provision of sidewalks and bike facili�es 

mee�ng the City’s engineering design standards, on both sides of a collector or arterial street. 

F. Transportation Network Analysis 

As noted in the introduc�on to this Chapter, the City undertook the Liberty Lake 

Transporta�on Network Analysis Update, in order to evaluate current traffic condi�ons and 

forecast future traffic volumes and network func�on. The Network Analysis modeled the 

current and future transporta�on network in order to evaluate network performance and 

iden�fy short-term and long-term mi�ga�ons to the system.  The results of this analysis are 

summarized below, with the full document included in Appendix I.   

Methodology & Land Use Assumptions 
The Network Analysis modeled the current and future transporta�on network, based upon 

Liberty Lake’s projected changes in land use, popula�on, and employment over the 20-year 

planning horizon. 

   

The study area for this analysis includes major roadways and intersec�ons within the City 

boundaries.  Current traffic volumes were collected on segments of the major roadways within 

the network, which included the following: 

• Country Vista Drive; 

• Liberty Lake Road; 

• Harvard Road; 

• Appleway Avenue; 

• Mission Avenue (both north and south of the I-90 corridor); 

• Molter Roadway; and  

• Kramer Parkway. 

There were also 23 major intersec�ons where turning movement data was collected.  Figure 

9.10 details the study intersec�ons, and the exis�ng intersec�on control at those intersec�ons. 

Figure 9.10 Study Area Intersec(ons 

# Intersection Existing Intersection Control 

1 I-90 WB O� Ramp / E Country Vista Dr Stop-Controlled SB 

2 N Kramer Pkwy / E Country Vista Dr Signal 

3 N Legacy Ridge Drive / E Country Vista Dr Signal 

4 E Mission Ave / N Harvard Rd Roundabout 

5 N Harvard Rd / I-90 WB On Ramp Free 

6 N Liberty Lake Rd / Appleway Ave Signal 

7 N Liberty Lake Rd / E Country Vista Dr Signal 

8 E Mission Ave / E Country Vista Dr Stop-Controlled SB 
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9 N Signal Dr / E Appleway Ave Signal 

10 N Madson St / E Appleway Ave Signal 

11 N Molter Rd / E Appleway Ave Signal 

12 N Molter Rd / E Mission Ave Roundabout 

13 E Mission Ave / N Harvest Pkwy Roundabout 

14 N Country Vista Blvd / E Appleway Ave Stop-Controlled NB 

15 E Mission Ave / N Country Vista Blvd All Way Stop-Controlled 

16 N Molter / E Country Vista Dr All Way Stop-Controlled 

17 E Sprague Ave / N Molter Rd All Way Stop-Controlled 

18 E Mission Ave / Kramer Pkwy Roundabout 

19 N Harvard Rd / E Indiana Ave Signal 

20 N Harvard Rd / E Wellington Pkwy Stop-Controlled EB/WB 

21 E Mission Ave / N Signal Dr Stop-Controlled NB/SB 

22 E Mission Ave / N Madson St Stop-Controlled SB 

23 E Country Vista Dr / Ridgeline HS signal Signal 

 

Growth assump�ons set the stage for forecas�ng future traffic volumes at study area 

intersec�ons and thus understanding transporta�on system deficiencies. Parametrix 

conducted an analysis of growth assump�ons for both short-term (2028) and long-term (2046) 

condi�ons. The primary sources of informa�on to determine the growth assump�ons included 

informa�on about pending and planned developments provided directly by City staff, the 

Liberty Lake Land Capacity Analysis (February 2025), and socioeconomic forecasts provided 

within the SRTC regional travel demand model (SRTC model).  

The SRTC model was used to develop traffic volume forecasts for 2046 condi�ons within the 

City. The SRTC model is a region-wide forecas�ng tool covering the greater Spokane area from 

the City of Airway Heights on the west to the City of Liberty Lake on the east. Because of the 

regional seTng of the SRTC model, refinements were made to target results for the smaller 

scale of this study. Refinements included updates and modifica�ons to base year and horizon 

year roadway network representa�ons and land use assump�ons. For example, Kramer 

Parkway bridge over I-90 was added in the base year network.  

The SRTC model divides the region into smaller areas called traffic analysis zones (TAZs). Each 

TAZ includes es�mates of popula�on, households, and jobs. First, these numbers were 

adjusted to beQer match current condi�ons. Then, future popula�on and employment 

es�mates were updated based on the City’s land use plans, zoning, and expected 

development. Finally, because some TAZs in the City are quite large, extra connec�on points 

were added within them to beQer represent how people travel within smaller areas, essen�ally 

crea�ng smaller, “virtual” TAZs within the larger ones.The SRTC model divides the region into 

subareas called traffic analysis zones (TAZs) which contain popula�on, household and 

employment es�mates for their geography. Household and employment values were first 

modified to beQer match base year condi�ons. Then the horizon year popula�on and 

employment values were adjusted to reflect City land use plans, zoning, and known 

development proposals. Finally, because the TAZ structure within the City is quite large, 

addi�onal TAZ centroid connectors were added to represent the travel paQerns of smaller 
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TAZs, thus crea�ng virtual TAZ splits.  Figure 9.11 and Figure 9.12 show the virtual TAZ splits, 

including households and employment, for the refined SRTC model for 2024 and 2046. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 9.11 2024 Refined SRTC TAZ MAP 
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Figure 9.12 2046 Extrapolated SRTC TAZ MAP 

 

Parametrix incorporated all this informa�on to refine the SRTC model and generate long-term 

traffic forecasts within the City of Liberty Lake.   

