
Park Board Members:  
Chris Wright – President  
Susan Traver  – Vice President 
Leroy Eadie 
Ross Kelley 
Lauren Pendergraft 
Nick Sumner 
Ted McGregor 
Greta Gilman 
Rick Chase 
Steve Salvatori 
Sally Vantress-Lodato 
Mike Fagan – Council Liaison 

Agenda 

1. Roll Call:  Pamela Clarke

2. Minutes:  Feb. 9, 2017, Regular Park Board meeting minutes and study session notes

3. Additions or Deletions to the Agenda:
A. None

4. Special Guests/Introductions:
A. Introduction of Park Board member Sally Vantress-Lodato and welcome to Park Board

member Steve Salvatori – Chris Wright

5. Executive Session:
A. Scheduled session

6. Claims: Claims for the month of February 2017 – Susan Traver

7. Financial Report & Budget Update: Mark Buening

8. Special Discussion/Action Items:
A. 2017 Park Board Committee assignments – Chris Wright

Spokane Park Board Agenda 
March, 9, 2017 – 1:30 p.m. 

City Council Chambers, City Hall lower level 
808 W. Spokane Falls Blvd, Spokane, Washington 



9. Committee Reports – Action Items:
Urban Forestry Tree Committee: Feb. 28, 2017 – Lauren Pendergraft
A. No action items

Golf Committee: March 7, 2017 – Nick Sumner 
A. No action items

Land Committee: March 1, 2017 – Ross Kelley 
A. Bosch lot resolution
B. Edwidge Woldson Park master plan
C. Dutch Jakes Park master plan

Recreation Committee: March 2, 2017 – Lauren Pendergraft 
A. No action items

Riverfront Park Committee: March 6, 2017 – Ted McGregor 
A. Renaming Canada Island resolution
B. Soil stockpile management amendment/Contractors Northwest Inc. ($178,000)
C. South Bank East Improvements ($70,000)
D. Children’s museum presentation – Jason Conley/Al Vorderbrueggen

Finance Committee: March. 7, 2017 – Susan Traver 
A. Woodland Center restroom remodel change order ($11,924.92) – Kacey Burke

Bylaws Committee: Ross Kelley 
A. No action items

10. Reports
A. Park Board President: Chris Wright

B. Liaison Reports:
1. Conservation Futures Liaison
2. Parks Foundation Liaison – Susan Traver
3. Council Liaison – Mike Fagan

C. Director's Report: Leroy Eadie

11. Correspondence:
A. Email: Affordable Family entertainment 

B. Newsletters: Sinto Senior Activity Center  

12. Public Comments:

13. Adjournment:

14. Meeting Dates:
A. Next Committee meeting dates:

Urban Forestry Committee:  4:15 p.m. April 4, 2017, Woodland Center, Finch Arboretum 
Golf Committee:  8:05 a.m. April 11, 2017, City Council Briefing Center 
Land Committee:  3 p.m. April 5, 2017, Park Operations Complex, 2304 E. Mallon 
Recreation Committee: 3 p.m. April 6, 2017, Park Operations Complex, 2304 E. Mallon 



Riverfront Park Committee:  8:05 a.m. April 10, 2017, City Council Briefing Center  
Finance Committee:  3 p.m. April 11, 2017, City Hall Conference Room 2B 

A. Next Park Board: 1:30 p.m. April 13, 2017, City Council Chambers 

B. Park Board Study Session: 3:30 p.m. April 13, 2017, City Hall Conference Room 5A  

 
Agenda is subject to change 

 
 AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA) INFORMATION: The City of Spokane is committed to 

providing equal access to its facilities, programs and services for persons with disabilities. The Spokane 
City Council Chamber in the lower level of Spokane City Hall, 808 W. Spokane Falls Blvd., is wheelchair 
accessible and also is equipped with an infrared assistive listening system for persons with hearing loss. 
Headsets may be checked out (upon presentation of picture I.D.) at the City Cable 5 Production Booth 
located on the First Floor of the Municipal Building, directly above the Chase Gallery or through the 
meeting organizer. Individuals requesting reasonable accommodations or further information may call, 
write, or email Human Resources at 509.625.6363, 808 W. Spokane Falls Blvd, Spokane, WA, 99201; or 
mailto:jjackson@spokanecity.org. Persons who are deaf or hard of hearing may contact Human Resources 
through the Washington Relay Service at 7-1-1. Please contact us forty-eight (48) hours before the 
meeting date. 

mailto:jjackson@spokanecity.org


CITY OF SPOKANE PARK AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT
FEB 2017 EXPENDITURE CLAIMS
FOR PARK BOARD APPROVAL - MAR 9, 2017

PARKS & RECREATION:
SALARIES & WAGES 651,369.02$        
MAINTENANCE & OPERATIONS 101,961.61$        
CAPITAL OUTLAY 99,525.83$          
PARK CUMULATIVE RESERVE FUND 49,497.02$          
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS - 2008 - PARK -$  
FRANKLIN PARK PROJECT - WATER DEPT. -$  

RFP BOND 2015 IMPROVEMENTS:
CAPITAL OUTLAY 644,363.00$        

GOLF:
SALARIES & WAGES 85,910.96$          
MAINTENANCE & OPERATIONS 40,780.91$          
CAPITAL OUTLAY -$  

TOTAL EXPENDITURES:   1,673,408.35$   

Return to agenda



Financial Report 

Year-End, 2016 

Return to agenda



City of Spokane Parks & Recreation 
PARK FUND – Revenues & Expenditures 

December 31, 2016 (reported in millions) 

*For clarification purposes, the 7% Reserve is a reduction against the Beginning Balance.

As of Year-End, 2016 2016
(in millions) Budget

Park Revenue 6.95 5.53 5.56 101%
Transfers In 13.51 13.51 13.51 100%
Funds Available 20.46 19.04 19.07 100%
Expenditures 17.85 17.85 17.20 96%
Transfers Out 0.55 0.54 0.28 52%
Capital Outlay 3.76 2.32 1.06 46%
Windstorm 2015 - Net 0.70 n/a -0.04 n/a
NET -2.05 -0.91 0.57
Beg. Noncommitted Balance* 1.05 1.05 1.05
End Noncommitted Balance -1.00 0.14 1.62

YTD 
Budget

YTD 
Actual

% YTD 
Budget

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Ending fund balance is true, does not reflect Encumbrances.
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City of Spokane Parks & Recreation 
GOLF FUND – Revenues & Expenditures 

December 31, 2016 (reported in millions) 

*For clarification purposes, the 7% Reserve is a reduction against the Beginning Balance.

As of Year-End, 2016 2016
(in millions) Budget

Golf Revenue 3.38 3.38 3.22 95%
Transfers In 0.04 0.00 0.04 0%
Funds Available 3.42 3.38 3.26 96%
Expenditures 3.23 3.23 3.13 97%
Transfers Out 0.00 0.00 0.00 0%
Capital Outlay 0.28 0.17 0.15 89%
Windstorm 2015 - Net 0.12 n/a 0.08
NET -0.21 -0.21 -0.10
Beg. Noncommitted Balance* 0.11 0.11 0.11
End Noncommitted Balance -0.10 -0.10 0.01

YTD 
Budget

YTD 
Actual

% YTD 
Budget
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Financial Report 

February 2017 



City of Spokane Parks & Recreation 
PARK FUND – Revenues & Expenditures 
February 28, 2017 (reported in millions) 

*For clarification purposes, the 7% Reserve is a reduction against the Beginning Balance.
*2017 Beginning Noncommitted Balance is carried forward from 2016 until fully closed

As of February, 2017 2017
(in millions) Budget

Park Revenue 4.65 0.31 0.30 97%
Transfers In 13.81 2.18 2.18 100%
Funds Available 18.46 2.49 2.49 100%
Expenditures 15.97 1.48 1.49 101%
Transfers Out 0.32 0.00 0.00 0%
Capital Outlay 4.22 0.10 0.10 102%
NET -2.05 0.91 0.89
Beg. Noncommitted Balance* 1.05 1.05 1.05
End Noncommitted Balance -1.00 1.96 1.94

YTD 
Budget

YTD 
Actual

% YTD 
Budget

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Ending fund balance is true, does not reflect Encumbrances.
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City of Spokane Parks & Recreation 
GOLF FUND – Revenues & Expenditures 
February 28, 2017 (reported in millions) 

*For clarification purposes, the 7% Reserve is a reduction against the Beginning Balance.
*2017 Beginning Noncommitted Balance is carried forward from 2016 until fully closed

As of February, 2017 2017
(in millions) Budget

Golf Revenue 3.68 0.17 0.08 42.97%
Transfers In 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
Funds Available 3.68 0.17 0.08 42.97%
Expenditures 3.36 0.25 0.22 87.00%
Transfers Out 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
Capital Outlay 0.34 0.01 0.00 0.00%
NET -0.01 -0.09 -0.14
Beg. Noncommitted Balance* 0.11 0.11 0.11
End Noncommitted Balance 0.10 0.02 -0.03

YTD 
Budget

YTD 
Actual

% YTD 
Budget
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Wright, Chris – President     
cwright@spokanecity.org 2019 

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 

Traver, Susan – Vice-President

straver@spokanecity.org 2019 

 Chair   PF 

Salvatori, Steve 
ssalvatori@spokanecity.org 2022 

   CF 

Chase, Rick       
rchase@spokanecity.org 2022 

 
Chair 

Kelley, Ross       
rkelley@spokanecity.org 2018 

  Chair Chair 

Gilman, Greta       
ggilman@spokanecity.org 2018 

  

Sally Vantress-Lodato 
slodato@spokanecity.org 2022 

  Alternate 

Sumner, Nick 
nsumner@spokanecity.org  2020 

Chair  


McGregor, Ted 
tmcgregor@spokanecity.org  2020 

Chair 

Pendergraft, Lauren      
lpendergraft@spokanecity.org 2021 

Chair 
 

Fagan, Mike 
mfagan@spokanecity.org N/A 

Council 

PF = Spokane Parks Foundation CF = Conservation Futures 

3/7/2017 2:28 PM 
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1 

JOINT RESOLUTION NO. _____ 

A joint resolution stating the City Council’s and Park Board’s support for 
the continued integrated planning and work to utilize Parks and other City 
properties to meet a range of mutually identified strategic goals and objectives. 

