
Park Board Members:  
Jennifer Ogden – President  
Bob Anderson – Vice president 
Garrett Jones – Secretary 

Park Board members: 
Jennifer Ogden – President 
Bob Anderson – Vice President 
Garrett Jones
Nick Sumner 
Rick Chase 
Greta Gilman 
Sally Lodato 
Gerry Sperling 
Barb Richey 
Hannah Kitz 
Kevin Brownlee 
Michael Cathcart – City Council liaison 

Agenda 

1. Roll Call:  Pamela Clarke

2. Additions or deletions to the agenda: Jennifer Ogden

3. Special discussion/action items:
A. City Council liaison – Jennifer Ogden
B. Ad Hoc Nomination Committee appointments – Jennifer Ogden
C. Proposed water tower on the South Hill – Nick Hamad and Kyle Twohig

4. Public comment: Jennifer Ogden

5. Consent agenda
A. Administrative/Committee-level items:

1) Dec. 10, 2020, regular Park Board meeting minutes
2) Claims – December 2020 ($3,535,951.88)
3) Park Board second-term appointment/Jennifer Ogden
4) LaRiviere, Inc., change order #9/North bank playground ($5,472.07, tax inclusive)

6. Special guests:
A. LEAF presentation - Alternative scenarios to protect Pilcher property – Wildlife

Biologist Marc Gauthier
B. Water conservation and climate action program overview – Kara Odegard and

Giacobbe Byrd

7. Financial report and budget update: Mark Buening

8. Committee reports – Action items:

Spokane Park Board Agenda 
3:30 p.m. Thursday, Jan. 14, 2021 

Call in: 408-418-9388 
Access code 146 072 0835 

Meeting password: jBwsCxBM682 



Urban Forestry Tree Committee: (The Jan. 5 meeting was canceled.) – Rick Chase 
A. Action items: None

Golf Committee: Jan. 12, 2021 – Gerry Sperling 
A. Wastewater Management interdepartmental agreement for storm water

improvements/Downriver Golf Course ($409,600)

Land Committee: Jan. 6, 2021 – Greta Gilman 
A. Action items: None

Recreation Committee: (The Jan. 6 meeting was canceled.) – Sally Lodato 
A. Action items: None

Riverfront Park Committee: Jan. 11, 2021 – Nick Sumner 
A. The Seeking Place site selection
B. Parking rate proposal
C. KPFF Consulting Engineers/North suspension bridge ($51,764, no tax)
D. Bernardo | Wills Architects amendment #8/North bank playground ($32,144, no tax)

9.

Finance Committee: Jan. 12, 2021 – Bob Anderson 
A. Action items: None

Reports
A. President: Jennifer Ogden

B. Liaisons:
1) Conservation Futures – Greta Gilman
2) Parks Foundation – Barb Richey
3) City Council – Michael Cathcart

10.

11.

12.

13.

C. Director: Garrett Jones

Executive Session:
Correspondence:

A. Letters/emails: Water tower proposed on the South Hill (19 emails)
 Lilac Butterfly damage email

Adjournment:

Meeting Dates:
A. Committee meeting dates:

Urban Forestry Tree Committee: 4:15 p.m. Feb. 2, 2021, via WebEx
Land Committee:  3:30 p.m. Feb. 3, 2021, via WebEx
Recreation Committee: 5:15 p.m. Feb. 3, 2021, via WebEx
Riverfront Park Committee: 3 p.m. Feb. 8, 2021, via WebEx
Golf Committee:  8 a.m. Feb. 9, 2021, via WebEx
Finance Committee:  3 p.m. Feb. 9, 2021, via WebEx

B. Park Board: 3:30 p.m. Feb. 11, 2021, via WebEx
C. Park Board Study Session: 10:30 a.m. Jan. 22, 2021, via WebEx



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.  Individuals requesting 
reasonable accommodations or further information may call, write, or email Human Resources at 509.625.6367, 
808 W. Spokane Falls Blvd., Spokane, Washington, 99201; or erahrclerks@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:erahrclerks@spokanecity.org
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Park Board Members:  
X  Jennifer Ogden – President  
X  Bob Anderson – Vice President 
X  Garrett Jones – Secretary 
X  Nick Sumner 
X  Rick Chase  
X  Greta Gilman 
X  Sally Lodato (Arrived: 3:53 p.m.) 
X  Gerry Sperling 
X  Barb Richey 
X  Hannah Kitz 
X  Kevin Brownlee 
X  Lori Kinnear – City Council liaison 

Parks Staff: 
Jason Conley 
Mark Buening 
Nick Hamad 
Jonathan Moog 
Berry Ellison 
Mark Poirier 
Pamela Clarke 

Guests: 
Terri Fortner 
Robert Flowers 
Dave M. 
Heather Stewner 
Diane Birginal 
Carol Ellis 
Phil Larkin 
Merri Hartse 

MINUTES 
(Click HERE  to view a video recording of the meeting.) 

1. Roll Call: See above

2. Additional or deletions to the Agenda:
A. None

3. Public comment:
A. Water tower proposed for the South Hill – Five citizens, including Robert Flowers, Carol

Ellis, Diane Birginal, Dave M. and Heather Stewner, asked questions and voiced concerns
about the city potentially siting a high systems reservoir in Hamblen Park.

1. Mr. Flowers asked if this proposed facility is an urgent matter. He said it appears the
schedule for design and construction is very short. If this is not an emergency, he
suggested the city take time to look at other site options which could be more
conducive to this type of use. He explained how important long-range planning is to
the process.

2. Ms. Ellis, Ms. Birginal and Dave M. urged the board to review findings from a 2018
site selection process when the city decided not to install a water tower in Hamblen
Park and, instead purchased property at 31st Avenue and Napa Street for the
project.

3. Ms. Birginal requested greater transparency from city Engineering Services as she
believes the 2018 findings are not being properly presented.

4. Dave M. voiced concern that the installation alone will ruin the park and that the
tower will destroy the natural aesthetics of this conservation land.

5. Heather Stewner explained Hamblen Park is being used more now than ever as the
park is serving as a wonderful place for citizens to go, particularly during the Covid
lockdown. She is concerned the water tower will destroy this unique natural area.