Short-Term Growth (2028)   

Parametrix worked closely with City staff to develop assump�ons about pending or likely 

developments in the City within the next three years. Sixteen development areas were 

iden�fied citywide and included known or ongoing development and more generic land use 

growth assump�ons for areas likely to develop but where specific plans are unclear or not 

available at this �me.  

Parametrix conducted a trip genera�on analysis to es�mate the number of trips new 

developments would add to city roadways. For each future development, trip genera�on was 
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calculated for the AM peak hour and the PM peak hour. The trip genera�on calcula�on is 

derived from the square footage or number of dwelling units of a given development. A build-

out adjustment was applied to developments that were an�cipated to be par�ally constructed 

by 2028.  

In all, the assumed developments added 1,604 new AM peak hour trips, 2,206 new PM peak 

hour trips, and 26,511 new daily trips to the Liberty Lake roadway network. Note that a single 

trip is from an origin to a des�na�on and may go through mul�ple intersec�ons.  Parametrix 

then distributed the peak hour trips throughout the road network. 

Long-Term Growth (2046) 

For long-term growth projec�ons, Parametrix used data from the City of Liberty Lake and the 

SRTC model to analyze the projected popula�on and employment growth in the City. The SRTC 

model has a base year of 2022 and a forecast year of 2050. Parametrix used 2024 as a base 

year and interpolated popula�on and employment data for the analysis year of 2046. 

Parametrix worked closely with City staff to understand the planned and projected growth 

paQerns for employment and housing in the City.  

Operational Analysis 

Parametrix performed an opera�onal analysis on each of the study intersec�ons within Liberty 

Lake. Intersec�ons were analyzed for three �me periods: exis�ng condi�ons (2025), short-term 

(2028) and long-term (2046). Mi�ga�on analyses were conducted for short-term (2028) and 

long-term (2046) condi�ons. 

Parametrix calculated LOS for signalized and stop-controlled intersec�ons u�lizing the 

Intersec�on Level of Service standards detailed in Figure 9.9. In this analysis, mi�ga�ons were 

recommended when intersec�on performance fell below LOS D.  Parametrix also analyzed 

roundabout intersec�ons, repor�ng level of service and average delay based upon volume to 

capacity ra�os, iden�fying those with volume-to-capacity ra�os above 0.9.  

Current Level of Service  
In the exis�ng condi�ons analysis, all study intersec�ons operate at LOS D or beQer in the AM 

peak hour. Most intersec�ons operate at LOS D or beQer in the PM peak hour except for the 

following: 

• E Mission Ave / E Country Vista Dr (intersec�on 8): the southbound stop-controlled 

leN turn lane operates at LOS E. 

• E Mission Ave/N Signal Dr (intersec�on 21): the southbound stop-controlled approach 

operates at LOS F. 

Figure 9.13 shows the exis�ng level of service for AM and PM peak hours at each of the study 

intersec�ons.  For each study intersec�on, the a.m. level of service is depicted in the leN half 

of the circle, and the p.m. peak level of service is depicted in the right half of the circle. 
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Figure 9.13 Existing Level of Service Map (2025)  
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Short-Term Level of Service (2028) 
In the short-term (2028) opera�onal analysis, all study intersec�ons operate at LOS D or beQer 

in the AM peak hour except for the following: 

• I-90 WB Off Ramp / E Country Vista Dr (intersec�on 1): the southbound stop-

controlled leN turn lane operates at LOS E. 

• E Mission Ave / E Country Vista Dr (intersec�on 8): the southbound stop-controlled 

leN turn lane operates at LOS E. 

• E Mission Ave/N Signal Dr (intersec�on 21): the southbound stop-controlled approach 

operates at LOS F. 

All study intersec�ons operate at LOS D or beQer in the PM peak hour except for the following: 

• N Liberty Lake Rd / Appleway Ave (intersec�on 6): the intersec�on operates at LOS E. 

• N Liberty Lake Rd / E Country Vista Dr (intersec�on 7): the intersec�on operates at LOS 

E. 

• E Mission Ave / E Country Vista Dr (intersec�on 8): the southbound stop-controlled 

leN turn lane operates at LOS F. 

• N Harvard Rd/E Wellington Pkwy (intersec�on 20): the westbound stop-controlled leN 

turn lane operates at LOS E. 

• E Mission Ave/N Signal Dr (intersec�on 21): the southbound stop-controlled approach 

operates at LOS F. 

Figure 9.14 shows the projected level of service in 2028 for AM and PM peak hours at each of 

the study intersec�ons.
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Figure 9.14   Short-Term Level of Service Map (2028)  
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Short-Term, Planned Improvements 
Iden�fied, short-term (2028) mi�ga�ons are shown in Figure 9.15. 