WHEREAS, the 100-acre Riverfront Park situated along the Spokane River, is 
the City’s central downtown feature and, together with the central city Spokane 
River Falls, is the community’s ascendant public and cultural asset; and 

WHEREAS, City of Spokane Parks acquired a lot northwest and non-contiguous 
to central Riverfront Park, commonly identified as the “Bosch Lot”, on July 3, 
1975; and 

WHEREAS, Bosch Lot was acquired with funds from the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development and the Washington State Recreation and Conservation 
Office (RCO) with the intent of its development for recreational purposes; and 

WHEREAS, after acquisition of the Bosch Lot, the voters in 1987 amended the 
Spokane City Charter, Section 48, to provide that that no existing park may be 
sold or exchanged without the prior approval of the city electorate; and 

WHEREAS, since its acquisition Bosch Lot has not been landscaped, 
constructed or otherwise developed as a recreational area or park, but has 
instead operated as a parking lot with significant portions devoted to parking City 
vehicles; and 

WHEREAS, the City and Parks are exploring a transaction that may include 
selling, leasing and/or surplusing the Bosch Lot or portions thereof as part of a 
continuing integrated strategy for accomplishing the objectives identified herein; 
and 

WHEREAS, with RCO approval, the City and Parks previously reached 
agreement for placement of a CSO tank on Bosch Lot which tank is now nearing 
completion; and 

WHEREAS, in keeping with the primary goal and vision of the Integrated Clean 
Water Plan to achieve multiple public benefits on CSO sites; and 

WHEREAS, in further keeping also with the Park Board’s desire to fulfill the 
recreational goals that prompted the acquisition of the Bosch Lot by providing for 
more useful recreational parcels within the urban core and near Riverfront Park; 
and 

Return to agenda
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WHEREAS, The Riverfront Park Master Plan 2014, at Section 8.2, specifically 
identifies “Public-Private Development Opportunities” for Park-owned property as 
“Climbing Gym” on the north bank of Riverfront Park near Bosch Lot; and   

WHEREAS, the City and Parks have worked closely to identify key community 
benefits and strategic outcomes which can be accomplished through a broadly 
integrated plan for repurposing the Bosch Lot in conjunction with planning and 
redevelopment of other City properties, including the following: 

1. A public trail-head for the Downtown Centennial Trail and Gorge Loop Trail;
and

2. An enhanced and contiguously designed scenic overlook for the Falls through
Veteran’s Park; and

3. Design and redevelopment of City properties to seamlessly integrate
Riverfront Park with the City’s central falls and river gorge environments,
including new northwest and southwest public gateways and central falls
overlooks into Riverfront Park and which will simultaneously serve to
complete the approximate 3 ½ mile Gorge Loop Trail thereby fulfilling key
elements of the City’s Gorge Park, the longstanding and central
recommendation of the 1913 Olmsted Brothers Report to City Parks; and

4. A privately operated recreation facility (e.g. climbing gym/facility) as
supported by the Riverfront Master Plan’ and

5. Collaborative consideration and development of other cultural amenities in the
surrounding areas that build on the environmental active-engagement and
stewardship themes of Expo 74 together with fulfilling the long standing vision
to commemorate the depth of our region’s connection with the Spokane Tribe
of Indians - past, present and future - through creation of a sweeping three-
part art installation incorporating the newly established North and South
Riverfront Park Gateways geographically across the Spokane River Gorge.;
and

6. Additional public and private parking to support items 1-5;
and

WHEREAS, a local design consultant has previously worked with Spokane Parks 
to perform site and other planning on the Bosch Lot and surrounding areas 
during the design of the CSO tank to maximize future uses; and 

WHEREAS, the City and Parks have commissioned a local design consultant to 
collaboratively develop an initial site plan and pre-design study to identify 
creative ways to achieve these six objectives while promoting an overall scope 
and design that will at once inspire, energize and promote a diversity of broader 
community benefits in the forms of recreational, cultural, economic development 
and other activities in the surrounding areas; and  



3 

WHEREAS, the City and Parks have been working with a private developer and 
operator, who has independently partnered with key members of Spokane’s 
renowned climbing community and who has expressed a willingness to finance 
key elements of the Downtown Centennial Trail and Gorge Loop trailheads and 
contiguous scenic falls overlook; and 

WHEREAS, the local design consultant is working with the private developer and 
operator to envision and propose a plan for how all these elements could be 
blended to spur an integrated public-private project; and  

WHEREAS, to facilitate and promote expeditiously meeting the foregoing goals 
and objectives, the City of Spokane anticipates the need to address a variety of 
key issues, including, but not limited to: 

A. The closure of Bridge Street between Post and Monroe to allow for natural
and seamless integration with the Centennial Trail, Veterans Park, and
Spokane River environment; and

B. The exchange of the approximate 20,000 square foot Bridge Street right-of-
way between Public Works and Parks, effectively providing Parks the 20,000
square feet where Bridge currently sits and providing Public Works the 20,000
square feet directly to the south of Bridge.  This new 20,000 square foot
Parks property will then be adjacent to Veteran’s Park and will effectively
create a seamless overlook to the falls and to provide a Northwest gateway to
Riverfront Park, the Centennial Trail and Gorge Loop trailheads; and

C. Lifting of existing RCO restrictions on the Bosch Lot in exchange for the
development of the trailheads and related parking, expansion of Riverfront
Park through Northwest and Southwest gateways and numerous other public
outdoor recreational activities; and

D. The exchange of the remainder of Bosch Lot between Parks and the City to
provide the necessary contiguous property for development of a privately- 
operated recreation facility, parking requirements and derivative financial
resources needed for the enhanced gateways, trails and other improvements
to Riverfront Park; and

E. The sale or lease of the Bosch Lot for the construction of a privately operated
recreation facility (e.g. climbing gym/facility) and structured parking over and
adjoining the newly constructed CSO tank.  This additional parking is a critical
element of this integrated project and will need to be developed as part of the
total plan; and

F. Developing a financial plan to apply the sale proceeds from the Bosch Lot for
a privately-operated recreation facility and adjacent parking, to be used to
build out the public park enhancements identified herein; and
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G. Developing detailed plans between the City and Parks to assure that current
and future-year Parks budgets will not be adversely affected by the integrated
plans envisioned herein (including replacement of parking revenues
previously earned by Parks from operation of the Bosch Lot and a provision
that the current and continuing costs of meeting the foregoing goals and
objectives, excluding maintenance costs of the Northwest trailhead adjoining
the current Bosch Lot, will not be passed onto Parks);
and

WHEREAS, the Spokane City Council and Spokane Parks Board are committed, 
in these and other public improvement and economic development actions 
related to the Bosch Lot, to a transparent public process allowing for public 
comment and discussion.   

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT JOINTLY RESOLVED that the Spokane City 
Council and City Park Board states their strong support for the development of a 
proposal for the redevelopment of the former Bosch Lot and surrounding public 
properties to meet the foregoing public goals and objectives.  

Passed by the City Council this 20th day of March, 2017 and Parks Board on the 
9th day of March, 2017 

_______________________________ 
City Clerk 

_______________________________  
City Council President 

_______________________________  
Park Board President 

Approved as to form: 

_______________________  
Assistant City Attorney 



Bernardo | Wills Architects PC 
153 South Jefferson Street  

Spokane, WA 99201 
(509) 838-4511 

EDWIDGE WOLDSON PARK 
MASTER PLAN AND PEDESTRIAN CONNECTION 
FEASIBILITY STUDY  

November 10, 2016 

Return to agenda
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PREFACE  

Context  
The City of Spokane incorporated in November of 1881, and is 
currently the second largest city in Washington, encompassing 60 
square miles. Its current population is approximately 209,525. This 
city is home to approximately 112 park properties totaling 3,900 acres 
including 65 parks, 21 conservation properties, 18 parkways, 4 golf 
courses, 2 sports complexes, 1 aquatic center, 1 arboretum and 1 
shop facility.   
 
Edwidge Woldson Park is approximately 10 acres and is located in 
the Cliff Cannon Neighborhood of Spokane, situated on the South Hill 
directly south of the downtown core.  
 
Background  
The City of Spokane desired to develop a Master Pedestrian Access 
Plan for Edwidge Woldson Park with a feasibility component for 
potential pedestrian and bicycle linkages to improve neighborhood 
grid connectivity. The Master Plan included a public participation 
process which focused on refining pedestrian connectivity and safety 
and improving aspects of West Cliff Drive. 
 
Public Process  
It is important to understand that the Master Plan process that was 
undertaken was based on a comprehensive public involvement 
process involving a variety of techniques to solicit input from the 
community. Both residents from the surrounding neighborhood as well 
as stakeholder organizations participated in workshops and meetings.  
We would especially like to thank the neighborhood residents for 
donating their time to help us develop this plan. 
 
Master Plan   
This report contains a summary of the public process, decisions and 
recommendations for future development of the park that will allow the 
Spokane Parks and Recreation Department to develop an 
implementation plan that prioritizes the sequence of actions and 
identifies potential projects for funding. 
 
This plan focuses on providing pedestrian and bicycle connectivity 
from the neighborhood through the park with a connection to the 
intersection of W. 7th Ave. and S Howard St.  The opportunity to 
develop Cliff Drive into a greenway utilizing traffic calming techniques 
to slow down traffic is an important effort to address safety concerns. 
Additionally, developing amenities along Cliff Drive, such as 
interpretive elements, overlooks, access, seating, etc., is intended to 
foster community pride in the neighborhood, cater to visitors and inject 
positive energy into the area, with the hope of  
 

 
 
 
reducing undesirable activities occurring there today. The master plan 
is conceptual in nature. Trails and other amenities shown on the plan 
need further topographical and geotechnical study.  
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INTRODUCTION 
 
Edwidge Woldson Park is rich in historical significance yet suffers 
from an identity crisis. Previously named Pioneer Park, Edwidge 
Woldson Park’s boundaries include the Corbin Art Center and the 
1889 Moore-Turner Heritage Gardens, both of which are listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places. Site modifications require 
approval by the Landmark Commission for historical appropriateness. 
This Master Plan addresses branding to unify the park identity, 
wayfinding to promote access for vehicular and pedestrian users, and 
interpretive opportunities to tell the story of Spokane’s History and its 
founders that lived in the Cliff Cannon Neighborhood.  A pedestrian 
and bicycle feasibility study was a major component of this master 
plan, aimed at determining accessibility and viability for neighborhood 
connectivity. This connectivity should coincide with the City’s 
Comprehensive Plan for Neighborhood Greenway and Paths (Bicycle 
Facilities). The site topography is challenging and considered steep 
with narrow and limited pedestrian access along the neighboring 
streets, Stevens Street and Ben Garnett Way. 
 
In recent years, several improvements have been made by the Parks 
Department to Edwidge Woldson Park in an effort to reduce illicit 
activity and enhance the park. In 2006, the first phase of preservation 
and restoration work for the Moore-Turner Heritage Gardens began. It 
was at this time that the historic 1931 Tiger Trail stairs were 
reconstructed. In 2007, the Moore-Turner Heritage Gardens 
restoration was completed and the gardens opened to the public. 
More recently boulder barricades were introduced along West Cliff 
Drive to discourage after hours activities by prohibiting vehicular 
access to the unimproved gravel parking area.  
 
In June 2014, the South Hill Coalition Connectivity and Livability 
Strategic Plan was completed, acting as a catalyst for this master 
planning project. The Connectivity and Liability Strategic Plan 
established a series of priority projects and developed the Spokane 
South Hill Coalition Connectivity and Livability Strategic Plan Map 
(Appendix #2).  This plan identifies West Cliff Drive as a proposed 
greenway and shows a proposed bike route through Edwidge 
Woldson Park, connecting with Howard Street. Creation of this 
greenway, pedestrian and bicycle route was labeled as a high priority 
project in the 2014 plan.  
 
This Master Plan document is the result of a multi-month public 
involvement process, initiated by the City of Spokane, to develop a 
preferred Master Plan for Edwidge Woldson Park.  The Master Plan 
focuses on defining the pedestrian and bicycle route, interprets the 
historic elements of the park, provides for wayfinding, improves 
pedestrian safety and celebrates impressive views from West Cliff 
Drive. The plan and cost estimate are a tool for the city to use in  

 
 
application for funding for design and construction of the proposed 
improvements.   
 
The public participation throughout the process was moderate and the 
consensus for improvements was positive; however, preferences on 
design components were somewhat diversified. Several park user 
groups such as Lewis and Clark students and Marycliff Business 
Center representatives were not present during the public 
engagement sessions.  
 
PROJECT GOALS  
 
The design team and city staff developed the following project goals:  

 CONNECTIVITY: Develop a Pedestrian/Bicycle Connection 
that links Cliff Park, Cliff Drive, Edwidge Woldson Park and the 
surrounding neighborhood.  

 IDENTITY: Improve and strengthen the park’s identity by 
exploring the opportunities for strong gateways, signage and 
wayfinding components.  

 SAFETY/SECURITY: Address safety and security concerns by 
exploring solutions to prioritize maintenance issues and safety 
challenges along Cliff Drive and within the park.  