Spokane Park Board 
3:30 p.m. Dec. 10, 2020 
WebEx virtual meeting 

https://vimeo.com/489639643


6. Citizens’ emails relating to this proposed project may be viewed HERE at the end of 
these minutes. 

 
4. Consent agenda: 

A. Administrative and Committee-level items 
1) Nov. 12, 2020, regular Park Board meeting minutes  
2) Claims – November 2020 ($2,611,728.36) 
3) 2021 recreation centers contract renewal (combined amount $638,578, no tax) 
4) F. A. Bartlett Tree Experts contract amendment #8/Riverfront Park north bank and 

future arborist work ($9,980, tax inclusive)  
5) Höweler + Yoon Architects Stepwell sculpture contract amendment #3 ($15,000, tax 

inclusive) 
6) LaRiviere, Inc., change order #8/North bank ($58,808.52, tax inclusive) 
7) Riverfront Park redevelopment bond budget amendment #12  

 
Motion No. 1: Jennifer Ogden moved to approve consent agenda items #1 - #7, as presented.  
 
Barb Richey seconded.  
Motion passed with unanimous consent (10-0 vote). 

 
5. Special Guests: 

A. None 
 

6. Financial report and budget update: – Mark Buening provided the November financial report 
and budget update. The November operating expenditures for the Park Fund are less than the 
historic budget average by almost $6.9 million. Year-to-date revenues are almost $4.3 million 
less than the budget average. Revenues are exceeding expenditures by approximately $2.3 
million. The November operating expenditures for the Golf Fund are about $470,000 less than 
the budget average. Year-to-date revenues are exceeding the budget average more than 
$381,000. Revenues are exceeding expenditures almost $1.36 million year-to-date. Of the 
total $68.4 million Riverfront Park redevelopment budget, almost $68 million has been 
expended/committed, leaving a budget balance of $797,852. 
 

7. Special discussion/action items: 
A. None 

 
8. Committee reports: 

Urban Forestry Tree Committee: (The Dec. 1 meeting was canceled.)  Rick Chase 
A. Action items: None 
B. The next regularly scheduled meeting is 4:15 p.m. Jan. 5, 2021, via WebEx. 

 
Sally Lodato joined the meeting at 3:53 p.m. 

 
Golf Committee: Dec. 8, 2020, Gerry Sperling 
A. Golf Pro Rob Sanders contract amendment ($27,000) – Mark Poirier presented an 

overview of a proposed contract amendment with Esmeralda Golf Pro Rob Sanders in the 
amount of $27,000. The amendment calls for a reimbursement of $27,000 in lost revenue, 
based on a two-year financial lookback, due to the irrigation project at Esmeralda which 
began fall 2019 and concluded spring 2020. 

 
Motion No. 2: Gerry Sperling moved to approve the contract amendment with Golf Pro Rob 
Sanders in the amount of $27,000.  



 
Barb Richey seconded.  
Motion passed unanimously (11-0 vote). 

 
B. The next scheduled meeting is 8 a.m. Jan. 12, 2021, 2020, via WebEx. 
 
Land Committee: (The Dec. 2 meeting was canceled.) Greta Gilman 
A. Action items: None 
B.  The next scheduled meeting is 3:30 p.m. Jan. 6, 2021, via WebEx. 
 
Recreation Committee: (The Dec. 2 meeting was canceled.) Sally Lodato 
A. Action items: Moved to the consent agenda 
B. The next scheduled meeting is 5:15 p.m. Jan. 6, 2021, via WebEx. 
 
Riverfront Park Committee: Dec. 7, 2020, Nick Sumner 
A. Action items: Moved to the consent agenda 
B. The next scheduled meeting is 3 p.m. Jan. 11, 2021, via WebEx. 
 
Finance Committee: Dec. 8, 2020, Bob Anderson 
A. Action items: None 
B. The next regularly scheduled meeting is 3 p.m. Jan. 12, 2021, via WebEx. 
 

9. Reports: 
Park Board President:  Jennifer Ogden 
A. Proposed water tower on the South Hill – Ms. Ogden reported the Park Board is in the 
information-gathering phase of the process. The board is continuing to gather and review 
public input, and look at the various proposed locations for a water tower on the South Hill. 
Regarding the Hamblen Park location, she explained this would not involve a transfer or sale 
of property since this land is already owned by the city. This would be a joint use of the 
property similar to other agreements currently in place. One example noted was the 
SportsPlex which is on park property. Ms. Ogden explained the board will continue reviewing 
options and will proceed through the process in a transparent manner.  
 
Liaisons:  
A. Conservation Futures – Greta Gilman reported Conservation Futures Land Evaluation 

Committee is scheduled to meet February when they will work on the next round of 
nominations planned for late 2021/early 2022. 

B. Parks Foundation – Barb Richey reported the next Parks Foundation Board meeting is 
scheduled for Dec. 16. Foundation staff has been sending thank you letters and providing 
stewardship to donors. 

C. City Council – Lori Kinnear 
1. Park Rules and Regulations Title 12 amendments – Council member Kinnear 

reported the proposed ordinance was approved by City Council. The amendments 
are designed to create safer parks by updating park rules and regulations specific to 
rules relating to appropriate activities in city parks while alleviating the burden of 
clean-up efforts from neighbors and shifting the responsibility to the event 
coordinator. 

2. Goat project – Council member Kinnear reported this year’s goat project has 
wrapped up. This pilot project involved bringing about 200 goats into Hangman Park 
as part of a wildfire fuel suppression program. Next year, goats will be introduced 
into some sections of District 1 and 3 to browse on vegetation in remote areas which 
are susceptible to wildland fires. 



 
Director: Garrett Jones 

1. Proposed water tower – Mr. Jones reported Parks and Engineering Services staff 
are planning to attend the January Community Assembly meeting to discuss the 
proposed water tower at Hamblen Park.  
2. Winter Activation – Mr. Jones presented an overview of Winter Activation plans 
which include holiday light shows, farmers markets, horse and carriage rides, holiday 
giveaways, ice skating at the Numerica Skate Ribbon and a variety of winter recreation 
activities. He explained these activities are made possible by partnerships with local 
businesses, organizations and agencies. 

 
10. Executive Session: 

A. None 
 

11. Correspondence: 
A. Letters/email: Water tower proposed on the South Hill (18 emails) 

 
12. Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at 4:34 p.m. 
 