  

Figure 9.15 Preferred Short-term (2028) Mitigations 

# Intersection 

Preferred Short-

Term (2028) 

Mitigations 

LOS (Delay in sec/veh) 

AM PM 

1 
I-90 WB O� Ramp / E Country Vista 

Dr 

Multi-Lane 

Roundabout1 
A (6) A (6) 

Signal1 15 (B) 19 (B) 

6 N Liberty Lake Rd / Appleway Ave 
WBR Overlap 

Phase 
C (32) D (45) 

7 
N Liberty Lake Rd / E Country Vista 

Dr 

Dual EBL Turn 

Lanes 
C (25) D (45) 

8 E Mission Ave / E Country Vista Dr 
Restrict SBL 

Turns 
B (12)/SBR C (16)/SBR 

20 N Harvard Rd / E Wellington Pkwy 

Developer Driven 

Multi-Lane 

Roundabout 

A (4) A (3) 

Developer Driven 

Signal 
A (6) A (6) 

21 E Mission Ave / N Signal Dr No-Build F (>50)/SB F (>50)/SB 
1Preferred mitigation to be determined in coordination with WSDOT. 

It should be noted that several mi�ga�on op�ons were evaluated for intersec�on at Mission 

Avenue and Signal drive, including restric�ng southbound leN and through movements, 

signaliza�on, and the construc�on of a roundabout. Because the northwest corner of this 

intersec�on encompasses an undeveloped por�on of the City-owned Town Square Park, it was 

determined that the appropriate mi�ga�on was best evaluated as part of the development 

plans for that site. 

LOS for the short-term (2028) mi�gated condi�ons is shown in Figure 9.16.  
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Figure 9.16   Short-Term Mitigated Level of Service Map (2028)  
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Long-Term Level of Service (2046) 
The long-term (2046) analysis assumed the construc�on of the short-term (2028) preferred 

mi�ga�ons shown in Figure 9.15. In the long-term analysis, all study intersec�ons operate at 

LOS D or beQer in the AM peak hour except for the following: 

• E Mission Ave / N Harvard Rd (intersec�on 4): the intersec�on has a V/C ra�o greater 

than 0.9. 

• N Kramer Pkwy / E Country Vista Dr (intersec�on 2): the intersec�on operates at LOS 

E. 

• N Country Vista Blvd / E Appleway Ave (intersec�on 14): the northbound stop-

controlled leN turn lane operates at LOS E. 

• E Mission Ave/N Signal Dr (intersec�on 21): the southbound stop-controlled approach 

operates at LOS F. 

All study intersec�ons operate at LOS D or beQer in the PM peak hour except for the following: 

• E Mission Ave / N Harvard Rd (intersec�on 4): the intersec�on operates at LOS E and 

has a V/C ra�o greater than 0.9. 

• N Liberty Lake Rd / Appleway Ave (intersec�on 6): the intersec�on operates at LOS E. 

• N Liberty Lake Rd / E Country Vista Dr (intersec�on 7): the intersec�on operates at LOS 

E. 

• N Country Vista Blvd / E Appleway Ave (intersec�on 14): the northbound stop-

controlled leN turn lane operates at LOS F. 

• E Mission Ave/N Signal Dr (intersec�on 21): the southbound stop-controlled approach 

operates at LOS F. 

Figure 9.17 shows the projected level of service in 2046 for AM and PM peak hours at each of 

the study intersec�ons.    

The preferred long-term (2046) mi�ga�ons are shown in Figure 9.18. Please note that two 

solu�ons are evaluated for the Mission/ Signal Avenue intersec�on, the preferred solu�on will 

need to be iden�fied in conjunc�on with the development of the northwest corner of the 

intersec�on. 

Mul�-Modal Level of Service (MMLOS) long-term needs (10 years) include filling gaps where 

sidewalks do not currently exist, as iden�fied in the Sidewalk Master Plan. Funding for MMLOS 

upgrades may be achieved through a variety of mechanisms, including securing grant funding, 

incorpora�ng improvements into regularly scheduled roadway reconstruc�on projects, and 

u�lizing other funding strategies outlined in the Sidewalk Master Plan. Implementa�on of 

MMLOS upgrades will proceed as funding is secured through these various sources. 

LOS for the long-term (2046) mi�gated condi�ons are shown in Figure 9.19.  
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Figure 9.17   Long-Term Level of Service Map (2046)  
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Figure 9.18 Preferred Long-Term (2046) Mitigations 

# Intersection 

Preferred Long-

Term (2046) 

Mitigations 

LOS (Delay in sec/veh) 

AM PM 

2 N Kramer Pkwy / E Country Vista Dr 

Increase Cycle 

Length and 

Adjust Signal 

Timings 

D (41) D (45) 

4 E Mission Ave / N Harvard Rd 

Expand 

Roundabout: 

Two-Lane SB & 

EB Approaches 

/Exits, Two Lane 

WB Approach, 

and Two Exit 

Lanes on NB 

Approach 

A (8) B (11) 

6 N Liberty Lake Rd / Appleway Ave 

Dual SBL and 

Dual WBL Turn 

Lanes 

C (29) D (43) 

7 
N Liberty Lake Rd / E Country Vista 

Dr 

Separate SBR 

Turn Lane and 

SBR Overlap 

Phase 

C (29) D (43) 

14 
N Country Vista Blvd / E Appleway 

Ave 

Signalize 

Intersection 
A (8) B (13) 

21 E Mission Ave / N Signal Dr 
Roundabout A (4) A (5) 

Signal A (7) A (8) 
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Figure 9.19   Long-Term Mitigated Level of Service Map (2046)  
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Summary of Proposed Transportation Mitigations  
Proposed short-term and long-term mi�ga�ons, and their cost es�mates are summarized in 

Figure 9.20, for inclusion in the City’s 20-year Capital Facili�es Plan.  Detailed breakdowns of 

the cost es�mates for each project are included in Appendix I, The Liberty Lake Transporta�on 

Network Analysis Update.  