 HISTORIC PRESERVATION: Celebrate history of the park 
through interpretive opportunities and online presence.  

 

EXISTING CONCERNS & ISSUES 

There are a variety of concerns and issues that this Master Plan aims 
to address, however, it is important to note that design and built 
improvements are only one component to the solution. Policy 
enforcement and programming of space-energizing activities will be 
equally as important.  

The area above the 
park, at west Cliff Drive, 
has continual issues 
with excessive 
vehicular speeds, 
undesirable and illicit 
activity such as drug 
activity, vagrancy 
camping and illegal 
dumping. Neighbors 
have expressed 
concerns regarding the 
introduction of parking,  

 

fearful it provides allocated space for individuals to continue 
conducting illicit activities. The nighttime hours have been identified as 
the most challenging for controlling these activities. Other concerns 
include maintenance levels and damaged or aging park infrastructure 
and features. Several of the adjacent land owners noted the current 
level of maintenance as a concern. Some residents feel that if the 
level of maintenance for West Cliff Drive was held to a higher 
standard that this could aid in the public’s support in maintaining the 
space.  

Pedestrian and 
bicycle access may 
be the single most 
important concern 
regarding the current 
park conditions as 
they relate to this 
master plan. The 
existing Tiger Trail 
stairs are unsafe, 
with loose rocks, 
limited development 
at both the top and 
bottom of the stairs, 
and limited hand rails. Currently there are no other developed access 
routes that connect the park to west Cliff Drive, making connectivity 
one of the driving goals of this Master Plan.  

Continual programming of the park space will be key in drawing 
positive activity to the park. Increased activities and event 
programming will be important in mitigating some of the existing 
issues and concerns. In addition, enforcement of park rules and the 
introduction of cameras and security lighting are tools that may reduce 
the negative activity occurring in and around the park.  

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

Introductory Meeting/Kick Off 
On July 6, 2016 Bernardo | Wills Architects Landscape Architecture 
staff and Spokane Parks staff met with a handful of neighborhood 
stakeholders. Parks staff briefed these stakeholders on the upcoming 
community involvement process and desired outcomes at this kick off 
meeting. Stakeholders shared general and notable previous planning 
history with the design team at this meeting.   
 
Public Meeting #1  
Approximately 16 community members attended the first public 
meeting and workshop for the Edwidge Woldson Park Master Plan 

FIGURE #2 - LACK OF SAFE ACCESS FROM CLIFF 
DRIVE DOWN INTO THE PARK – SIGNAGE THAT 

LACKS HISTORIC CHARACTER REFLECTED 
ELSEWHERE IN THE PARK 

FIGURE #1 - EXISTING PARK AMENITIES SHOWING 
SIGNS OF AGE AND DAMAGE 
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and Pedestrian Connectivity Feasibility Study held on the July 12, 
2016.  

The first public meeting was held in the Corbin Art Center and 
commenced with a short presentation which addressed the project 
goals, schedule, general site inventory and analysis, and past 
planning efforts. During the second half of the meeting the design 
team lead a discussion and brainstorming session. Two discussion 
topics were explored during this first public meeting: park connectivity 
and opportunities for improvements to Cliff Drive. Below is a summary 
of the discussion and public comments recorded on each topic.  

Connectivity – The design team presented three potential pedestrian 
and bicycle trail connectivity routes that could be included in the final 
master plan. The group brainstormed pros and cons of each route 
(Figure #3). The consensus was that the red route (Route #2) was the 
most preferred, however, many attendees felt that the option to 
incorporate additional path opportunities, such as shown by the green 
route (Route #1) was desirable. The design team led discussion on 
the possibility of lane closure or narrowing of Stevens Street and Ben 
Garnett Way to provide a designated pedestrian and bicycle route 
along the street right of way. A vote summarized the group’s 
agreement that a lane closure was not desired and that the yellow trail 
(Route #3) was too steep and dangerous to be a feasible route. A 
combination of the red and green routes was preferred. Voting also 
summarized the public’s desire to repair the Tiger Trail stairs, if 
possible.  

Cliff Drive – As part of the second discussion topic, the design team 
presented some potential improvements that could be incorporated to 
west Cliff Drive. Much of the feedback surrounding this discussion 
topic was centered on the need for reduction of traffic speeds and 
undesirable activity occurring in the area. Attendees felt that the 
Master Plan should include a formal pedestrian path along the top of 
west Cliff Drive, that new trees should not be planted where they 
could prohibit views and that no formal parking should be constructed. 
Consensuses of the group also concluded that any future 
improvements must slow the vehicular traffic on west Cliff Drive.  

The first public meeting and workshop ended with consultants 
requesting attendees to complete comment cards. Minutes from the 
first public meeting can be found attached as Appendix #3 and a 
comment card summary matrix can be found attached as Appendix 
#4.  

Meeting with West Cliff Drive and Sumner Residents 

At the suggestion of the Parks Department and community members 
who attended the first public meeting, a special meeting with the 
residents of west Cliff Drive and Sumner Avenue was held on August 
9, 2016. Approximately 18 residents attended this meeting. An 
overview of the first public meeting was presented to the attendees, 
along with the project goals and schedule. Following the initial 
introduction and project overview the design team led an open 
discussion and brainstorming session. This session allowed residents 
of the neighborhood to express concerns about the major issues 

surrounding the project. Undesirable activity including, but not limited 
to, loitering, trash dumping, drug-related activities and vehicular 
speeding were the primary concerns described by the neighborhood 
group. 

The design team focused on the same two discussion topics 
presented at the first public meeting: pedestrian and bicycle 
connectivity routes and improvements to west Cliff Drive. Most 
attendees agreed with the consensus of the first public meeting 
regarding the primary pedestrian and bicycle routes, favoring the red 
route (Route #2) with the possibility of combining it with paths shown 
as part of the green route (Route #1). Feedback on improvements to 
west Cliff Drive were more diversified; however, the residents 
generally were not in favor of road closure or narrowing. 

Public Meeting #2 

The second public meeting was held at the Corbin Art Center on 
September 13, 2016. Approximately 28 community members and 
neighbors attended the second public meeting.  The meeting 
commenced with a short PowerPoint presentation reiterating the 
project goals, schedule and issues the design team had established 
as challenges surrounding both Cliff Drive and the overall park. The 
presentation included an overview of six conceptual designs. Three 
conceptual designs for improvements to West Cliff Drive and three 
designs for the overall park improvements. The design team 
described each conceptual design before inviting the public to engage 
in an open house format for the remainder of the meeting.  It was 
during this open house session that the public was invited to vote on 
their favorite design concepts, park amenities and highest priority 
concerns using colored dot stickers.  

The design team managed three voting stations during the open 
house session. These stations included the overall park concepts 
station, the Cliff Drive concepts station and the park amenities and 
issues station. 
Community members 
visited each, asking 
questions, vocalizing 
concerns and voting 
on their preferences. 
Attendees voted 
roundabouts and 
meandering streets 
the most favorable 
traffic calming 
techniques. They also 
voted trails, 
particularly soft 
surface trails, as the 

FIGURE #5 - PUBLIC MEETING #2 – CORBIN ART
CENTER

FIGURE #3

FIGURE #4
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most desired park amenity, followed by picnic areas and informal 
amphitheater. The lack of a proper pedestrian route and restrooms 
were identified as the most prominent issues by the public. More 
detailed descriptions of the design concepts presented can be found 
below and on the following page.  

The design team concluded this public meeting by requesting that 
attendees complete comment cards prior to leaving. Meeting minutes 
from the second public meeting can be found attached as Appendix 
#6, concept designs can be seen larger in Appendix #5 and a 
comment card summary matrix can be found attached as Appendix 
#7.  
 

 

Cliff Drive Concept Design #1  

The first concept design for West Cliff Drive was the most favored by 
the public. Cliff Drive Concept #1 represents a curvilinear road with 
landscaping on both sides of the street, a separated sidewalk or 
pedestrian path on the north side of the street, parking directly north 
of Stevens Street and several intimate seating locations near 
viewpoints. The Tiger Trail is preserved as it currently exists, with 
access via new stairs directly to the east of it. This concept proposes 
stairs at both the east and west ends of Cliff Drive providing access 
down into the park. The stairs located on the west end would provide 
access down the rock face, near the Tiger Trail but would connect to a 
new pedestrian pathway routed to the east of the existing stairs and 
garden. Improved landscaping was favorable however there was 
mixed feedback on the parking areas presented in this concept. Many 
attendees felt that parking should not be included.  

 

Cliff Drive Concept Design #2 

The second concept for West Cliff Drive included a vehicular 
roundabout at the intersection of Stevens Street and Cliff Drive. The 
roundabout acts as the primary traffic calming technique in this 
concept and includes a vertical sign or neighborhood identity element 
at its center. The concept also includes a series of vehicular pullouts 
to accommodate visitors to the area. Similar to Concept #1, Concept 
#2 includes a pedestrian path at the north side of the street and a 
splitter island near the west end of the street to slow traffic at the 
corner. Small intimate overlook areas are located along the north 
pedestrian path. This option preserves the Tiger Trail as it currently 
exists, without improvement. This second concept was voted the 
second most favored by meeting attendees. Verbal comments 
suggested combining site components from this concept with the road 
alignment of Concept #1, in particular the roundabout. Again, the 
pullout parking areas received mixed feedback.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cliff Drive Concept Design #3  

Cliff Drive Concept Design #3 incorporates a large public plaza at the 
primary viewpoint directly off Stevens Street. No parking was included 
along Cliff Drive in this option however parallel parking was located on 
Stevens Street. Street islands act as the primary traffic calming 
attribute of this option, narrowing the vehicular lanes and providing 
vegetation in the center of West Cliff Drive. The primary pedestrian 
and bicyclist route leaves the top of the park east of the proposed 
plaza following more gradual grades. This was the least favored 
concept of those presented for West Cliff Drive. Attendees had 
concerns that the medians would do little to slow traffic and they 
would make snow removal difficult. Residents on Stevens Street were 
concerned that having no parking along Cliff Drive would cause 
parking issues to creep south into the surrounding neighborhood. 
Other attendees favored not including parking along the bluff. Verbal 
comments did show favorability in the pedestrian and bicycle route 
shown in this concept, however some individuals suggested a 
secondary access point to the west. The larger plaza space in 
Concept #3 drew interest from attendees.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FIGURE #6 

FIGURE #7 FIGURE #8 
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Park Concept Design #1  
 
Concept #1 locates the new, primary pedestrian route near the east 
property line and proposes a re-build of the existing Tiger Trail stairs. 
The concept also includes additional new parking to the west of the 
existing lots and a restroom in the southeast corner of the existing 
lower lot. A large amphitheater is shown in the park’s front lawn and a 
large identity sign at the corner of W. 7th Avenue and Stevens Street. 
This design was the least favorable of the three concepts presented 
for the overall park. Attendees commented on concern over the red 
trail route in this design, as the pinch point created between the 
Corbin Art Center and the end of the existing roadway could present 
safety challenges. Generally, attendees were in favor of at least 
partial repair of the Tiger Trail Stairs but did not feel that Concept #1 
included enough soft trails. There was little public feedback on the 
inclusion of additional parking or restroom location presented in this 
concept. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Park Concept Design #2  

The second park concept design was the second highest voted 
design for the overall park area. This concept includes a similar 
primary trail route to Concept #1, however the trail has an outlet near 
the existing garden entries rather than east of the Corbin Art Center. 
Trail locations in the front lawn draw inspiration from the historic drive 
and carriage road. This concept also proposes closure of the Tiger 
Trail, defined soft paths to provide rock climbing access and a 
restroom near the existing ADA parking stalls behind the Corbin 
Center. Some attendees mentioned being in favor of access to rock 
climbing but also stated that people will climb here whether an 
established space is created for this or not.  An avid bicyclist 
commented on the concern that the red trail outlet was too close to 
the intersection of 7th and Stevens. She mentioned that bicyclists 
tend to move north via Howard rather than Stevens Street. Parks staff 
confirmed with the Bicycle Advisory Board that Howard Street is the 
preferred connection. The primary trail route was more favorable in 
this concept than in Concept #1. Again, there was little public 
feedback on the location of the restroom in this design.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Park Concept Design #3  

This was the most popular concept design of those presented for the 
overall park. Concept #3 located the primary pedestrian and bicyclist 
route near the east property line, with the outlet directly to the west of 
the Corbin Art Center through the existing lawn and a formal crossing 
of the existing parking lot. The trail continues in a meandering fashion 
through the front park lawn and ends mid-block on 7th Avenue. This 
concept proposed two restrooms, a vertical style monument sign and 
picnic opportunities. Attendees were in favor of keeping the Tiger Trail 
and improving maintenance to it. This concept included the most 
favorable primary red trail route. Several individuals felt that the 
meandering path through the front green was desirable. An area for 
picnics was also mentioned as a plus and was suggested to be 
included in any or all of the final park concepts. There was limited 
feedback on the inclusion of two restrooms. Inclusion of several 
softscape trails was favorable in both Concept #1 and #2.  