13. Meeting Dates: 

A. Committee meeting dates: 
Urban Forestry Committee: 4:15 p.m. Jan. 5, 2021, via WebEx 
Land Committee: 3:30 p.m. Jan. 6, 2021, via WebEx  
Recreation Committee: 5:15 p.m. Jan. 6, 2021, via WebEx  
Riverfront Park Committee:  3 p.m. Jan. 11, 2021, via WebEx  
Golf Committee:  8 a.m. Jan. 12, 2021, via WebEx 
Finance Committee:  3 p.m. Jan. 12, 2021, via WebEx  

B. Park Board: 3:30 p.m. Jan. 14, 2021, via WebEx 
C. Park Board Study Session: No session scheduled at this time.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
Minutes approved by:  ____________________________________________ 

Garrett Jones, Director of Parks and Recreation 
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CITY OF SPOKANE PARK AND RECREATION DIVISION
DECEMBER 2020 EXPENDITURE CLAIMS
FOR PARK BOARD APPROVAL - JANUARY 14, 2021

PARKS & RECREATION:
SALARIES & WAGES 980,971.93$        
MAINTENANCE & OPERATIONS 486,722.76$        
CAPITAL OUTLAY 9,476.46$            
DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS 189,952.42$        
PARK CUMULATIVE RESERVE FUND 886,464.30$        

RFP BOND 2015 IMPROVEMENTS:
CAPITAL OUTLAY 387,582.54$        

GOLF:
SALARIES & WAGES 99,684.55$          
MAINTENANCE & OPERATIONS 81,755.15$          
CAPITAL OUTLAY 361,595.39$        
DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS 51,746.38$          

TOTAL EXPENDITURES:   3,535,951.88$   



Spokane Park Board 
Briefing Paper 

Committee 

Committee meeting date 
Requester  Phone number: 
Type of agenda item  Consent Discussion Information  Action 

Type of  New  Renewal/extension  Amendment/change order Other 

City Clerks file (OPR or policy #) 

Item title: (Use exact language noted on 
the agenda) 

Begin/end dates Begins:  Ends:  Open ended 

Background/history: 

Motion wording: 

Approvals/signatures outside Parks: Yes No 
If so, who/what department, agency or company: 
Name: Email address: Phone: 

Distribution: 

Fiscal impact: Expenditure Revenue 
Amount: Budget code: 

Vendor: Existing vendor New vendor 
Supporting documents: 

Quotes/solicitation (RFP, RFQ, RFB) 
- City of Spokane

Business lic expiration date:

W-9 (for new contractors/consultants/vendors
ACH Forms (for new contractors/consultants/vendors
Insurance Certificate (min. $1 million in General Liability)

Updated: 10/ /2019 :23 M 

Return to Agenda



Spokane Park Board 
Briefing Paper 

Committee 

Committee meeting date 
Requester  Phone number: 
Type of agenda item  Consent Discussion Information  Action 

Type of  New  Renewal/extension  Amendment/change order Other 

City Clerks file (OPR or policy #) 

Item title: (Use exact language noted on 
the agenda) 

Begin/end dates Begins:  Ends:  Open ended 

Background/history: 

Motion wording: 

Approvals/signatures outside Parks: Yes No 
If so, who/what department, agency or company: 
Name: Email address: Phone: 

Distribution: 
Parks Accounting 
Parks Pamela Clarke 
Requester: 
Grant Management Department/Name: 

Fiscal impact: Expenditure Revenue 
Amount: Budget code: 

Vendor: Existing vendor New vendor 
Supporting documents: 

Quotes/solicitation (RFP, RFQ, RFB) 
- City of Spokane

Business lic expiration date:

W-9 (for new contractors/consultants/vendors
ACH Forms (for new contractors/consultants/vendors
Insurance Certificate (min. $1 million in General Liability)

Updated: 10/ /2019 :23 M 

Return to Agenda

































Financial Reports

December 2020

Return to Agenda



$21,899,557 

$14,758,948 

 $-

 $5,000,000

 $10,000,000

 $15,000,000

 $20,000,000

 $25,000,000

2020 YTD EXPENDITURE BUDGET 2020 YTD EXPENDITURES

Park Fund
December 2020  Expenditures vs. Historical Budget Average



$21,620,825 

$17,270,324 

 $-

 $5,000,000

 $10,000,000

 $15,000,000

 $20,000,000

 $25,000,000

2020 YTD REVENUE BUDGET 2020 YTD REVENUES

Park Fund
December 2020 Total Revenues vs. Historical Budget Average



$17,270,324 

$14,758,948 

 $-

 $2,000,000

 $4,000,000

 $6,000,000

 $8,000,000

 $10,000,000

 $12,000,000

 $14,000,000

 $16,000,000

 $18,000,000

 $20,000,000

2020 YTD TOTAL REVENUES 2020 YTD TOTAL EXPENDITURES

Park Fund
Total December 2020 YTD Expenditures vs. Total YTD Revenues



$3,592,487 

$3,043,304 

 $-

 $500,000

 $1,000,000

 $1,500,000

 $2,000,000

 $2,500,000

 $3,000,000

 $3,500,000

 $4,000,000

2020 YTD EXPENDITURE BUDGET 2020 YTD EXPENDITURES

Golf Fund
December 2020 Expenditures vs. Historical Budget Average



$3,788,322 

$4,202,702 

 $-

 $500,000

 $1,000,000

 $1,500,000

 $2,000,000

 $2,500,000

 $3,000,000

 $3,500,000

 $4,000,000

 $4,500,000

2020 YTD REVENUE BUDGET 2020 YTD REVENUES

Golf Fund
December 2020 Total Revenues vs. Historical Budget Average



$4,202,702 

$3,043,304 

 $-

 $500,000

 $1,000,000

 $1,500,000

 $2,000,000

 $2,500,000

 $3,000,000

 $3,500,000

 $4,000,000

 $4,500,000

2020 YTD TOTAL REVENUES 2020 YTD TOTAL EXPENDITURES

Golf Fund
Total December 2020 YTD Expenditures vs. Total YTD Revenues



 Project Component Budget Adopted 
December 2020

Expended as of 
December 31, 2020

Committed to 
Date Budget Balance

1. South Bank
West

10,412,530.00$   10,412,530.00$   -$                     -$                     

2. South Bank
Central

11,744,579.00$   11,744,579.00$   -$                     -$                     

3. Howard St.
SC Bridge

-$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

4. Promenades
& Cent. Trail

8,515,817.00$     7,935,524.00$     486,655.76$        112,637.24$        

5. Havermale
Island

22,186,182.00$   22,184,809.00$   1,372.55$            0.45$                   

6. snxw meneɂ 756,742.00$        201,742.00$        -$                     555,000.00$        

7. North Bank 10,133,837.00$   8,308,242.00$     2,052,748.32$     122,706.68$        

8. South Bank
East

156,847.00$        156,847.00$        -$                     -$                     

Program Level 4,488,758.00$     4,243,839.00$     176,849.34$        68,069.66$          

Total 68,395,292.00$   65,188,112.00$   2,717,625.97$     858,414.03$        
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City Clerk’s No. OPR 2011-0991 
 
 
 

INTERDEPARTMENTAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN WASTEWATER 
MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT AND PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT 
REGARDING STORM WATER SURFACE MANAGEMENT AT DOWNRIVER 

GOLF COURSE 
 
 
 