Figure 9.20   Transportation Mitigation Summary 

Intersection Mitigation 
Cost 

(In 2025 Dollars) 

Short-Term (2028) 

I-90 WB O� Ramp / E Country Vista 

Dr 
Multi-lane roundabout/signal1 $2,863,000/ $1,180,000 

N Liberty Lake Rd / Appleway Ave WBR Overlap Phase $12,000 

N Liberty Lake Rd / E Country Vista 

Dr 
Dual EBL Turn Lanes $932,000 

E Mission Ave / E Country Vista Dr Restrict SBL Turns $6,000 

N Harvard Rd / E Wellington Pkwy Multi-Lane Roundabout/ Signal $2,102,000/ $1,561,000 

E Mission Ave / N Signal Dr No-Build2 -- 

Long-Term (2046) 

N Kramer Pkwy / E Country Vista Dr 
Increase Cycle Length and Adjust 

Signal Timings 
$12,000 

E Mission Ave / N Harvard Rd 

Expand Roundabout: Two-Lane SB 

& EB Approaches /Exits, Two Lane 

WB Approach, and Two Exit Lanes 

on NB Approach 

$2,058,000 

N Liberty Lake Rd / Appleway Ave 
Dual SBL and Dual WBL Turn 

Lanes 
$1,158,000 

N Liberty Lake Rd / E Country Vista 

Dr 

Separate SBR Turn Lane and SBR 

Overlap Phase 
$1,158,000 

N Country Vista Blvd / E Appleway 

Ave 
Signalize Intersection $1,193,000 

E Mission Ave / N Signal Dr Roundabout or signal2 $2,102,000/ $1,561,000 
1To be determined in coordination with WSDOT 

2To be determined in conjunction with Town Square Park development 
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G. Concurrency 

Concurrency is a core requirement of the Growth Management Act (GMA) and ensures that 

transportation facilities and services are provided in a timely manner to support new 

development. Under the GMA, transportation improvements or strategies necessary to 

accommodate development impacts must be in place at the time of development, or a 

financial commitment must exist to complete the improvements within six years. 

Transportation is the only concurrency element that allows denial of a development proposal 

if its impacts would cause the system to fall below adopted level of service (LOS) standards. 

Accordingly, new development must provide or fund proportionate improvements or 

strategies sufficient to address its impacts within the required timeframe. Concurrency is a 

core requirement of the Growth Management Act (GMA) and refers to the timely provision of 

public facilities and services to support new development. Maintaining concurrency means 

that adequate public facilities are available to serve development at the time it occurs, or that 

a financial commitment is in place to provide needed facilities within a specified period. 

Under the GMA, transportation improvements or strategies necessary to accommodate the 

impacts of new development must be provided concurrently with development. “Concurrent 

with development” is defined to mean that required improvements or strategies are in place 

at the time of development, or that a financial commitment exists to complete them within 

six years. 

Transportation is the only GMA concurrency element that allows denial of a development 

proposal if its impacts would cause the transportation system to fall below adopted level of 

service (LOS) standards. To receive approval, new development must provide or fund 

proportionate improvements or strategies sufficient to address its impacts, either at the time 

of development or within the six-year concurrency period. 

Local jurisdictions are also required to plan for the correction of existing transportation 

deficiencies and to bring facilities and services into compliance with locally adopted LOS 

standards. Developers are not required to correct pre-existing deficiencies. Where meeting 

adopted LOS standards is not feasible, jurisdictions may need to reconsider comprehensive 

plan goals, policies, or LOS standards in a manner that continues to implement the 

community’s long-term vision. 

The City of Liberty Lake’s transportation concurrency system is based on periodic updates to 

the City’s Transportation Network Analysis, generally conducted every five years. The Network 

Analysis identifies existing and projected future transportation deficiencies based on current 

and planned land uses and informs the identification of transportation projects in the City’s 

Capital Facilities Plan, which is updated annually. 

All development proposals subject to environmental review under the State Environmental 

Policy Act (SEPA) are required to undergo a concurrency review. As part of this review, 

applicants must submit a trip generation and distribution letter. The City reviews this 

information for consistency with the Transportation Network Analysis and circulates it to 

relevant transportation agencies, including the Spokane Regional Transportation Council 

(SRTC), Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT), and adjacent jurisdictions 
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such as Spokane County and the City of Spokane Valley. Based on agency comments and 

project impacts, additional intersection analyses may be required, and proportionate-share 

mitigation measures may be imposed as conditions of project approval. 

H. Environment 

The transportation system can have significant effects on the natural environment if not 

carefully planned and managed. Transportation-related activities are commonly associated 

with air, water, and noise pollution. Air quality impacts are closely linked to vehicle emissions 

and traffic congestion. While roadway capacity improvements may be appropriate in limited 

circumstances, reducing reliance on single-occupant vehicle travel through transit use, 

transportation demand management strategies, and expanded access to walking and bicycling 

facilities can effectively reduce congestion and associated air pollutant emissions. 

Stormwater runoff from roadways, parking areas, and other impervious transportation 

surfaces can be a major contributor to water pollution if untreated. To minimize these impacts, 

the City integrates stormwater management best practices into street design and construction 

standards, including the use of grassed percolation areas and other low-impact development 

techniques that promote infiltration and pollutant removal prior to discharge. 