 
 
 
 
 
  

FIGURE #9 FIGURE #10 FIGURE #11 
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FIGURE #12 
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PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE MASTER PLAN 
 
The Edwidge Woldson Park Preferred Master Plan is a result of 
combining the most preferred site features from the concepts 
presented at the second public meeting with additional input from the 
City of Spokane Parks staff and Historical Preservation Office staff.  
 
The plan is largely built around the introduction of the newly defined 
pedestrian and bicycle path connecting West Cliff Drive to 7th Avenue, 
yet introduces several other new site improvements to both the overall 
park area and the bluff above. New site amenities include additional 
parking, picnic areas, restroom, informal amphitheater area, 
roundabout, signage, and overlooks. The plan maintains all existing 
site historical components, such as the Tiger Trail, the Corbin rock 
wall, the castle feature, the footbridge, the Corbin lawn, rose garden 
and the Corbin Kitchen Garden, without alteration or damage. The 
final park design improvements should include a signage package 
that works both to direct visitors and establish a better identity to the 
park and its internal components while celebrating the park’s 
numerous interpretive opportunities. 

 
Key Item #1 – The Master Plan addresses the primary goal of identity 
improvement by proposing a monument identity sign at the corner of 
W. 7th Avenue and Stevens Street. The intent of this sign is to 
announce Edwidge Woldson Park as a place of interest and make 
navigation to the park easy for fast moving vehicles. Primary text 
should designate the park name. Secondary text should acknowledge 
features within the park such as the Moore-Turner Garden and Corbin 
Art Center. It is suggested that the sign be historical in nature and use 

basalt material, similar to the material found on the existing garden 
columns at the sign base walls and columns. A vertical overhead 
structure could be included in the sign to improve recognition of the 
park. The design team suggests that this vertical component be 
reflective of the trellises found in the Moore-Turner Heritage Gardens.  

 
Key Item #2 – Inclusion of an informal grass amphitheater allows the 
park’s front lawn space to be programmed by the Corbin Art Center or 
others as an outdoor classroom, for small, informal speeches or 
concerts. The amphitheater could include a small hard surface space 
at the northernmost edge, acting as a stage when events warrant it. 
The amphitheater is not intended to include any structured seating 
such as concrete steps. The primary pedestrian and bicycle path is 
intended to provide access to the amphitheater area from both W. 7th 
Avenue and the parking lot.  
 
Key Item #3 – To improve connectivity, the Master Plan identifies the 
primary pedestrian and bicycle path ending at West 7th Street, aligning 
with Howard street to the north. Howard was identified by the public 
as a primary bicycle route. The arrow shown on the Master Plan at 
this location indicates road improvements that would improve 
pedestrian safety as they cross W. 7th Avenue. 
 
Key Item #4 – To improve recognition and identity, wayfinding 
signage should be located at the park drive entry and along the main 
vehicular travel route through the park. New wayfinding signage 
should clearly define the location of the Moore-Turner Gardens and 
Corbin Art Center, direct visitors quickly to ADA parking and clearly 
define the park area from the adjacent properties such as the Marycliff 
Business Center. It is suggested that all wayfinding and interpretative 
signage include similar historically significant materials, reflective of 

the existing perimeter garden 
columns shown in Figure #15 and 
other existing park features.  
 
Key Item #5 – A new, single stacked 
parking bay is shown on the 
preferred master plan, directly west 
of the existing parking. During 
events, public meetings and summer 
camps parking is at a premium in 
Edwidge Woldson Park. The 
proposed lot would add 
approximately 10 new spaces. 
Because of the existing steep 
grades, additional parking would 
likely require the construction of 
retaining structures.   
 
Key Item #6 – The existing lower parking lot with approximately 22 
spaces would remain in place, yet striping would be modified to 
accommodate new ADA parking. Curbing and restriping are potential 
improvements that could be implemented to the existing parking lot.  
 
Key Item #7 – The master plan suggests that the existing lower 
parking lot be restriped to include ADA accessible parking stalls in the 
southeast corner of the bay. These spaces would serve the new 
restroom and be connected via an accessible sidewalk.  
 
Key Item #8 – A small restroom located between the existing upper 
and lower parking lots would serve the current need for the park. The 
structure has the potential to act as a gateway from the parking area 
to the Tiger Trail stairs and proposed pedestrian path at the base of 
the slope. It is also at this location that the Master Plan suggests a 
clearly identified pedestrian crossing through the drive aisle.  
 
Key Item #9 – The existing upper parking lot with approximately 14 
spaces would remain. Like the lower lot, curbing and restriping are 
potential improvements that could be implemented to the existing 
parking lot, however the upper lot contains more grade challenges 
than the existing lower lot.  
 
Key Item #10 – Programming at the Corbin Art Center continues to 
grow as demand for summer classes increases. Updates to the center 
would not be included in scope of this Master Plan however may need 
to be considered in the future.  
 
Key Item #11 -  The existing kitchen garden behind the Corbin Art 
Center will remain undisturbed. Repairs to the basalt walls around the 
garden are suggested as part of the park improvements.  

FIGURE #15 - EXISTING GARDEN 
COLUMN WITH BRONZE PLAQUE 

FIGURE #14 – FRONT PARK GREEN WITH PEDESTRIAN PATH AND GRASS 
AMPHITHEATER 

FIGURE #13 – FRONT PARK GREEN WITH PEDESTRIAN PATH AND GRASS 
AMPHITHEATER 
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Key Item #12 – The castle 
feature and footbridge are 
existing park elements, nods to 
historical features used by the 
Corbin family. Directly to the 
east of these features an 
existing grass path parts the 
garden’s basalt walls, allowing 
visitors to enter the Corbin 
Lawn from the trail above. 
Preservation of these features 
and interpretive opportunities 
are one of the recognized goals 
of the project.   
 
Key Item #13 – The extent of 
the Corbin Lawn is listed on the 

historical register, along with the building itself. Within the lawn sits 
the historical Corbin Apricot Tree, part of the original Corbin Garden. 
Both shall remain undisturbed as existing park features.  
 
Key Item #14 – The Tiger Trail was originally built in 1931 and 
renovated in 2007. Wood treads were replaced with stone at the time 
of this update. Due to the historical nature of the stairs this Master 
Plan suggests leaving them in place as they currently exist, unless 
further exploration identifies improvements that could bring these 
stairs up to current building code and complete the top access point 
as the stairs meet west Cliff Drive. The Tiger Trail offers an access 
route for the more adventurous park visitors. New access routes 
shown on the master plan will provide an easier option.  
 
Key Item #15 – The existing, gated entries to the Moore-Turner 
Gardens shall remain in their current location. Access improvements 
to these gates should be considered.  
 
Key Item #16 – An existing ADA route has already been established 
to access the southern garden gate from the existing ADA parking lot 
south of the Corbin Art Center. This route shall remain the primary 
ADA route into the gardens from the parking area however, surface 
improvements should be explored to improve connectivity.  
 
Key Item #17 – The primary pedestrian and bicycle route was vetted 
through the series of public meetings. The proposed path connects 
with West Cliff Drive east of the intersection with Stevens Street and 
follows the more gradual grades along the eastern edge of the park. 
The trail outlets from the natural wooded area just west of the existing 
castle feature and connects to the proposed restroom at the base of 
the hill. A formal crossing of the parking lot and existing drive is 

included near the restroom to improve pedestrian safety. As the route 
continues north it meanders through the park’s front lawn and ends 
directly across W. 7th Avenue from Howard Street. There are several 
opportunities for inclusion of historical interpretive signage along this 
route. The trail alignment design should consider the location of all 
historical features associated with the Corbin Art Center, including but 
not limited to the existing rose garden, kitchen garden, castle overlook 
feature and footbridge. The final alignment should also maintain ADA-
compliant grades along the existing ADA route to the gardens. 
 
Consensus determined that the primary pedestrian and bicycle route 
illustrated in the Preferred Master Plan would not be used by 
commuter traffic as often as recreational bicyclists. The steep site 
terrain will likely require stairs in several locations. This would require 
bicyclists to dismount their bikes and use bike runnels. Further 
investigation, including topographic survey and geotechnical 
investigations will be necessary to determine the final location of the 
bike and pedestrian travel route, along with the extent and necessity 

for stairs. Sightline exploration and bicycle calming techniques should 
be considered during design of the trail to prevent conflicts between 
pedestrians and bicyclists, particularly in steep areas. Bicycle calming 
techniques could include, but are not limited to, striping for 
designation between uses and the introduction of speed signs.  
 
Key Item #18 – The existing ADA parking area is located to the 
southeast of the Corbin Art Center. Existing handicap parking should 
remain in the existing location. Improvements could include improved 
directional signs leading visitors to these parking spaces and 
replacing the existing CMU wall with a basalt veneer wall reflecting 
the historical character of the park.  
 
Key Item #19 – The secondary paths shown on the preferred Master 
Plan would build upon the existing dirt trails within the natural wooded 
area. A goal of the final design is to widen some of these trails to 
define a hierarchy of maintenance for the secondary, soft surface 

FIGURE #16 - EXISITNG HISTORICAL 
CASTLE FEATURE LOCATED WITHIN THE 

PARK 

FIGURE #17 – BIRDS EYE VIEW OF WEST CLIFF DRIVE ROUNDABOUT AND PLAZA 
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paths. It is suggested that these paths connect to the primary 
pedestrian and bicycle route in several locations.  

 
Key Item #20 – The proposed public plaza and viewpoint utilizes the 
existing flat space near the intersection of Stevens Street and West 
Cliff Drive. The public plaza and viewpoint would develop a clearly 
defined space for visitors to safely enjoy the views over the city. The 
Master Plan suggests this space include a series of railings to provide 
safety for viewers and interpretive signage, utilizing this space as an 
opportunity to celebrate important attributes of the park. The plaza 
could include a series of decorative or specialty paving, benches and 
landscape areas, significantly improving the aesthetic. Character 
sketches of the proposed features can be found in Figures #17 and 
#18. 
 
Key Item #21 – The proposed roundabout (Figure #17 and #18) 
would improve safety by acting as the primary traffic calming 
component of West Cliff Drive. The roundabout and intersection could 
incorporate specialty paving and grade changes to slow vehicles 
traveling along the bluff. Standing at the center of the roundabout, a 
vertical identity and signage element establishes the historic character 
of both the neighborhood and park. Landscape improvements, 
separated from the street by curbing, should be considered for both 
the center and borders of the roundabout. Surface treatments at the 
roundabout could be mirrored at the corner island to the west (item 
#25). 
 