THIS AGREEMENT is between the City of Spokane, Wastewater Management 
Department, located at 909 E. Sprague Avenue, Spokane, Washington 99202, 
hereafter referred to as “Wastewater Department” and the City of Spokane, 
Parks and Recreation Department, whose address is Fifth Floor City Hall,  808 
W. Spokane Falls Boulevard, Spokane, Washington 99201, herein after referred 
to as “Parks Department”. 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Spokane owns and operates a Wastewater Treatment 
and Water Reclamation Facility pursuant to Ch. 35.67 RCW and other applicable 
laws as well as a stormwater program; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City, through its Parks Board, operates a Park and Recreation 
Department (“Parks”) pursuant to the Spokane City Charter; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Parks Department owns and operates four municipal golf 
courses open to the public, providing opportunity for residents and visitors to 
actively recreate and connect to the unique cultural, historical and environmental 
heritage of our region; and 
 
WHEREAS, in 2015, the Parties entered into an Amended and Restated 
Interdepartmental Agreement (OPR 2015-0364) (the “Master Agreement”), 
regarding joint use of land for CSO control facilities and stormwater surface and 
infiltration; and 
 
WHEREAS, Attachment “B” to the Master Agreement listed Park managed land 
designated for stormwater and CSO Control Facility Projects, which included 
Downriver Golf Course and Cochran Basin; and  
 
WHEREAS, Parks has developed a master plan for its golf courses to include 
facility improvements and irrigation needs at all of its golf courses, including 
irrigation improvements at Downriver Golf Course by 2022; and 
 
WHEREAS, in 2019, the Park Board resolved (OPR 2019-0630) to authorize 
park staff to work with city staff to study, design and construct storm water 
facilities on the Downriver Golf Course and recommend to the Park Board 
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appropriate compensation to the golf fund via one-time capital investment in golf 
course improvements at Downriver Golf Course; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Parties have negotiated terms and conditions for Wastewater 
Department’s use of Downriver Golf Course for its stormwater conveyance 
system and wish to memorialize said terms into an agreement, outlined herein. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, the parties mutually agree as follows: 
 

1. PROPERTY:  The parties are the City of Spokane Parks & Recreation 
Department and the City of Spokane Wastewater Management 
Department.  The parties understand they are both part of the same 
municipal corporation, and, though they operate as independent agencies 
of the City of Spokane and are subject to separate budgetary and legal 
requirements and procedures, they desire to reflect their relationship most 
efficiently through this interdepartmental Agreement.  The Wastewater 
Management Department is represented by the Director of Wastewater 
Management.  Parks is represented by the Parks Board acting through the 
Parks Director. 

 
2. AUTHORIZATION:  Parks authorizes the construction of stormwater 

infrastructure to include an underground conveyance pipe across 
Downriver Golf Course and discharge of stormwater by the Wastewater 
Management Department on Park property in accord with project plans 
and schedules as identified in Attachment “A”, to include construction of 
the storm water pipe, compaction of area around pipe, replacing sod and 
site clean-up (the “Permitted Improvements”). No other improvements may 
be constructed on Park property without the Park Department’s written 
approval. 

 
3. CONSIDERATION:  The parties agree that as consideration for 

permission to construct and maintain the Permitted Improvements at 
Downriver Golf Course, the Wastewater Department will pay for costs 
associated with repair and partial replacement of the golf course irrigation 
system in the amount of Four Hundred Nine Thousand Six Hundred and 
00/100 Dollars ($409,600.00) (“Irrigation Work”). Wastewater shall make 
such payment to Parks within ten (10) days of Parks’ request.  The 
Irrigation Work will be completed by Parks or its agent concurrently with 
Wastewater’s completion of the Permitted Improvement work.  

 
Parks will contract and supervise the Irrigation Work.  Wastewater 
Department will contract and supervise the Permitted Improvement work. 
 
In completing the Permitted Improvement work, the Wastewater 
Department and its contractor(s) shall, to the satisfaction of the Parks 
Department: 



AGREEMENT FOR USE OF DOWNRIVER GC 
PARKS - UTILITIES 

3

 
a. Repair golf course property disturbed during the Permitted 

Improvement work at no cost or expense to Parks Department. Quality 
of all ground surface repairs shall be equal to or better than the 
respective surface’s pre-construction condition; and 

 
b. Ensure stormwater infrastructure construction located on Downriver 

Golf Course property is substantially completed within the duration of 
the planned golf course irrigation renovation project (September 2021-
May 2022); and 

 
c. Ensure a minimum 16 holes of the Downriver Golf Course remain open 

for play during the entire duration of the Permitted Improvements. 
Temporary closure of up to 1 additional hole may be permitted on a 
weekly basis for material hauling only if authorized in writing by City 
Golf Manager, such authorization shall not be unreasonably withheld; 
and 

 
d. Remove & dispose of all debris stockpiled in approximate location of 

proposed storm water infiltration area. 
 

4. OWNERSHIP & REMOVAL OF IMPROVEMENTS: The Wastewater 
Department shall maintain ownership of the Permitted Improvements.  In 
the event a Stormwater or CSO Control Facility is removed or 
decommissioned, it shall be removed or decommissioned by Wastewater 
at no cost or expense to the Parks Department and the property shall be 
restored to its previous condition.  The Parks Department may, at its sole 
discretion, waive the removal requirement on all or part of the 
improvements.  Any and all restoration of the premises after removal or 
decommissioned of any Stormwater or CSO Control Facility shall be the 
responsibility of the Wastewater Department and shall be completed at no 
cost or expense to the Parks Department. If a Stormwater or CSO Control 
Facility is decommissioned but not removed, the Wastewater Department 
shall continue to be responsible for the maintenance and environmental 
requirements of the decommissioned facility.  
 

5. NOTICE OF AGREEMENT: In order to provide notice of this 
Agreement, the Parties will sign a Memorandum of Agreement in 
recordable form that will be filed for record with the Spokane County 
Auditor’s Office. 
 

6. MAINTENANCE: The Wastewater Department shall, at its sole cost and 
expense, operate, maintain and keep the Permitted Improvements in good 
repair, order and condition during the term of this Agreement.   Permitted 
Improvements are limited to actual structures, concrete, piping, and 
access points, as agreed under paragraph 2.  The Permitted 
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Improvements are intended to be predominately underground and as 
such, will be maintained by the Wastewater Department. Parks will 
continue to maintain above-ground park property consistent with its 
policies, to include maintenance of grass, mowing, and planting.  The 
stormwater infiltration area, as depicted in the Permitted Improvements, is 
to be non-irrigated beyond establishment and maintained as dryland 
grass.  All improvements, structures, alterations or additions constructed 
by Wastewater Department shall conform in all respects to applicable 
federal, state and local laws, rules and regulations.   
 