Noise generated by traffic can adversely affect adjacent land uses, particularly residential 

areas, schools, and parks. Where transportation projects have the potential to create or 

exacerbate noise impacts, appropriate mitigation measures—such as landscaped buffers, 

berms, design treatments, or other noise attenuation strategies—may be incorporated to 

reduce adverse effects. 

Transportation goals and policies, together with land use policies that influence travel 

behavior and development patterns, play a key role in advancing the City’s greenhouse gas 

reduction objectives. These efforts support and are coordinated with the broader climate and 

environmental goals and policies set forth in Chapter 4, Climate & Natural Resources. 

I. Transportation Resiliency 
The City has developed a Transportation Resiliency Plan (TRP) to guide e�orts to ensure the 

transportation system can withstand, adapt to, and recover from climate-related hazards. 

The TRP builds on the City’s Climate Vulnerability and Risk Assessment and Hazard 

Mitigation Plan annex to identify key risks to transportation infrastructure, with a particular 

focus on wildfire, extreme heat, and changing precipitation patterns. The plan includes an 

evaluation of transportation corridors based on their criticality to daily mobility, emergency 

access, and regional connectivity, as well as their vulnerability to climate-related hazards 

such as wildfire exposure in wildland-urban interface areas. This analysis is used to identify 

priority corridors where disruptions would have the greatest impact. 

The TRP supports greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction and vehicle miles traveled (VMT) 

reduction goals by promoting a more e�icient, reliable, and multimodal transportation 

system that maintains connectivity during disruptions and supports shifts away from single-

occupant vehicle travel. The plan also includes strategies that improve climate 

preparedness, emergency response, and post-event recovery, helping ensure continued 
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access to essential services and reducing system-wide disruptions. These e�orts are 

coordinated with and reinforce the City’s broader Climate and Natural Resources Element 

(Chapter 4), which establishes policies to reduce emissions, increase resilience, and 

support sustainable land use and transportation patterns. 

J. Transportation Demand Management 

Transportation Demand Management (TDM) refers to strategies that improve the efficiency 

of the transportation system by influencing travel behavior. These strategies help improve 

mobility, reduce congestion, limit single-occupant vehicle (SOV) trips, and lower vehicle 

emissions. TDM has been demonstrated to be a cost-effective means of advancing 

transportation, environmental, and community objectives. 

While transportation system improvements often focus on increasing capacity, reducing 

demand—particularly during peak travel periods—can effectively address congestion, 

minimize infrastructure costs, and reduce environmental impacts. Because capacity shortfalls 

typically occur during peak morning and evening commute hours, strategies that reduce or 

shift trips during these periods are especially effective. Common TDM strategies include 

carpooling and vanpooling, public transit, telecommuting and flexible work schedules, 

bicycling, and walking. 

The City of Liberty Lake supports transportation demand management as an integral 

component of an efficient, multimodal transportation system. With an established network of 

regional and local trails, access to transit services, and active participation in the regional 

Commute Trip Reduction program, the City is well positioned to encourage alternatives to SOV 

travel. Effective TDM strategies can reduce the need for roadway capacity improvements 

while providing additional benefits such as reduced greenhouse gas emissions and improved 

air quality. 

The City will continue to support and invest in infrastructure, programs, and partnerships that 

build upon existing local and regional transportation demand management strategies to 

expand participation and enhance system efficiency. 

K. Maintenance & Preservation 

The City’s transporta�on system is supported by ongoing maintenance and preserva�on 

programs that address day-to-day opera�ons and long-term asset stewardship. These 

programs include annual funding for roadway repairs, pavement patching, shoulder 

restora�on and mowing, crack sealing, signing and striping, stormwater system maintenance, 

and related ac�vi�es. Consistent maintenance preserves pavement condi�on, enhances 

safety, and extends asset life, avoiding the substan�ally higher costs associated with deferred 

maintenance and full roadway reconstruc�on. 

Maintenance Delivery Approach 
The City of Liberty Lake delivers a comprehensive pavement maintenance program through a 

combina�on of in-house staff and contracted services: 
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• In-House Maintenance Ac(vi(es: City Public Works crews perform rou�ne and 

preven�ve maintenance ac�vi�es such as crack sealing, cold-mix patching, mas�c 

applica�ons, and small hot-mix asphalt (HMA) patches. These treatments are 

priori�zed annually based on pavement condi�on, visual inspec�on, and available 

funding, with an emphasis on preserving pavements in good and fair condi�on. 

• Contracted Maintenance and Repairs: Larger-scale pavement repairs and 

rehabilita�on projects requiring specialized equipment or higher produc�on rates—

such as major HMA patching, mill-and-overlay projects, and full-depth repairs—are 

delivered through qualified local contractors. This approach provides flexibility, 

efficiency, and cost control while allowing the City to address higher-priority needs on 

arterial and collector streets. 

• Condi(on Assessment and Monitoring: Pavement condi�on is evaluated through 

rou�ne visual inspec�ons by Public Works staff, engineers, and engineering 

technicians, supplemented by advanced LiDAR-based pavement condi�on 

assessments conducted on a five-year cycle. These assessments inform project 

priori�za�on, budge�ng, and treatment �ming. 