Key Item #22 – Vehicular pullout locations, like those found on High 
Drive, provide park visitors with temporary parking space in a 
controlled and orderly fashion. These locations act as secondary 
viewpoints and allow space for the elderly or physically impaired to 

enjoy the bluff without walking significant distances. These spaces 
could be programmed for food trucks or craft booths in the event of a 
street festival.  
 
Key Item #23 – The Master Plan suggest that West Cliff Drive be 
realigned to include chicanes (curves), to slow vehicular traffic on the 
street. Realignment of the street will create pockets for landscaping 
on both sides of the street. Street curbs and gutters are improvements 
that should be considered. Curbs would clearly delineate temporary 
parking space and travel lanes from pedestrian areas and keep cars 
off private property, potentially reducing damage to landscaping 
adjacent the roadway.  
 
Key Item #24 – The Master Plan suggests a secondary plaza area 
and stair access improvements to be installed directly to the east of 
the existing Tiger Trail. Stair improvements would be required to meet 
current building code and would not occur in alignment with the 
historic Tiger Trail stairs. These stairs would provide safe access into 
the park from the western end of Cliff Drive, down to the existing Tiger 
Trail and secondary, soft surface paths. Stairs should be similar in 
character to those found in Cliff Park. Plaza space at the top of the 
stairs could include decorative paving, ornamental landscaping and 
interpretive signage (Figure #19).  
 

Key Item #25 – A landscape island, combined with specialty paving 
should be explored at the west end of west Cliff Drive. These features 
will improve safety by acting as additional vehicular calming attributes 
and will frame Cliff Drive as a unique space.  
 
Key Item #26 – It is suggested that this location be the primary 
pedestrian and bicycle connection to Edwidge Woldson Park from Cliff 

Drive. The connection occurs at one of the most gradually sloping 
areas of the bluff and would continue below the proposed plaza. A 
series of ramps and stairs may be necessary to accommodate the 
sites difficult grades.  
 
Key Item #27 – To further improve connectivity, a widened sidewalk 
or striped bike path should continue from the proposed roundabout to 
the south, connecting Cliff Park to Edwidge Woldson Park. This 
connection should include formal crossings at street intersections.  
 
LANDMARK COMMISSION CONSIDERATIONS 
The preferred Master Plan was presented to the landmark 
commission on the 19th of October, 2016 as a non-voting item. Overall 
the commission was supportive of the Master Plan, but expressed 
their desire to review proposed site improvements at the construction 
documentation level. They also suggested the Parks Department 
return to the Commission with the historical and interpretive signage 
package for review. All final park design changes that affect areas 
listed under the historical register must be passed through the 
Commission for approval and receipt of a certificate of 
appropriateness.  
 
FINAL CONSIDERATIONS 
Final design of the pedestrian and bicycle path will be key to the 
success of connectivity and the overall Master Plan. The steep site 
terrain makes it difficult to determine the extent of stairs needed at this 
time. The design team does see the potential for the need for stairs 
along the proposed route. For this reason, ADA accessibility may not 
be feasible for the entire length of trail route. Additional surveying, 
geotechnical investigation and engineering will be required to 
appropriately locate this route.   
 
In addition, staff would like to further explore the option of using 
existing city street right-of-way along Ben Garnett for commuter 
bicycle traffic. As previously mentioned, the conversion of part of 
Stevens Street and Ben Garnett Way to include a bike lane as a 
better commuter route was discussed, but the loss of vehicular lanes 
during winter months was not desired by the neighborhood.  
 
Lighting was a controversial topic among the public, particularly the 
adjacent neighbors. The neighborhood generally felt that lighting 
would not discourage undesirable activities but that it would take away 
from the experience of the bluff. Many individuals use the bluff to view 
city lights or fireworks at night and meeting attendees felt that the 
introduction of lights would inhibit these activities. Low level lighting 
may be required to meet the goal of safety and security.  
 
Lastly, concerns regarding tree thinning were touched on throughout 
the public process. Several nearby residents desire to see the 

FIGURE #19 - WEST ENTRY INTO PARK FROM WEST CLIFF DRIVE, DIRECTLY 
EAST OF TIGER TRAIL 

FIGURE #18 – PERSPECTIVE OF WEST CLIFF DRIVE PLAZA AND EAST PARK 
ENTRY 
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evergreen trees thinned in some locations so 
that desirable views are maintained or 
regained. Others want to maintain the urban 
forest as-is. However, it is recognized that the 
introduction of the proposed pedestrian route 
will require tree removal of some trees for 
installation of the trail and to provide security 
and sight lines. Some trees are stressed or 
have died from last year’s summer drought 
and will need to be removed. 
 
PROBABLE COST EVALUATION 
 
This probable cost evaluation is intended to 
represent an order of magnitude cost for the 
Master Plan improvements to Edwidge 
Woldson Park and West Cliff Drive but is not 
a guarantee of cost.  
 
The Master Plan design improvements for 
both the overall park and West Cliff Drive are 
estimated at 1.7 million dollars. A 30% 
contingency has been added to this estimate 
and includes items not yet realized for the 
project (unknowns). Without more detailed 
design development, some items are 
estimated as lump sum costs based on bid 
tabulations from similar work on previous 
Bernardo|Wills Architects projects. The cost 
evaluation estimates maximum allowable 
construction costs (MACC) and includes both 
tax and Architectural or Engineering 
consultant fees. Actual fees could change 
based on the set scope of services at the 
time of contract negotiations. Inflation should 
be included for each year beyond the year 
this estimate was completed.  
 
Design and construction of the proposed 
improvements could be phased as 
necessary. The design team suggests 
exploration of opportunities for partnership 
with other city departments, such as streets, 
SRTC, and the South Hill Coalition for 
funding and design of improvements. 
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              Meeting Minutes 

 

Project:     Edwidge Woldson Park Master Plan and Pedestrian   
Connectivity Feasibility Study  
 

Date:  July 12, 2016 
                     6:00 pm 
Location: Corbin Art Center 

Meeting:   Workshop/Public Meeting #1 BWA No: 16-162 

 

The following minutes express our understanding of the items discussed.  If there are any corrections, 
additions, changes or questions to these meeting minutes, please respond in writing to Bernardo-Wills 
Architects within three (3) working days of receipt of this document, and clarification or revised text will be 
issued. 

 
GENERAL 
The meeting was called to bring community awareness to the Edwidge Woldson Master Planning Project 
and to begin the dialogue between the design team and community members. The public was ask to give 
verbal feedback on two main design areas of the master plan as well as provide comments via comment 
cards.  
 
ATTENDANCE 
 
Design team counted 16 community members present for the meeting, some signed in as a couple or did 
not sign in.  
 
City of Spokane  
Garrett Jones, Asst. Director of Park Operations  
Nick Hamad, Parks and Recreation, Landscape Architect  
 
Design Team 
Dell Hatch, BWA – Project Manager 
Bill LaRue, BWA – Landscape Architect  
Julia Culp, BWA – Landscape Architect  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Meeting Comments Cards  
Meeting Sign In Sheet  
 
MINUTES 
 
Attendees signed in as they entered the room at the greeting table. The meeting started approximately 5 
minutes late. We had a good turnout of enthusiastic participants filling up a majority of the chairs 
(approximately 16 people). We did not have any participates that were student (LC High School) users of 
the Tiger Trail or residents living directly adjacent to Cliff Drive.  
 
1. Nick Hamad started the meeting with a welcome, introduction of the project, and the team members. He 

also gave a brief project history, described how we got here and touched on general housekeeping info 
etc. 

 
2. Bill LaRue kicked off the workshop with an explanation of the agenda for the Public Meeting and 

described the desired outcomes. Bill addressed the goals of this project, followed by a discussion on 
the project location, site analysis, current challenges, and a compilation of site condition photos. Bill 
continued the presentation by discussing some of the past and recent planning efforts surrounding the 
park. The 2014 Connectivity and Livability Strategic Plan was highlighted as a catalyst for the current 
master planning project, as it establishes a need for a Greenway along Cliff Drive and a 
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pedestrian/bicycle connection through Edwidge Woldson. BWA took a brief set of questions at this point 
in the workshop.  

 
3. Format for the second half of the meeting was an open discussion and brainstorming session. We 

explored two of the project’s main design components with the public, connectivity routes and Cliff 
Drive, asking for feeback on each. Dell Hatch lead the discussion portion of the workshop. Julia Culp 
took notes on the community member recommendations and observations during this portion of the 
workshop.  
 

4. Discussion Topic #1 Connectivity and Trail Routes – Dell started topic #1 by describing three different 
potential connectivity routes as identified by BWA. Below is a list of comments heard during discussion 
topic #1. Some, but not all of the comments were voted on. Voting allowed BWA to gauge the 
community’s collective level of agreement with certain comments. High, moderate or low tags at the 
end of the below statements indicate the level of agreement the community members had with the 
statement.  
• Proposed route #3 is too long. (High) 
• Proposed route #3 may not be viable due to a need for two lanes of vehicular traffic in the winter. 
• Proposed route #3 does not connect well with Howard Street.  
• The community would like design team to explore a combination of trail routes #1 & #2 (or a 

combination of two routes in general). (High) 
• Allowing park visitors to experience natural rock outcrops from below, would be a positive 

experience.  
• Existing Tiger Trail stairs should be repaired if possible. (High) 
• There is a desired to maintain the natural character of the park area outside of the gardens. (High) 
• Possibly consider a trail route through part of the existing gardens. (Moderate) 
• Design team should consider a trail route starting near the existing overlook and moving down 

through the canyon nearby.  
 
5. Discussion Topic #2 Cliff Drive – Dell started topic #2 by describing some potential improvements and 

changes to Cliff Drive. Below is a list of comments heard during discussion topic #2. Some, but not all 
of the comments were voted on. Voting allowed BWA to gauge the community’s collective level of 
agreement with certain comments. High, moderate or low tags at the end of the below statements 
indicate the level of agreement the community members had with the statement. 
• Undesirable activity occurring at Cliff Drive appears to be primarily from visitors coming via car 

rather than foot. 
• Closing Cliff Drive could push parking problem further out into surrounding neighborhood. 
• There is a need for street improvements that slow vehicular traffic. (High) 
• Trees should not be placed as such that they block existing city views.  
• Lighting along Cliff could hinder views (fireworks). 
• Don’t build formal parking on Cliff Drive. (High) 
• Do build formal parking on Cliff Drive. (Low) 
• Possibility of testing the effects of a road closure for a year (or other temporary length of time).  
• Design should include a formal path/trail along the top of Cliff Drive. (Moderate to High) 

 
6. During the open discussion and brainstorming session there were some general observations and 

comments regarding the site conditions. These are below.  
• Parking around Cliff Park is under-utilized. 
• There is a high turnover rate of cars at Mary Cliff. 
• Large amount of on-street parking occurs on 7th Ave. (adjacent condo residence and visitors). 
• Some residence below 7th Ave. drive to the top of the hill to walk, because the Tiger Trail is too 

steep.  
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• Some pedestrians and bicyclists currently move down Lincoln Street, through the Deaconess
parking lot to reach downtown.

11. Adjournment of Meeting:  The next Public Meeting is TBD. BWA will work with Parks to send notice of
the next meeting, to the same individuals previously contacted, making sure those in attendance at the
first workshop are also at the second. BWA will also work with Parks to establish a meeting with
residents living directly adjacent to Cliff Drive. Attendees were reminded to leave their
contact/comment cards prior to leaving the workshop.