The Parties recognize that the primary function of the golf course is to 
provide active outdoor recreation to paying patrons.  As such, the 
Wastewater Department shall take reasonable measures to limit the 
impact of maintenance activity on golf activities and events, including: 
 

a. Except in the event of an emergency requiring immediate access, 
stormwater maintenance activities performed by the Wastewater 
Department and/or their agent(s) shall make best effort to conduct 
all maintenance work between October 1 and March 1 - outside the 
playable golf season. 
 

b. Wastewater Department shall contact Downriver Golf Course 
Superintendent to coordinate access to stormwater facilities on 
course a minimum of 24 hours prior to planned work, or other such 
time as agreed between the Parties.  

 
o Golf Course Superintendent contact information: 

Downriver Golf Course Superintendent 
3225 N. Columbia Circle 
Spokane, WA 99205 
Maintenance Building: 509-328-0919  Cell: 509-818-7979 
Golf Manager: 509-625-4653  
 

c. Prior to construction of the Permitted Improvements, the Parties 
shall agree to an access route for use by maintenance vehicles, 
trucks and trailers to be used when performing maintenance 
activities on the Permitted Improvements.  Said access route shall 
be agreed to in writing, designed and constructed to withstand 
weight loads and access room for wastewater vehicles. 
 

d. Any damage to the golf course or appurtenances (turf grass, 
irrigation system, cart paths, signage, etc.), to the extent any 
damage or disturbance of the Permitted Improvements was caused 
by Wastewater’s maintenance activity shall be repaired at the sole 
cost and expense of the Wastewater Department. 
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     DATED: ___________________  
 
 

CITY OF SPOKANE 
PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION  

 
 

___________________ 
    Director 
 
 

CITY OF SPOKANE 
PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT 

 
 

___________________ 
    Director 
 

PARK BOARD APPROVED:______________ 
     Date 

 
 Attest: _________________ 
  City Clerk 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Assistant City Attorney  
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ATTACHMENT “A” 

 



Riverview
Grace

Cleveland

Euclid

H

Liberty

Northwest

Courtland

F

G

Randolph

Elliott

M
ilt
on

Au
du
bo
n

O
w
ens

Ridge

Access

Li
nd
ek
e

A

Military

Al
be
rt
a

Downriver

Cora

C

Dalton

AliceCo
lu
m
bi
a

Fairview

Glass

DE

Sp
ok
an
e

Ga
rr
y

W
ellington

Pettet
Sheridan

T 
J 
M
ee
na
ch

Pine

Park

Custer
Fo
rt 
Ge
org
e W

rig
ht

Owens Ridge

Au
br
ey
 L 
W
hit
e

THIS IS NOT A LEGAL DOCUMENT:
The information shown on this map is compiled from
various sources and is subject to constant revision.
Information shown on this map should not be used to
determine the location of facilities in relationship
to property lines, section lines, streets, etc.

25112.0001

25111.0003

Cochran Basin Pipe in
Downriver Golf Course

Stormwater Infiltration Area

Stormwater Pipe

Parcel Boundary

0 750 1,500375
Feet

By: ICM
Date: 11/30/2020

nhamad
Text Box
ATTACHMENT 'A'



Spokane Park Board 
Briefing Paper 

Committee 

Committee meeting date 
Requester  Phone number: 
Type of agenda item  Consent Discussion Information  Action 

Type of  New  Renewal/extension  Amendment/change order Other 

City Clerks file (OPR or policy #) 

Item title: (Use exact language noted on 
the agenda) 

Begin/end dates Begins:  Ends:  Open ended 

Background/history: 

Motion wording: 

Approvals/signatures outside Parks: Yes No 
If so, who/what department, agency or company: 
Name: Email address: Phone: 

Distribution: 
Parks Accounting 
Parks Pamela Clarke 
Requester: 
Grant Management Department/Name: 

Fiscal impact: Expenditure Revenue 
Amount: Budget code: 

Vendor: Existing vendor New vendor 
Supporting documents: 

Quotes/solicitation (RFP, RFQ, RFB) 
- City of Spokane

Business lic expiration date:

W-9 (for new contractors/consultants/vendors
ACH Forms (for new contractors/consultants/vendors
Insurance Certificate (min. $1 million in General Liability)

Updated: 10/ /2019 :23 M 

Return to Agenda



INITIAL SITE CONSIDERATION

OTHER POTENTIALS:

Lilac BowlClock Tower Meadow East Havermale

CENTRAL GREEN

5



KKEY DESIGN ELEMENTS FOR RIVERFRONT PARK

• INTERACTIVE- An inviting artwork that engages visitors to participate in a collaborative experience 
with art and Nature. Create a space that the public will want to visit often and stay a while. 

- Playful & Inspiring
- Layered, Colorful & Textural
- A new experience each time.
- “Hashtag-able”

• SITE SPECIFIC
- An artwork that relates to the rich geological history of our region.  
- Gives consideration to the park’s design focus and existing artwork. 
- Designed at a scale that will draw visitors in from afar. 

• ACCESSIBLE- An artwork that can be enjoyed by all, regardless of age, ability and background. 

• FUNCTIONAL- Safe, durable & low maintenance- providing opportunities for rest and 
shade/protection. 

• A BELOVED DESTINATION in Riverfront Park and Spokane for years to come- enjoyed by visitors 
and residents alike. 

6



SIDE ONE

9



PLAN LAYOUT

LIGHTING
• LED strip lighting 

mounted in a channel at 
top edge of corrugations. 

• Casts light downward 
causing a glow from 
within. 

• Keeps interior well-lit and 
highly visible at night. 

14



FUNCTIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

• There are ttwo large entry points to the interior 
of the sculpture. All pathways will be ADA 
compliant in width.

• Compacted crushed basalt is AADA compliant 
and will be a nice material for the interior floor 
of the sculpture. 

• FOOTINGS: Will be required for the posts and 
will be poured to engineered specifications.  

• FABRICATION: Custom perforated panels will 
be ordered, pre-formed and anodized (10 
weeks lead time on order.) Final 
assembly/fabrication will be handled by myself 
or a fabrication facility in WA. Accurate 
Perforating & Precision Cutting Technologies 
have provided me with initial project 
estimates.  

15

MAINTENANCE: Spray/wipe-on surface protectants are available and provide protection for 12 to 24 months in the harshest 
environments. They protects the finish & make subsequent maintenance easier. Subsequent maintenance may be reduced to simply flushing the 
surface with water, permitting it to dry, and wiping on a surface protectant every few years. 