Together, these coordinated efforts support a preserva�on-first, data-driven approach to 

pavement management that maximizes the useful life of Liberty Lake’s roadway assets and 

ensures maintenance investments deliver long-term value to the community. 

Pavement Management Plan 
In 2026, the City of Liberty Lake completed a Pavement Management Plan (PMP). The PMP 

provides a data-driven framework for maintaining, preserving, and improving approximately 

55 centerline miles of public streets. It supports the City’s vision and goals by priori�zing 

strategic investment in a reliable, func�onal, and resilient transporta�on system that meets 

current and future community needs. 

The primary purpose of the PMP is to ensure the City’s street network remains safe, efficient, 

and cost-effec�ve through proac�ve maintenance and �mely rehabilita�on. By using objec�ve 

pavement condi�on data, the PMP guides funding decisions, op�mizes repair �ming, and 

extends pavement life—protec�ng the City’s substan�al investment in its roadway system. 

Specifically, the PMP enables the City to: 

• Maintain a balanced, lifecycle-based approach to pavement investment. 

• Reduce long-term costs through preven�ve maintenance rather than reac�ve repair. 

• Priori�ze projects using transparent, data-supported methods. 

• Support Complete Streets principles by integra�ng mul�modal safety and accessibility 

considera�ons into pavement projects. 

• Strengthen fiscal stewardship and public accountability by linking investments to 

measurable performance outcomes. 

A full copy of the City of Liberty Lake Pavement Management Plan is included in Appendix J. 

Pavement Condition Review 



Chapter 9 – Transportation Element 

 

42 | P a g e  

 

Ini�al pavement assessments indicate that Liberty Lake’s roadway network is generally in good 

condi�on, reflec�ng consistent investment in preserva�on and �mely rehabilita�on. 

Preven�ve maintenance strategies—such as crack sealing and mas�c treatments—have 

proven effec�ve in extending pavement life and minimizing the need for costly reconstruc�on. 

Pavement Condition Index (PCI) 
Pavement condi�on is measured using the Pavement Condi�on Index (PCI), a standardized 

ra�ng system ranging from 0 to 100. A score of 100 represents pavement in near-ideal 

condi�on with minimal distress, while a score of 0 represents failed pavement. 

The City u�lizes the CityLogix pavement condi�on assessment plaWorm, which combines high-

defini�on LiDAR and 360-degree imagery to iden�fy and map surface distresses such as 

cracking, ruTng, potholes, u�lity cut failures, and patches. Detected distresses are converted 

into deduct values from the maximum score to generate a PCI for each roadway segment. 

These scores are stored in the City’s asset management system and used for priori�za�on, 

budge�ng, and long-range forecas�ng 

PCI condi�on categories are defined as follows: 

• Excellent: 86 – 100 

• Good: 71 – 85 

• Fair: 56 – 70 

• Poor: 41 – 55 

• Very Poor: 26 – 40 

• Serious: 11 – 25 

• Failed: 0 – 10 

Pavement Condition Summary 
The City’s street inventory includes approximately 54.9 miles of public roadway with an overall 

average PCI of 77.28, which is considered good. This condi�on is influenced by the City’s 

rela�vely young roadway system and the number of local streets constructed as part of recent 

residen�al development. 

Local streets account for approximately 54 percent of the City’s total roadway mileage and 

have an average PCI of 80.12. While overall condi�ons are strong, localized areas of older 

pavement will require increased investment in the coming years. 

Arterial and collector streets generally exhibit slightly lower PCI values (approximately 70–75) 

due to their age and higher traffic volumes, including freight traffic. These corridors have been 

a recent focus of local funding and state and federal grant investments. 

Figure 9.21 illustrates the average PCI for public street segments within the City of Liberty Lake. 
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Figure 9.21  2026 Pavement Condition Assessment 

 

Figure 9.22 summarizes PCI condi�ons by roadway classifica�on, and Figure 9.23 summarizes 

mileage by condi�on category. 

Figure 9.22 Summary of PCI Conditions by Roadway Classification (in miles) 

Classification Road 

Miles 

Average 

PCI 

Major Arterial 7.45 71.4 

Minor Arterial 7.89 70.2 

Collector 8.77 75.5 

Local 29.62 80.12 
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Future Road 1.12 N/A 

Total 54.86 77.28 

 

Figure 9.23 Summary of Miles in Each Condition Category 

Classification Excellent Good Fair Poor 
Very 

Poor 
N/A 

Major Arterial 1.24 2.20 3.32 0.69 0.00 0.00 

Minor Arterial 2.00 1.77 1.43 2.60 0.09 0.00 

Collector 2.91 3.19 0.88 1.05 0.75 0.00 

Local 14.05 10.10 4.09 0.84 0.54 0.00 

Future Road 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.12 

Total 20.2 17.26 9.72 5.18 1.38 1.12 

Pavement Management Framework 
Pavement condi�on follows a predictable lifecycle from construc�on through eventual 

reconstruc�on. Understanding this lifecycle allows the City to apply the right treatment at the 

right �me: 

• Construc(on / New Pavement: Pavement is constructed to design standards and 

begins its life in excellent condi�on (PCI near 100). 

• Ini(al Service Life: Deteriora�on is minimal; rou�ne maintenance maintains good 

condi�on. 

• Preven(ve Maintenance Stage: Minor distresses emerge; low-cost treatments slow 

deteriora�on and preserve value. 