END OF MEETING MINUTES 
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Meeting Minutes

Project:     Edwidge Woldson Park Master Plan and Pedestrian 
Connectivity Feasibility Study  

Date: September 13, 2016 
 6:00 pm 

Location: Corbin Art Center 

Meeting:   Workshop/Public Meeting #2 BWA No: 16-162 

The following minutes express our understanding of the items discussed.  If there are any corrections, 
additions, changes or questions to these meeting minutes, please respond in writing to Bernardo-Wills 
Architects within three (3) working days of receipt of this document, and clarification or revised text will be 
issued.

GENERAL 
The meeting was called to continue the public process and information gathering phase of Edwidge 
Woldson Master Planning Project. The design team presented current findings, summarized previous 
public comments and presented conceptual level designs in which attendees were asked to vote and give 
verbal feedback on.  

ATTENDANCE 

Design team counted approximately twenty-eight people at the meeting. Twenty-three individuals signed in 
on the sign in sheets provided.  

City of Spokane  
Nick Hamad, Parks and Recreation, Landscape Architect 

Design Team 
Bill LaRue, BWA – Project Manager  
Julia Culp, BWA – Landscape Architect  
Steele Fitzloff, BWA – Landscape Architect 

ATTACHMENTS 
Meeting Comments Cards 
Meeting Sign In Sheet  

MINUTES 

Attendees browsed over design concepts and signed in as they entered the room at the greeting table. 
The meeting started approximately 5 minutes late. Many individuals who attended the meeting had been to 
at least one of the two previous meetings. Some attendees were residents of Cliff Drive or Sumner 
Avenue. There was a good showing of public participants. 

1. Nick Hamad started the meeting with a welcome, introduction of the project process to date, and an
introduction of the design team members. He also gave a brief statement regarding the conceptual
nature of the presentation material and the desire for feedback from the public on the larger vision
rather than smaller design related components.

2. Bill LaRue kicked off the workshop with a PowerPoint presentation. He started with explanation of the
agenda for the Public Meeting and re-touched on the project goals. Bill continued the presentation with
a summary of the current issues the design team determined surrounding Cliff Drive. He then described
some of the possible amenities that had been suggested at pervious public meetings or by the design
team to alleviate some of these current issues.  The initial trail route map was shown briefly. Bill then
described the three Cliff Drive improvement concepts the design team had developed. Julia Culp
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continued the presentation with the issues the design team had established as effecting the overall 
park. A list of park amenities was presented that could either alleviate some of these issues or provide 
new and interesting park experiences was also presented. Julia described the three overall park 
concepts. Direction was given on the break out session format and some attendee questions were 
answered at this point in the meeting.  

3. Format for the second half of the meeting was an open house format where attendees were invited to
discuss concept designs with the design team, vote on their preferred concepts and preferred park
amenities. The design team had three stations set up. One station included the three concepts for
improvements of Cliff Drive. Bill LaRue hosted this station, answering questions and receiving verbal
feedback. The second station consisted of the three concepts for the overall park design. Julia Culp
hosted this station, also answering questions and recording verbal feedback. The third station was
hosted by both Steele Fitzloff and Nick Hamad. This station included voting boards for both park and
Cliff Drive issues. It also included voting boards for park amenities and traffic calming techniques.

4. Cliff Drive Concepts – Bellow are verbal comments and vote tallies that Bill LaRue received while
hosting the Cliff Drive conceptual design station during the meeting break out session.
• Concept #1

This was the most popular concept. The general consensus for this concept was the narrower
curved road 22’ – 24’ was the preferred method to calm traffic over the other two concepts.
Landscaping provided on both sides of the road created by the concave portion of radius was also
a major benefit to this plan.  The landscape island at the Stevens Street intersection was positively
received but the travel lane layout not allowing left turns was an issue.  The two parking lot
locations got mixed reviews with most feeling that parking should not be provided off Cliff Drive.
The winding sidewalk with landscaping separating the road from the walk was favorable. The
smaller individual interpretive/overlook spaces and bench pads located along the walk, as
illustrated in the photo example also received positive reviews. Several people pointed out that the
roundabout from Concept 2 should be added to this plan for improvement.

• Concept #2
The roundabout with decorative pavement with a vertical gateway opportunity (as illustrated in the
photo of the Rockwood Neighborhood Gateway) located in the center were the preferred
components of this concept.  It was discussed that the roundabout could be a raised speed table,
as well, to calm traffic.  This concept illustrates a straight roadway. The suggestion to incorporate
another speed table/speed bump or dip midway down the road was mentioned.  The parking
pullouts also had mixed reviews as in Concept 1.

• Concept #3
The landscape medians did not seem to be as favorable as the curvilinear road for traffic calming.
This may be due to the fact that the curvilinear road appears to represent more landscaping.  The
decorative intersections were a positive feature for this concept but decorative paving should be
expanded to incorporate more decorative roadway.  Parking on the side streets as depicted seem
more favorable than other concepts however, side streets should be improved to add curbing so
that parking to loiter does on include parking on a homeowner’s lawn.  The larger plaza space
depicted in this concept seemed to draw interest as well.

• Concept Votes: Concept #1 – 8 Votes, Concept #2- 3 Votes, Concept #3 – 2 Votes
• General Comments Regarding Cliff Drive

o Speeding, vagrancy, criminal activity and loitering were the main concerns that influenced
most of the comments regarding design solutions and amenities.  The area is not patrolled
and the street is straight and with no driveways providing an opportunity for high speed
driving.  The area has a reputation as an afterhours hangout for undesirable activities.
One neighbor cited that last Friday 13 cars were parked in front of his house on Stevens
Street all engaging in loitering and criminal activity.
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o Parking was a hot topic.  Although parking is needed to provide access to the proposed
amenities, the concern of the neighbors is that parking spaces will only be used as
opportunities of undesirables to park and loiter.

o It was suggested that a vacant city owned lot just east of the bridge could provide parking
for visitors to the overlook improvements.

o The drawings all show that the primary pedestrian/bike connectivity will require a stair
case with bike runnels to negotiate the cliff grade transition rather than a path. This is not
a desirable solution for the bike community. Switchbacks in the path to negotiate the grade
would be a preferred solution.

5. Overall Park Concepts – Below are verbal comments and vote tallies that Julia Culp received while
hosting the Overall Park conceptual design station during the meeting’s breakout session.
• Concept #1

Verbal Comments: This was the least favored concept of the three. The red trail route was a
concern because of the pinch point between the Corbin Art Center and the end of the existing
roadway. Generally, attendees were in favor of at least partial repair of the Tiger Trail Stairs but
did not feel that Concept #1 included enough soft trails.

• Concept #2
Verbal Comments: This was the second highest voted concept for the overall park area. Some
attendees mentioned being in favor of access to rock climbing but also stated that people will climb
here whether or not an established space is created for this. One attendee and an avid biker,
comment on the concern of outlet of the red trail so near the intersection of 7th and Stevens. She
also mentioned that bicyclists tend to move north via Howard rather than Stevens. Again the red
trail route was more favorable in this concept to concept #1.

• Concept #3
Verbal Comments: This was the most popular concept design of those presented for the overall
park. Attendees were in favor of not closing or discouraging use of the Tiger Trail and maintaining
it. However, they did want to see some improvements to the existing stairs. This concept had the
most favorable red trail route. Several individuals felt that the meandering path through the front
green was desirable. An area for picnic was also mention as a plus and was asked to be included
in any or all of the concepts.

• Concept Votes: Concept #1 – 2 Votes, Concept #2- 4 Votes, Concept #3 – 5 Votes
• General Comments Regarding the Overall Park: No comments were received on one restroom

versus the inclusion of two.

6. Park and Cliff Drive Issues and Amenities: Steele Fitzloff and Nick Hamad hosted the issues and
amenities voting boards. Below is the tally of votes on these boards. Also included are some general
comments received by the design team at this station.
• Overall Park Issues:

o Identity – 0 Votes
o Restrooms (Lack of) 3 Votes
o Pedestrian Bike Route – 9 Votes
o Buss Access to Gardens – 0 Votes
o Urban Forest Management – 0 Votes
o Wayfinding (Signage) – 0 Votes

• Park Amenities Votes:
o Gathering/Performance Amphitheater (Formal) – 1 Vote
o Gathering/Performance Amphitheater (Informal) – 2 Votes
o Picnic Area (No Shelter) – 3 Votes
o Monument Signage – 1 Vote
o Public Art – 1 Vote
o Trail Surfacing (Concrete) – 2 Votes
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o Trail Surfacing (Soft Surfacing) -7 Votes 
o Trail Surfacing (Soil Cement) – 1 Vote 

• Cliff Drive Issues: 
o Undesirable Activity – 4 Votes 
o Trash – Unkept Look/Feel – 2 Votes 
o Speed – 1 Vote 
o Unorganized/Unauthorized Parking -1 Vote 
o Need for Restrooms – 2 Votes 
o Security and Safety – 3 Votes  
o Access to Park – 0 Votes 
o No Dedicated Pedestrian Routes -1 Vote 
o Viewing Points/Overlooks – 3 Votes  
o Identity – 0 Votes  

• Cliff Drive Traffic Calming Technique Votes:  
o Large Concrete Apron and Approach Medians (Traffic Circle) – 5 Votes 
o Speed Table Crossing – 1 Vote 
o Curves Added to Street with Landscaping – 5 Votes 
o Street Furniture (Benches) – 1 Vote  
o Medians – 1 Vote 
o Street Narrowing – 1 Vote  

• Overall Comments Mentioned at Voting Boards 
o In general, there was a lot of conversation regarding vehicular speeding down Cliff Drive, 

even though not a lot of people voted for it as an issue.  
o Many people mentioned the undesirably people and activities that would occur at night 

along Cliff Drive and Stevens St.  
o Tiger Trail was a concern for many of the elderly attendees but most didn’t want it to be 

replaced, preferring a modern stair case route to provide access to the park but be 
somewhat adjacent to the trail.  

o One attendee noted it would be nice to see Tiger trail restored to its original condition so 
that it wouldn’t appear as decrepit. 

o It was suggested that handrails down the full length of one side of the trail would help 
provide some support for people who may trip while using the trail.  

o A grass amphitheater was mentioned a being desired by a few people.  
o Many people wanted to add curves as a way to reduce speed on Cliff Drive but didn’t like 

the idea of a landscape chicane to achieve this look. They would prefer the street actually 
meandering.  

o A few people mentioned they like the idea of a soft trail material best but still would hope it 
would be compacted enough that a wheeled object could be pushed through it.  

o One attendee mentioned the serious need for a bike route through this park.  
o There was also mention of a need for speed bumps or speed tables, even if there was no 

crossing present at the location of the speed table. Several individuals commented on the 
possible use of parking to the east of the bridge over Ben Garrnett Way.  

o One individual asked about the option of making all the parking on Cliff Drive handicap 
parking, to discourage use of the parking by people in this area causing undesirable 
activity.  

 
11.  Adjournment of Meeting:  The next Public Meeting is TBD. BWA will work with Parks to send notice of 

the next meeting, to the same individuals previously contacted, making sure those in attendance at the 
first and second workshops are also at the third. BWA will also work with Parks to establish a meeting 
with residents living directly adjacent to Cliff Drive. Attendees were reminded to leave their 
contact/comment cards prior to leaving the workshop. 
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12. Note: Meeting minutes do not include summary of comments received via comment cards. Comment
cards are included as an attachment to these minutes.

END OF MEETING MINUTES 



APPENDIX #7 



Public Meeting #2 Comment Card Matrix Summary 
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

























































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R-2

??

STREET LEGEND

WHEEL CHAIR RAMPS

STORM LEGEND

CONNECT 8 IN. DIAM SEWER PIPE TO EXIST. SEWER PIPE

INSTALL CATCH BASIN TYPE 1 W/FRAME & BI-DIR VG

INSTALL CB DI SEWER PIPE 8 IN. DIAM.