NO: AAmmonia, Alkaline Cleaners, Lye, Strong Acids, contact with concrete or dissimilar metals
YES: Alcohol, Acetone, Mild Soap/detergent, MEK, organic solvents, aluminum or zinc coated stainless fasteners 



SEEKING PLACE
SITE PLAN
.
B. ELLISON
DEC 1, 2020 R2
.
SCALE: 1"=20'-0"

PARKS' LIMIT OF WORK:
CRUSHED BASALT PATH, EARTHWORKS,
TREE PROTECTION, IRRIGATION
MODIFICATIONS/REPAIR AND
LANDSCAPE.
NOT SHOWN: LIMITS OF IRRIGATION
MODIFICATIONS / REPAIR

ARTIST'S WORK:
SCULPTURE WITH
FOOTINGS, CRUSHED
BASALT PATH,
EARTHWORKS,
POWER/ELECTRICAL
AND LANDSCAPE.
NOTE: IRRIGATION
MODIFICATIONS/
REPAIR BY PARKS.

RELOCATE TREES
(TYPICAL OF 2) BY PARKS











Spokane Park Board 
Briefing Paper 

Committee 

Committee meeting date 
Requester  Phone number: 
Type of agenda item  Consent Discussion Information  Action 

Type of  New  Renewal/extension  Amendment/change order Other 

City Clerks file (OPR or policy #) 

Item title: (Use exact language noted on 
the agenda) 

Begin/end dates Begins:  Ends:  Open ended 

Motion wording: 

Approvals/signatures outside Parks: Yes No
If so, who/what department, agency or company: 
Name: Email address: Phone: 

Distribution: 
Parks � Accounting 
Parks � Pamela Clarke 
Requester: 
Grant Management Department/Name: 

Fiscal impact: Expenditure Revenue 
Amount: Budget code:

Vendor: Existing vendor New vendor 
Supporting documents: 

Quotes/solicitation (RFP, RFQ, RFB) 
Contractor is on the City�s A&E Roster - City of Spokane 

Business lic  expiration date:

W-9 (for new contractors/consultants/vendors
ACH Forms (for new contractors/consultants/vendors
Insurance Certificate (min. $1 million in General Liability)

Updated: 10/ /2019 :23 M 

Background/history: 

Return to Agenda



Riverfront Parking
Plan & Fees

By: Justin Worthington



Proposal

Adopt New Fee Structure

• New Fee Structure

• $4 base rate

• $1 per hour thereafter

• Early Bird Rate $3 (Monday-Friday, excluding holidays/events)

• Evaluate parking fee annually for market consistency.



Lot Data

Lot 1
• 156 Stalls (7 ADA stalls)

• Newly renovated (paved, lights, landscaping, 
payment station)

• Close to destination amenities

• Great Flood Playground

• Basketball Courts

• Wheels/Skate Park

• The Podium

Lot 7
• 120 Stalls (Currently ~45)

• Impacted by Post Street Bridge Renovation

• Close to Kendall Yards & its new amenities

Lots 3 & 6

• Closed for renovation (Post St. & Podium 
Projects)



Financials

FEES

Base Rate: $4

Hourly Rate: $1

• Applies after the first hour (1 hour = $4, 2 hours = $5, etc.)

Early Bird Rate: Fixed $3 per day (a ~$1.40/day increase from current monthly permit prices)

Schedule - In by 9, out by 6pm to start, may adjust to fit the need.

Event Rate: $10 - $30

• Certain exceptions for special events.

Parking Violations: $25 - $200**

• **Handicap Parking Violations are $200, other fines are $25 and increase to maximum of 
$80 plus collections fees if unpaid. 



Financials
REVENUE ESTIMATE

• $134,128 

• Lots 1 & 7

• Adjusted to include revenue from fines (~$2k in fines)

• Revenue from events not included in this total

• Estimates based upon historical capacities which fluctuate 
monthly/seasonally, and adjusted for change in commuter purchasing 
model. Total assumes a single turn-over. 

• Pro forma took into account a percentage of stalls being intended for 
commuters, with all stalls being considered turn-over stalls on weekends. 



Proposal

Adopt New Fee Structure

• New Fee Structure

• $4 base rate

• $1 per hour thereafter

• Early Bird Rate $3 (Monday-Friday, excluding holidays/events)

• Evaluate parking fee annually for market consistency.



THANK YOU!



Spokane Park Board 
Briefing Paper 

Committee 

Committee meeting date 
Requester  Phone number: 
Type of agenda item  Consent Discussion Information  Action 

Type of  New  Renewal/extension  Amendment/change order Other 

City Clerks file (OPR or policy #) 

Item title: (Use exact language noted on 
the agenda) 

Begin/end dates Begins:  Ends:  Open ended 

Background/history: 

Motion wording: 

Approvals/signatures outside Parks: Yes No 
If so, who/what department, agency or company: 
Name: Email address: Phone: 

Distribution: 
Parks Accounting 
Parks Pamela Clarke 
Requester: 
Grant Management Department/Name: 

Fiscal impact: Expenditure Revenue 
Amount: Budget code: 

Vendor: Existing vendor New vendor 
Supporting documents: 

Quotes/solicitation (RFP, RFQ, RFB) 
- City of Spokane

Business lic expiration date:

W-9 (for new contractors/consultants/vendors
ACH Forms (for new contractors/consultants/vendors
Insurance Certificate (min. $1 million in General Liability)

Updated: 10/ /2019 :23 M 

Return to Agenda



December 15, 2020 
Exhibit A-1 

Scope of Work 
 

Riverfront Park Suspension Bridge Renovation 
Construction Support and Construction Management Services 

 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 

Avista Corporation (Avista) on behalf of the City of Spokane (City) had previously contracted 
KPFF Consulting Engineers (KPFF) to perform the design of repairs and renovations to the 
Riverfront Park Bridge North and South Suspension Pedestrian Bridges. The project consists 
of repairs to the North Suspension bridge including concrete deck replacement, steel repairs, 
bridge railing retrofits, drainage improvements, lighting upgrades, and concrete vault lid 
replacement.   
  
The project will be advertised for construction on in Spring 2021 with Contractor mobilization 
expected by early Summer 2021. The project construction is expected to be complete by 
Fall 2021.  

 
PROJECT OBJECTIVES 
  

This scope of work is to provide the following:  
 Updated bid documents for project advertisement 
 Technical engineering support services during the advertising/bid and construction 

phases of the project.   
 Construction Management and Administration 

 
 
PROJECT TEAM 
The project team includes: 
 

Owner & Construction Manager  City of Spokane 
Prime Consultant  KPFF Consulting Engineers (KPFF) 
Structural Engineering  KPFF 
Civil Engineering  KPFF 
Electrical & Lighting Design  Trindera Engineering 
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SCOPE OF WORK 
 

TASK NO. 1.0 – PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 
 
Task No. 1.1 – Invoices and Progress Reports  

  

KPFF compile invoices from the design team and will submit a combined monthly 
invoice and progress report which will be transmitted to the City.   