• Rehabilita(on / Correc(ve Maintenance Stage: Structural and surface deficiencies 

increase; more intensive repairs are required at higher cost. 

• End-of-Life / Reconstruc(on Stage: Pavement fails structurally and requires full 

reconstruc�on, represen�ng the highest cost stage. 

Figure 9.24 iden�fies recommended treatments by PCI range and roadway classifica�on. 

Figure 9.24 Recommended Treatments 

Repair Type 
Arterial/Collector Local 

PCI Range PCI Range 

Reconstruction 0-45 0-30 

Mill and Overlay 45-65 30-65 

Chip/Slurry Seal 65-75 65-75 

Crack Seal 75-90 75-90 

Defer Maintenance 90+ 90+ 

 

Level of Service and Performance Targets 
The City of Liberty Lake does not currently have adopted level of service (LOS) standards for 

pavement condi�on. As part of ongoing asset management efforts, pavement LOS standards 

may be established by func�onal classifica�on to reflect differing roadway roles, traffic 
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volumes, and risk profiles. This �ered approach would support strategic resource alloca�on, 

priori�ze cri�cal corridors, and promote equitable service levels across the network. 

Pavement performance targets will be monitored through rou�ne condi�on assessments and 

may be adjusted over �me based on funding availability, community priori�es, and observed 

system performance. Adopted pavement LOS standards will directly inform pavement funding 

needs and will be addressed through future updates to the Capital Facili�es Plan.  

 

ADA Transition Plan 
The Americans with Disabili�es Act (ADA) was passed by Congress in 1990 and took effect in 

1992. A large por�on of development within Liberty Lake occurred aNer ADA took effect, 

therefore, much of the City’s infrastructure is likely to meet ADA accessibility standards. 

A complete inventory of these facili�es has not yet been conducted. The City has begun 

contac�ng companies capable of scanning and assessing infrastructure to develop a 

comprehensive inventory of ADA ramps within city limits. 

In the short-term, the City will improve accessibility by upgrading ADA features, such as curb 

ramps, during roadway reconstruc�on projects. Over �me, this approach will result in 

moderniza�on and replacement of ADA ramps and related facili�es throughout the City. 

 

L. Transportation Finance 

Priorities 
Consistent with the Guiding Principles & Policies of SRTC’s Horizon 2050 Metropolitan 

Transporta�on Plan, the City of Liberty Lake priori�zes the following investments in our local 

and regional transporta�on system: 

• Improvements that promote economic vitality by moving people, freight and goods to 

enhance economic compe��veness; 

• Investments and improvements that enhance the safety of all transporta�on network 

users, including pedestrians, cyclists, motorized personal vehicles, public transit, and 

freight users; 

• Cost-effec�ve investments that maintain the condi�on of exis�ng infrastructure and 

prevent more costly future infrastructure repairs; 

• Investments that encourage, promote and enhance Transporta�on Demand Strategies 

and Programs to minimize the need for capacity expansions. 

• Investments in opera�onal improvements and capacity expansions to support the 

planned growth of the community. 

Current Funding Sources 
Costs for pavement maintenance and preserva�on are supported by the Transporta�on 

Benefit District (TBD), a  0.1% sales tax revenue, established by the City Council in 2023, and 

state shared revenues from Motor Vehicle Fuel Taxes (MVFT), as well as Real Estate Excise 
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Taxes (REET) collected upon the sale of real property, based upon the first one-half of one 

percent (0.5%) of the full selling prices. 

Opera�onal improvements and capacity enhancements are supported by REET funding and 

Harvard Road Impact Fees (the City’s voluntary impact fee program).  Development-driven 

improvements in support of economic development may be reimbursable through Tax 

Increment Financing (TIF) and the Local Improvement Financing Tool (LIFT) programs, 

authorized together as a pilot program within the City of Liberty Lake and por�ons of the 

unincorporated County through 2034. 

Transporta�on maintenance/preserva�on funding and opera�onal/capacity enhancements 

are also frequently funded through state and federal grants such as those administered by 

Transporta�on Improvement Board (TIB), Washington State Department of Commerce and 

SRTC (Urban Arterial Program, Pavement Preserva�on, Complete Streets, Ac�ve 

Transporta�on, Safe Routes to School, to name a few). 

Potential Future Funding Sources 
As the City’s infrastructure ages, funding for preserva�on as well as future opera�onal and 

capacity improvements will become more challenging, and the City will need to inves�gate 

new and expanded funding sources to address the City’s transporta�on investment priori�es.  

Some possibili�es for future considera�on include, but are not limited to:  

• Foregone property taxes;  

• Increasing the Transporta�on Benefit District to a 0.2% sales tax (this requires a vote 

of the residents); 

• Expanding the Transporta�on Benefit District to include vehicle licensing fees;  

• Voter-approved bonds;  

• Local improvement districts; and/or 

• Voter approved tax-levies for specific projects. 

M.  Public Participation & Agency Coordination 

Consistent with the principles of early and con�nuous public par�cipa�on, the City of Liberty 

Lake engaged the community throughout the development of the Transporta�on Network 

Analysis, the Transporta�on Resiliency Plan, and this Transporta�on Element. A variety of 

venues, plaWorms, and outreach strategies were used to provide meaningful opportuni�es for 

public input and to reach a broad and diverse audience. Engagement ac�vi�es included, but 

were not limited to, the following: 

• Booths with flyers, brochures, and informa�onal displays at community events, 

including Farmers Markets and Barefoot in the Park; 

• Presenta�ons at community mee�ngs; 

• Transporta�on-related informa�on posted on the City’s website and shared through 

social media channels; 

• A virtual open house; 

• An interac�ve story map; 

• Stakeholder group mee�ngs; and 
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• Mul�ple Planning Commission and City Council workshops. 