REMOVE EXISTING MH, CB, OR DW

CLEANING EXISTING DRAINAGE STRUCTURE

REMOVE EXISTING STORM SEWER PIPE

AIR OR HYDRO EVACUATION OF TREE ROOTS

REMOVE EXISTING CURB

TRAFFIC ISLAND CONCRETE

CONSTRUCT CEMENT CONCRETE CURB

CONSTRUCT CEMENT CONCRETE SIDEWALK

CONSTRUCT CEMENT CONCRETE CURB WALL

REFERENCE AND REESTABLISH SURVEY MONUMENT

INSTALL SOD & TOPSOIL TYPE A, 2 IN. THICK

CONSTRUCT CEMENT CONCRETE DRIVEWAY - SEE TABLE

REMOVE EXISTING SIDEWALK AND/OR DRIVEWAY

CONSTRUCT CEMENT CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER

CLASSIFICATION & PROTECTION OF SURVEY MONUMENTS

SAWCUT/EXCAVATE TO AVOID HMA PATCH IF POSSIBLE

REMOVE & RELOCATE POLE, FH, LUMINAIRE, OR SIGN (BY OTHERS)

REMOVE TREE, CLASS I

REMOVE TREE, CLASS II

REMOVE TREE, CLASS III

TREE PRUNING

HMA FOR PAVEMENT REPAIR CL. 1/2 IN. PG 64-28, 3" THICK

(CONCRETE OR BRICK PAVERS FOR CROSSWALK)

INSTALL WSDOT TYPE 1 BOLLARD

(CMU BLOCK WALL) SEE DETAILS THIS SHEET

NOT USED

(CURB STOP)

ADJUST MH, CB, DW, OR INLET IN ASPHALT

REINFORCED DOWELED TRAFFIC CURB

DRIVEWAYS
CENTERLINE STATION SIDE WIDTH

51+17.00 RT 34
2+07.23 RT 36

4"

12" CONC. CAP

68"

12"

CMU WALL CORNER DETAIL

N.T.S.

D1

R-2

2
"
 
M

I
N

CMU WALL

TYPICAL CMU BOND BEAM DETAIL

N.T.S.

D2

R-2

TYPICAL CMU WALL SECTION

N.T.S.

STRUCTURES

STRUCTURE ID STATION OFFSET* RIM
ELEVATION

CA
TC

H 
BA

SI
N

TY
PE

 1

BI
-D

IR
EC

TI
O

N
AL

VA
N

ED
 G

RA
TE

CA
TC

H 
BA

SI
N

 D
I

SE
W

ER
 P

IP
E,

8I
n.

 D
IA

M
.

(D
O

W
N

ST
RE

AM
O

F 
ST

RU
CT

U
RE

)

CO
N

N
EC

TI
O

N
TO

 E
XI

ST
IN

G
PI

PE

N
O

RT
HI

N
G

EA
ST

IN
G

CB S1 51+51.27 34.20 RT 1894.80 X X 16.4 1 263965.15 2488427.29

CB S2 1+66.21 28.20 RT 1892.81 X X 5.0 1 263987.54 2488697.87

ER

ER

PAVEMENT PATCH

N.T.S.
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52+31

C1

L1

C2

L2

C3

L5

C5

L6

C6

L7

C7

C8

L8

L3

C4

L4

L10

C13

C14

L12

C15

L13

C16

L14

C17

L15

L16

C18

L17

C19

L18

L19

C20

L20

C21

L21

L22

C22

L23

C23

L24

L25

C24

L27

C27

L28

C28

L29

L32

C30

C31

C32

L33

C34

C35

C36

L34

C37

L36

C39

L37

L38

L39

C40

L40

L9

L11

L26

L30

L31

C9

C10

C11

C12

C25

C26

C29

L35

C38

C33

Line Table

Line #

L1

L2

L3

L4

L5

L6

L7

L8

Direction

N52° 36' 48.47"W

N12° 59' 49.70"W

S88° 11' 20.01"W

N41° 44' 42.29"E

N2° 52' 31.53"E

S87° 33' 39.60"W

N9° 19' 06.64"E

N89° 09' 01.07"W

Length

17.60

24.28

7.82

72.92

16.93

15.57

8.90

3.91

Northing

263687.06

263726.23

263764.16

263847.18

263925.36

263947.68

263936.58

263928.20

Easting

2488335.48

2488303.13

2488342.08

2488295.37

2488353.08

2488374.26

2488374.88

2488364.86

Curve Table

Curve #

C1

C2

C3

C4

C5

C6

C7

C8

Length

18.01

34.57

20.24

116.55

7.39

3.55

14.23

8.57

Radius

20.00

50.00

50.00

50.00

5.00

2.00

10.00

10.00

Delta

51.59

39.62

23.20

133.56

84.69

101.76

81.53

49.11

Tan

9.67

18.01

10.26

116.54

4.56

2.46

8.62

4.57

Chord Dir

N26.4915W

S32.4819E

N24.3541W

S25.0159E

S45.1306W

N41.3337W

N50.0503E

S66.1750W

Chord Len

17.40

33.89

20.11

91.90

6.74

3.10

13.06

8.31

Curve Table

Curve #

C24

C25

C26

C27

C28

C29

C30

C31

C32

C33

C34

C35

C36

C37

Length

15.71

80.07

16.16

7.85

7.85

17.29

11.19

34.02

13.71

9.60

12.54

46.92

3.07

7.85

Radius

5.00

626.00

5.20

5.00

5.00

10.00

44.00

626.00

10.00

5.00

20.00

50.00

2.00

5.00

Delta

180.00

7.33

178.11

90.00

90.00

99.06

14.57

3.11

78.56

110.04

35.91

53.77

87.82

90.00

Tan

799735.88

40.09

314.53

5.00

5.00

11.72

5.62

17.01

8.18

7.15

6.48

25.35

1.93

5.00

Chord Dir

S87.3543W

S2.5637W

N88.1955E

S47.2335E

S42.3630W

N42.5526W

N4.5037E

N10.3243E

N48.1559E

S37.2603E

S35.3241W

N26.3704E

S43.3845W

N47.2626W

Chord Len

10.00

80.02

10.40

7.07

7.07

15.22

11.16

34.01

12.66

8.19

12.33

45.22

2.77

7.07

Line Table

Line #

L9

L10

L11

L12

L13

L14

L15

L16

L17

L18

L19

L20

L21

Direction

N4° 37' 27.69"W

N2° 37' 53.01"W

N2° 26' 25.28"W

S87° 57' 01.90"W

N2° 36' 48.66"W

S2° 36' 54.24"E

N2° 49' 31.30"W

S87° 36' 22.00"W

N2° 23' 28.38"W

N87° 36' 31.62"E

N2° 24' 17.17"W

S2° 36' 54.24"E

N2° 49' 31.30"W

Length

10.49

43.98

5.65

9.98

27.27

39.73

5.94

14.57

9.00

14.47

14.86

39.73

6.11

Northing

263529.16

263729.97

263944.80

263602.68

263607.09

263700.46

263660.27

263666.21

263670.39

263684.59

263685.19

263773.21

263733.03

Easting

2488457.64

2488427.21

2488439.40

2488431.89

2488416.74

2488422.54

2488414.37

2488414.08

2488394.31

2488398.72

2488413.18

2488419.22

2488411.05

Line Table

Line #

L22

L23

L24

L25

L26

L27

L28

L29

L30

L31

L32

L33

L34

Direction

S87° 36' 22.00"W

N2° 23' 28.38"W

N87° 36' 31.62"E

N2° 24' 17.17"W

S2° 37' 00.73"E

S87° 36' 22.00"W

N2° 23' 28.38"W

N87° 36' 31.62"E

S2° 36' 54.89"E

S87° 32' 38.61"W

S2° 26' 25.28"E

N87° 32' 38.61"E

N87° 33' 30.00"E

Length

14.57

9.00

14.46

14.69

18.07

14.54

9.00

14.46

53.95

8.31

0.65

28.53

15.53

Northing

263739.13

263743.31

263757.51

263758.11

263812.06

263812.06

263816.24

263830.43

263885.01

263885.37

263945.19

263890.34

263949.31

Easting

2488410.74

2488390.98

2488395.39

2488409.85

2488407.38

2488407.38

2488387.65

2488392.06

2488404.05

2488412.35

2488433.38

2488388.29

2488412.65

Curve Table

Curve #

C9

C10

C11

C12

C13

C14

C15

C16

C17

C18

C19

C20

C21

C22

C23

Length

35.11

157.87

159.29

12.67

27.85

8.71

7.80

24.13

15.71

7.85

7.85

15.71

15.71

7.85

7.85

Radius

200.00

750.00

620.00

50.00

756.00

5.00

5.00

8.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

Delta

10.06

12.06

14.72

14.52

2.11

99.83

89.44

172.85

180.00

90.00

90.00

180.00

180.00

90.00

90.00

Tan

17.60

79.23

80.09

6.37

13.92

5.94

4.95

128.00

799736.32

5.00

5.00

799735.88

799736.32

5.00

5.00

Chord Dir

N9.3908W

S8.3921E

S4.4443W

N4.4914E

S10.4920E

N38.0212E

S47.1953E

S83.4834W

N87.1029E

S47.2335E

S42.3630W

S87.3543W

N87.1029E

S47.2335E

S42.3630W

Chord Len

35.06

157.58

158.85

12.64

27.84

7.65

7.04

15.97

10.00

7.07

7.07

10.00

10.00

7.07

7.07

Curve Table

Curve #

C38

C39

C40

Length

13.54

66.29

52.05

Radius

10.00

357.00

290.00

Delta

77.60

10.64

10.28

Tan

8.04

33.24

26.10

Chord Dir

N52.3338W

N2.3107E

N2.3406E

Chord Len

12.53

66.19

51.98

Line Table

Line #

L35

L36

L37

L38

L39

L40

Direction

N88° 38' 26.11"E

N1° 17' 47.68"W

N8° 03' 49.53"E

S81° 56' 10.47"E

N8° 03' 38.04"E

N2° 35' 23.73"W

Length

14.53

9.15

97.59

67.00

99.38

31.40

Northing

263591.73

263582.59

263418.44

263427.84

263427.84

263578.17

Easting

2488417.64

2488417.85

2488401.05

2488334.72

2488334.72

2488350.98
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STREET LEGEND

WHEEL CHAIR RAMPS

STORM LEGEND

CONNECT 8 IN. DIAM SEWER PIPE TO EXIST. SEWER PIPE

INSTALL CATCH BASIN TYPE 1 W/FRAME & BI-DIR VG

INSTALL CB DI SEWER PIPE 8 IN. DIAM.