 
Assumptions 

 None 
  
Deliverables 

 Monthly invoices and progress reports (assume 10). 
 

TASK NO. 2.0 – BID DOCUMENT UPDATES & BID SUPPORT 
 

Task No. 2.1 – Coordination with City  
  

KPFF and Trindera will coordinate with the City during the 
design phase to discuss project issues, schedule, and progress as needed.  
 
Task 2.2 – Update Bid Plans 
 
KPFF and Trindera will update the existing bid plans to include only the “base 
bid” design elements from the previous bid set and any other modifications 
related to the updated specifications (see Task 2.3). Base bid includes 
renovation of the North Suspension Bridge and replacement of the north vault 
lids. Replacement of south vault lids will be included as a bid alternate.      
 
Assumptions 

 Assume one (1) round of review and comment of the updated project 
specifications 

 The City will compile all comments on Draft Bid Plans from project 
stakeholders into one, complete document and distribute to KPFF.  

 KPFF and Trindera will incorporate plan modifications from previous bid 
addenda. 

  
Deliverables 

 Draft Bid Plans (PDF) 
 Final Bid Plans (PDF) 
 Responses to comments on the draft bid plans (Excel or PDF) 

 
 

Task 2.3 – Update Bid Specifications 
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KPFF and Trindera will update the existing specifications to conform to the 2020 
WSDOT Standard Specifications.  
 
Assumptions 

 The City will provide an updated specification boilerplate for use on the 
project. The  

 Assume one (1) round of review and comment of the updated project 
specifications 

 The City will compile all comments on Draft Bid Specifications from project 
stakeholders into one, complete document and distribute to KPFF.  

 KPFF and Trindera will incorporate specification modifications from 
previous bid addenda. 

  
Deliverables 

 
 Draft Bid Specifications (Word Document) 
 Final Bid Specifications (Word Document, PDF) 
 Responses to comments on the draft bid plans (PDF) 

 
Task 2.4 – Update Cost Estimate & Bid Items List 
 
KPFF and Trindera will updated the existing cost estimate and bid items list to 
conform to the 2020 WSDOT Standard Specifications and any plan changes 
(See Task 2.2).  
 
Assumptions 

 Assume one (1) round of review and comment of the updated project cost 
estimate and bid items list 

 KPFF and Trindera will incorporate bid item modifications from previous 
bid addenda 

  
Deliverables 

 Draft Bid Cost Estimate & Bid Items List (Excel File) 
 Final Bid Cost Estimate & Bid Items List (Excel File, PDF) 

 
Task 2.5 – Pre-Bid Meeting & Bidder Questions 
 
The KPFF Project Manager will attend a pre-bid meeting to provide a summary of 
the project and answer any bidder questions.  
 
KPFF and Trindera will answer up to six (6) official questions asked by potential 
bidders during the advertisement period. Responses to bidder questions will be 
sent to the City who will provide the official response.   
 
Assumptions 

 The pre-bid meeting will be held virtually by teleconference or video call. 



 The pre-bid meeting will last two (2) hours 
 The City will coordinate the details, agenda and notes for the pre-bid 

meeting. 
  
Deliverables 

 Pre-bid meeting preparation and attendance 
 Responses to official bidder questions (email) 

 
Task 2.6 – Addenda 
 
KPFF and Trindera will issue up to two (2) addenda to the 
contract documents (e.g. plans and specifications) based on questions and/or 
clarifications requested from the potential bidders. Updated contract documents 
will be issued to the City who will issue the official addenda. Plan and 
specification addenda will be stamped and sealed by the engineer of 
record (EOR) of the original bid document.  
 

Assumptions 
 The City will coordinate and compile all addenda for issuance to the 

Contractor. 
  
Deliverables 

 Responses to bidder questions (email) 
 Bid document addenda (PDF) 

 
TASK NO. 3.0 – CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT SERVICES 

 
Task No. 3.1 – Coordination with City  

  

KPFF and Trindera will coordinate with the City during the 
construction phase to discuss project issues, schedule, and progress as 
needed. The City will collect and disseminate information, submittals, RFIs and 
contractor requests for the team and coordinate schedules and inspections for 
the design team staff.  
 
Task 3.2 – Submittal Review & Response 
 
KPFF and Trindera will review and respond to submittals received during 
construction. Below is a list of submittals of anticipated structural submittals that 
will be reviewed by KPFF: 
 

1. Demolition Plan  
a. Type 2E Working Drawings  

i.Demolition procedures  
ii.Work Platform  
iii.Containment  
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b. Type 1 Working Drawings  
i.Steel Cleaning  

2. Concrete Class 4000D  
a. Mix Design  
b. Formwork/Falsework  
c. Request for Approval of Materials (RAM) – Aggregate, 
Cement, Compliance Certifications, Material Test Certs  

3. Rebar  
a. Shop Drawings  
b. RAMs – Compliance Certs, Mill Certs  

4. Stay-In-Place Forms  
a. Shop Drawings  
b. RAM – Steel certs, galvanizing  

5. Steel Repairs  
a. Shop Drawings  
b. RAMS – welder certs, mill certs  

6. Deck Drains  
a. RAM – drain type  

7. Pedestrian Railing Retrofit  
a. Shop Drawings  
b. RAMs – Compliance Certs, Mill Certs, Welder Quals, Cable 
Components  

8. Expansion Joints  
a. Shop Drawings (Steel & Expansion Joint)  
b. RAMs – Compliance Certs, Mill Certs, Welder Quals  

9. Vault Lids (Uplight Bracket, Tower Collar, Edge Beam, Manhole)  
a. Shop Drawings  
b. RAMs – Compliance Certs, Mill Certs  

10. Resin Bonded Anchors  
a. RAM – Epoxy, Anchor Material Certs   

11. Bridge Supported Utilities  
a. Shop Drawings  
b. RAMs – Fiberglass Conduit, hanger components  

12. Tower Repair Grout  
a. RAMs – Grout, Bolt mill certs, epoxy resin  

13. Bridge Closure Gate  
a. Shop Drawing  
b. RAMs – Fence fabric, tension wire assembly, paint, mill 
certs, compliance certs  

14. Drainage Scupper & Trench Drains  
a. Shop Drawings incl. Coring  
b. RAMs  

 

Trindera will review up to eight (8) electrical and/or lighting related submittals. 
 
Assumptions 



 The City will collect and distribute submittals and responses to/from the 
Contractor. 