Public comments and feedback received through these efforts were documented and 

considered during plan development and informed refinements to transporta�on goals, 

policies, and implementa�on strategies. 

Recognizing the importance of consistency and coordina�on with regional and state 

transporta�on planning efforts, the City consulted with partner agencies throughout the 

planning process. These agencies included, but were not limited to, the Spokane Regional 

Transporta�on Council (SRTC), Washington State Department of Transporta�on (WSDOT), the 

City of Spokane Valley, and Spokane County. Agency input was solicited and considered in the 

development of the Transporta�on Network Analysis, the Transporta�on Resiliency Plan, and 

this Transporta�on Element to support alignment with regional transporta�on plans, policies, 

and investment priori�es. 

N. Implementation 
Following adop�on of this Comprehensive Plan, the City of Liberty Lake will undertake the 

following ac�ons to implement the City’s long-term vision for its transporta�on system: 

• Pursue amendments to the func�onal classifica�on of the Liberty Lake street network, 

as iden�fied in Figure 9.6; 

• Evaluate the feasibility of developing a pedestrian and bicycle Level of Traffic Stress 

(LTS) standard to support future mul�modal planning and performance evalua�on; 

• Following adop�on of the Comprehensive Plan and the 20-year Capital Facili�es Plan, 

update the Harvard Road impact fee program; 

• Implement applicable recommenda�ons iden�fied in the Sidewalk Master Plan (see 

Appendix K); and 

• Update the Transporta�on Network Analysis and the Pavement Condi�on Assessment 

in 2030, in advance of the 2031 Comprehensive Plan Implementa�on Progress Report, 

to inform updates to transporta�on mi�ga�on projects iden�fied in the Capital 

Facili�es Plan. 

Understanding and responding to the evolving transporta�on needs of Liberty Lake residents 

and businesses is central to this plan. Through ongoing monitoring, periodic plan updates, 

con�nued public engagement, and strategic policy adjustments, the City will con�nue to 

iden�fy opportuni�es to maintain and enhance its mul�modal transporta�on system to ensure 

safe, efficient, and reliable travel to, from, and within the City. 

 



 

 
PLANNING COMMISSION  

TENTATIVE COMP PLAN MEETING SCHEDULE 
 
January 14, 2026 

• Parks Plan Update 

• Draft Transportation Element (Pt 2) 

• Update on Climate Element (based on Commerce Feedback) 

January 28, 2026 

• Transportation Resiliency Plan 

• Final Transportation Network Analysis  

• Workshop on Housing & Required Development Code Amendment 
February 11, 2026 

• Final Natural Environment/Climate Element 

• Workshop on Housing & Required Development Code Amendment 
February 25, 2026 

• Cancelled 
March 11, 2026 

• Sidewalk Master Plan update 

• Parks Element 
March 25, 2026 

• Capital Facilities Plan Workshop 

• Final transportation Element (pt. 1) 
April 8, 2026 

• Final Capital Facilities Plan Review  

• Final Transportation Element (pt.2) 
April 22, 2026 

• Review Full Draft Comp Plan Document 

 
SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOP, TBD - APRIL 27 -MAY 8  
DRAFT TO COMMERCE & OTHER AGENCIES FOR REVIEW, MAY 11 – JULY 11; SEPA, MAY 11 – JUNE 11   

 
May 13, 2026  

• Sign Code Workshop 

• Workshop on Housing & Required Development Code Amendments 

 
HOUSING & REQUIRED CODE AMENDMENTS TO COMMERCE FOR REVIEW MAY 15 – JULY 15 

 
May 27, 2026 

• Workshop on Other Development Code Amendments 
June 10, 2026 

• Workshop on Other Development Code Amendments 
June 24, 2026 

• Workshop on Other Development Code Amendments 
July 8, 2026 

• Workshop on Other Development Code Amendments 
July 22, 2026 

• Review of Any Changes to Comp Plan Required by Commerce or Other Agencies 

• Final Review of All Development Code Amendments 



 

 
COMMERCE REVIEW OF ALL DEVELOPMENT CODE AMENDMENTS, JULY 23– SEPTEMBER 21 
SEPA REVIEW OF ALL DEVELOPMENT CODE AMENDMENTS, JULY 23 – AUGUST 21 

 
August 12, 2026 

• PC Public Hearing on Periodic Comprehensive Plan Update 
 

CITY COUNCIL COMP PLAN PUBLIC HEARING, AUGUST 18  
CITY COUNCIL 1ST & 2ND ORDINANCE READING, SEPTEMBER 1 & SEPTEMBER 15  
RESOLUTION, FINAL COMP PLAN PERIODIC UPDATE IN COMPLIANCE W/RCW 36.70A.130(1), SEPT 15 

 
August 26, 2026 

• Public Hearing on All Development Code Amendments 

 
DEVELOPMENT CODE PUBLIC HEARING BEFORE CITY COUNCIL, SEPTEMBER 15 
CITY COUNCIL 1ST & 2ND ORDINANCE READING, OCTOBER 7 & 21 

 
 