REMOVE EXISTING MH, CB, OR DW

CLEANING EXISTING DRAINAGE STRUCTURE

REMOVE EXISTING STORM SEWER PIPE

AIR OR HYDRO EVACUATION OF TREE ROOTS

REMOVE EXISTING CURB

TRAFFIC ISLAND CONCRETE

CONSTRUCT CEMENT CONCRETE CURB

CONSTRUCT CEMENT CONCRETE SIDEWALK

CONSTRUCT CEMENT CONCRETE CURB WALL

REFERENCE AND REESTABLISH SURVEY MONUMENT

INSTALL SOD & TOPSOIL TYPE A, 2 IN. THICK

CONSTRUCT CEMENT CONCRETE DRIVEWAY - SEE TABLE

REMOVE EXISTING SIDEWALK AND/OR DRIVEWAY

CONSTRUCT CEMENT CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER

CLASSIFICATION & PROTECTION OF SURVEY MONUMENTS

SAWCUT/EXCAVATE TO AVOID HMA PATCH IF POSSIBLE

REMOVE & RELOCATE POLE, FH, LUMINAIRE, OR SIGN (BY OTHERS)

REMOVE TREE, CLASS I

REMOVE TREE, CLASS II

REMOVE TREE, CLASS III

TREE PRUNING

HMA FOR PAVEMENT REPAIR CL. 1/2 IN. PG 64-28, 3" THICK
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L32

C30
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L34
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C39
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L38

L39

C40

L40

L9

L11

L26

L30

L31

C9

C10

C11

C12

C25

C26

C29

L35

C38

C33

Line Table

Line #

L1

L2

L3

L4

L5

L6

L7

L8

Direction

N52° 36' 48.47"W

N12° 59' 49.70"W

S88° 11' 20.01"W

N41° 44' 42.29"E

N2° 52' 31.53"E

S87° 33' 39.60"W

N9° 19' 06.64"E

N89° 09' 01.07"W

Length

17.60

24.28

7.82

72.92

16.93

15.57

8.90

3.91

Northing

263687.06

263726.23

263764.16

263847.18

263925.36

263947.68

263936.58

263928.20

Easting

2488335.48

2488303.13

2488342.08

2488295.37

2488353.08

2488374.26

2488374.88

2488364.86

Curve Table

Curve #

C1

C2

C3

C4

C5

C6

C7

C8

Length

18.01

34.57

20.24

116.55

7.39

3.55

14.23

8.57

Radius

20.00

50.00

50.00

50.00

5.00

2.00

10.00

10.00

Delta

51.59

39.62

23.20

133.56

84.69

101.76

81.53

49.11

Tan

9.67

18.01

10.26

116.54

4.56

2.46

8.62

4.57

Chord Dir

N26.4915W

S32.4819E

N24.3541W

S25.0159E

S45.1306W

N41.3337W

N50.0503E

S66.1750W

Chord Len

17.40

33.89

20.11

91.90

6.74

3.10

13.06

8.31

Curve Table

Curve #

C24

C25

C26

C27

C28

C29

C30

C31

C32

C33

C34

C35

C36

C37

Length

15.71

80.07

16.16

7.85

7.85

17.29

11.19

34.02

13.71

9.60

12.54

46.92

3.07

7.85

Radius

5.00

626.00

5.20

5.00

5.00

10.00

44.00

626.00

10.00

5.00

20.00

50.00

2.00

5.00

Delta

180.00

7.33

178.11

90.00

90.00

99.06

14.57

3.11

78.56

110.04

35.91

53.77

87.82

90.00

Tan

799735.88

40.09

314.53

5.00

5.00

11.72

5.62

17.01

8.18

7.15

6.48

25.35

1.93

5.00

Chord Dir

S87.3543W

S2.5637W

N88.1955E

S47.2335E

S42.3630W

N42.5526W

N4.5037E

N10.3243E

N48.1559E

S37.2603E

S35.3241W

N26.3704E

S43.3845W

N47.2626W

Chord Len

10.00

80.02

10.40

7.07

7.07

15.22

11.16

34.01

12.66

8.19

12.33

45.22

2.77

7.07

Line Table

Line #

L9

L10

L11

L12

L13

L14

L15

L16

L17

L18

L19

L20

L21

Direction

N4° 37' 27.69"W

N2° 37' 53.01"W

N2° 26' 25.28"W

S87° 57' 01.90"W

N2° 36' 48.66"W

S2° 36' 54.24"E

N2° 49' 31.30"W

S87° 36' 22.00"W

N2° 23' 28.38"W

N87° 36' 31.62"E

N2° 24' 17.17"W

S2° 36' 54.24"E

N2° 49' 31.30"W

Length

10.49

43.98

5.65

9.98

27.27

39.73

5.94

14.57

9.00

14.47

14.86

39.73

6.11

Northing

263529.16

263729.97

263944.80

263602.68

263607.09

263700.46

263660.27

263666.21

263670.39

263684.59

263685.19

263773.21

263733.03

Easting

2488457.64

2488427.21

2488439.40

2488431.89

2488416.74

2488422.54

2488414.37

2488414.08

2488394.31

2488398.72

2488413.18

2488419.22

2488411.05

Line Table

Line #

L22

L23

L24

L25

L26

L27

L28

L29

L30

L31

L32

L33

L34

Direction

S87° 36' 22.00"W

N2° 23' 28.38"W

N87° 36' 31.62"E

N2° 24' 17.17"W

S2° 37' 00.73"E

S87° 36' 22.00"W

N2° 23' 28.38"W

N87° 36' 31.62"E

S2° 36' 54.89"E

S87° 32' 38.61"W

S2° 26' 25.28"E

N87° 32' 38.61"E

N87° 33' 30.00"E

Length

14.57

9.00

14.46

14.69

18.07

14.54

9.00

14.46

53.95

8.31

0.65

28.53

15.53

Northing

263739.13

263743.31

263757.51

263758.11

263812.06

263812.06

263816.24

263830.43

263885.01

263885.37

263945.19

263890.34

263949.31

Easting

2488410.74

2488390.98

2488395.39

2488409.85

2488407.38

2488407.38

2488387.65

2488392.06

2488404.05

2488412.35

2488433.38

2488388.29

2488412.65

Curve Table

Curve #

C9

C10

C11

C12

C13

C14

C15

C16

C17

C18

C19

C20

C21

C22

C23

Length

35.11

157.87

159.29

12.67

27.85

8.71

7.80

24.13

15.71

7.85

7.85

15.71

15.71

7.85

7.85

Radius

200.00

750.00

620.00

50.00

756.00

5.00

5.00

8.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

Delta

10.06

12.06

14.72

14.52

2.11

99.83

89.44

172.85

180.00

90.00

90.00

180.00

180.00

90.00

90.00

Tan

17.60

79.23

80.09

6.37

13.92

5.94

4.95

128.00

799736.32

5.00

5.00

799735.88

799736.32

5.00

5.00

Chord Dir

N9.3908W

S8.3921E

S4.4443W

N4.4914E

S10.4920E

N38.0212E

S47.1953E

S83.4834W

N87.1029E

S47.2335E

S42.3630W

S87.3543W

N87.1029E

S47.2335E

S42.3630W

Chord Len

35.06

157.58

158.85

12.64

27.84

7.65

7.04

15.97

10.00

7.07

7.07

10.00

10.00

7.07

7.07

Curve Table

Curve #

C38

C39

C40

Length

13.54

66.29

52.05

Radius

10.00

357.00

290.00

Delta

77.60

10.64

10.28

Tan

8.04

33.24

26.10

Chord Dir

N52.3338W

N2.3107E

N2.3406E

Chord Len

12.53

66.19

51.98

Line Table

Line #

L35

L36

L37

L38

L39

L40

Direction

N88° 38' 26.11"E

N1° 17' 47.68"W

N8° 03' 49.53"E

S81° 56' 10.47"E

N8° 03' 38.04"E

N2° 35' 23.73"W

Length

14.53

9.15

97.59

67.00

99.38

31.40

Northing

263591.73

263582.59

263418.44

263427.84

263427.84

263578.17

Easting

2488417.64

2488417.85

2488401.05

2488334.72

2488334.72

2488350.98
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CITY OF SPOKANE PARK BOARD 
RESOLUTION 

A Resolution regarding Naming and Redevelopment of Canada Island in Riverfront Park. 

WHEREAS, the Spokane Tribal Business Council (“Tribal Council”) is the duly constituted 
governing body of the Spokane Tribe of Indians (“Tribe”) by authority of the Constitution of the 
Spokane Tribe (“Constitution); and 

WHEREAS, under the Constitution of the Tribe, the Spokane Tribal Business Council is 
authorized to negotiate with and represent the Tribe before federal, state and local governments 
and their departments and agencies; and  

WHEREAS, Spokane Falls was the location of an abundant salmon fishery and, in years of 
abundance, the Spokane Tribe would invite friendly neighboring tribes to partake in the salmon 
harvest; and 

WHEREAS, the Tribe maintains strong connections to its aboriginal homelands, including the 
great Spokane Falls; and 

WHEREAS, within the Spokane Falls area lies an Island known to non-Indians as “Canada 
Island” or “Cannon Island”; and 

WHEREAS, Canada Island remains an important Cultural Resource for the Tribe; and 

WHEREAS, the Spokane Park Board is empowered by the City Charter to lay out, establish, purchase, 
procure, accept, and have the care, management control and improvement of, all parks and grounds 
used for park purposes, all boulevards, connecting parks and structures thereon, and all parkways; and 

WHEREAS, in 1974, the City of Spokane changed the name of Cannon Island to Canada Island as 
part of the 1974 International Environmental Exposition held in Riverfront Park (“Expo ‘74”); and 

WHEREAS, after Expo ‘74, Canada Island and the rest of the exposition grounds were dedicated 
as a city park and thus under the exclusive control of the Spokane Park Board, which includes the 
power to rename the island; and  
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WHEREAS, in 2014, the citizens of Spokane approved a $64.3 million bond to revitalize and 
redevelop Riverfront Park (the “Riverfront Redevelopment Project”); and   
 
 
WHEREAS, as part of the Riverfront Redevelopment Project, the City of Spokane and the 
Spokane Park Board wish to promote awareness of its first inhabitants, the Spokane Tribe, and 
 
 
WHEREAS, as part of the Riverfront Redevelopment Project, the City of Spokane and the 
Spokane Park Board wish to rename Canada Island to a name chosen by the Spokane Tribe and 
approved by the Spokane Park Board, and wish further that the Spokane Tribal place name (and 
its English translation) to serve as a dedication to the Spokane Tribe by the residents of the City 
of Spokane; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, the Spokane Park Board in cooperation with the Canadian Government, Consul 
General of Canada James K. Hill recognizes “Small acts like renaming Canada Island to honor the 
original inhabitants of the Spokane area are symbolically important to the ongoing process in 
both Canada and the U.S.”; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, two names were presented to the Park Board for consideration in order of preference the 
first and preferred name is snxw meneɂ (pronounced Sin-hoo-men-huh meaning Salmon People); and 
 
 
WHEREAS, a public survey was conducted to discover the public preference for the name, almost 60% 
of the responses favored snxw meneɂ (pronounced Sin-hoo-men-huh meaning Salmon People); and 
 
 
WHEREAS, Spokane Tribe, public input and Park Board all favor snxw meneɂ (pronounced Sin-hoo-
men-huh meaning Salmon People), for the new name of Canada Island; and 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Spokane Park Board, hereby agrees to the new 
name for Canada Island as snxw meneɂ (pronounced Sin-hoo-men-huh meaning Salmon People) 
selected by the Spokane Tribe, acting by and through its Spokane Business Council and in 
consultation with tribal elders and cultural resources staff; and 
 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED as part of the Riverfront Redevelopment Project, all staff, 
designers, and contractors associated with the Project will work with the Tribe to identify and 



preserve Tribal cultural resources located on snxw meneɂ, and recommend to the Spokane Park 
Board methods for preserving cultural resources; and 
 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the Spokane Park Board agrees to work with the Tribe 
concerning the determination of appropriate land uses, activities, signage and public art displays 
on snxw meneɂ and throughout Riverfront Park, and to include the Tribe’s designated 
representatives in all major design deliberations concerning Canada Island. 
 
 
 
 
 
Adopted by the Spokane Park Board this _____ day of March 2017.  
 
 
 
 

______________________________ 
President, Spokane Park Board 

 
On behalf of Spokane Tribe of Indians (“Tribe”,) and by authority of the Constitution of the 
Spokane Tribe (“Constitution), I hereby acknowledge the foregoing resolution of the Spokane 
Park Board and agree to commit the resources of the Spokane Tribe to fulfill its stated intentions. 
 
 
_______________________________ 
Carol Evans Date 
Chairwoman      
Spokane Business Council  
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