  
Deliverables 

 Review and response of submittals (PDF) 
 

 

Task 3.3 – Request for Information (RFI) Review & Response 
KPFF and Trindera will review and respond to RFIs received during construction. 
Below is the total number of RFIs to be reviewed by each firm: 
 

 KPFF – 15 
 Trindera – 5 

 

Assumptions 

 The City will collect and distribute RFIs and responses to/from the 
Contractor 

  
Deliverables 

 Review and response to RFIs (PDF) 
 
Task 3.4 – Meetings, Site Visits & Punchlist Walkthroughs 
 
KPFF and Trindera will attend meetings, perform site visits (as needed) and 
participate in punchlist walkthroughs during the construction phase of the project. 
Below is the total number of assumed meetings, site visits and punchlist 
walkthroughs: 
 

Meetings: 
o KPFF – 10 
o Trindera – 4 

 
Site Visits: 

o KPFF – 6 
o Trindera – 4 

 
Punchlist Walkthroughs: 

o KPFF – 2 
o Trindera – 2 

 
Assumptions 

 The City will coordinate and schedule meetings with the design team and 
the Contractor. 

 Meetings are assumed to last one (1) hour and will occur via 
teleconference or phone. 



 Site visits will occur on an as-needed basis and will be coordinated by the 
City. Travel for KPFF Seattle engineers is included for up to four (4) site 
visits. All other site visits will be performed by KPFF Spokane engineers. 

 Assume one (1) weekly meeting for the 1st project construction month and 
one (1) meeting per month thereafter. Total duration is seven months. 

  
Deliverables 

 Attendance to meetings, site visits and punchlist walkthroughs. 
 Punchlist items (PDF) 

 
 
Task 3.5 – Special Structural Inspection 
 
KPFF bridge engineers will inspect the North bridge following the removal of the 
bridge deck and existing conduits. The purpose of the inspection is to determine 
the extent of the structural deterioration and provide specific direction to the 
Contractor in terms of the extent and type of steel repairs. If necessary, KPFF will 
provide updated repair details to supplement those already contained within the 
design drawings. These repair details will be stamped and sealed by the KPFF 
EOR.      
  
Results of the inspection and recommended repairs will be summarized in a brief 
technical memo which will be provided to the City.  
 
Deliverables 

 Special structural inspection 
 Technical memo summarizing inspection findings 
 Additional repair details, as needed. (PDF) 

 

Task No. 3.6 – Record Drawings  
  

As-built redlines will be provided to KPFF and Trindera from the City 
and Contractor after completion of construction. These redlines will be used to 
create Record Drawings. The Record Drawings will be prepared in accordance 
with the City’s requirements and will not contain the stamp and seal of the 
engineer.  

 
Assumptions 

 The City will compile a complete red-line set of the Contractor’s record 
drawings and distribute to the design team 

 
Deliverables 

 Draft Record Drawings (PDF) 
 Final Record Drawings (PDF) 

 
 



Overhead (OH) Cost 140.71%

Fixed Fee (FF) 30.00%

Classification
Direct Hourly 

Rate

Total 

Hours
X

Negotiated 

Hourly Rate
= Cost

Principal 64.91$          24.00 X $175.72 = 4,217.23$      

Project Manager 58.00$          234.00 X $157.01 = 36,740.76$    

Senior Engineer 52.00$          334.00 X $140.77 = 47,016.91$    

Design Engineer 38.00$          192.00 X $102.87 = 19,751.00$    

CADD Technician 40.00$          110.00 X $108.28 = 11,911.24$    

Project Coordinator 30.00$          20.00 X $81.21 = 1,624.26$      

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

Subtotal 121,261.40$  

Reimbursables

Airfare 8 trips @ $350 per trip 2,100.00$      

(Blank) (Allowance)
Subtotal 2,100.00$      

GRAND TOTAL: $123,361.40

Exhibit D-1

KPFF Consulting Engineers

Consultant Fee Summary

Negotiated Hourly Rate Consultant Agreement

Riverfront Park Bridge Renovation - Construction Support Services
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KPFF

Principal
Project 

Manager

Senior 

Engineer

Design 

Engineer

CADD 

Technician

Project 

Coordinator
$0.00

Item SCOPE OF WORK $175.72 $157.01 $140.77 $102.87 $108.28 $81.21 $0.00

1 PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

1.01 Invoices and Progress Reports 4 10 20 $3,897

$0

$0

Labor Subtotal: 4 10 0 0 0 20 0 $3,897

Reimbursables: $0.00

2 BID DOCUMENT UPDATES & BID SUPPORT

2.1 Coordination with City 30 $4,710

2.2 Update Bid Plans 7 6 40 24 52 $15,903

2.3 Update Bid Specifications 5 6 32 24 $8,794

2.4 Update Cost Estimate and Bid List 3 4 24 24 $7,003

2.5 Pre-Bid Meeting & Bidder Questions 8 12 $2,945

2.6 Addenda 1 4 10 10 $3,294

$0

Labor Subtotal: 16 58 118 72 62 0 0 $42,649

Reimbursables: $0.00

3 CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT SERVICES

3.1 Coordination with City 90 $14,131

3.2 Submittal Review & Response 20 104 80 $26,010

3.3 RFI Review & Response 2 12 64 40 $15,360

3.4 Meetings, Site Visits & Punchlist 24 16 $6,021

3.5 Special Structural Inspection 2 16 24 24 $8,841

3.6 Record Drawings 4 8 24 $4,353

$0

$0

Labor Subtotal: 4 166 216 120 48 0 0 $74,715

Reimbursables: $2,100.00

4 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0

Reimbursables: $0.00

5 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0

Reimbursables: $0.00

6 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0

Reimbursables: $0.00

7 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0

Reimbursables: $0.00

8 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0

Reimbursables: $0.00

9 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0

Reimbursables: $0.00

10 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0

Reimbursables: $0.00

24 234 334 192 110 20 0 $121,261

$2,100

TOTAL: $123,361

Reimbursable Sum: 

KPFF Consulting Engineers

Labor Sum: 

Riverfront Park Bridge Renovation - 
Construction Support Services

December 14, 2020

Page 1 of 2
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Overhead (OH) Cost 175.94%

Fixed Fee (FF) 30.00%

Classification
Direct Hourly 

Rate

Total 

Hours
X

Negotiated 

Hourly Rate
= Cost

Project  Manager 60.10$          12.00 X $162.70 = 1,952.36$      

Professional Engineer 42.31$          59.00 X $114.54 = 6,757.71$      

Senior Drafter 38.47$          13.00 X $104.14 = 1,353.85$      

Admin 31.25$          6.00 X $84.60 = 507.58$         

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

-$              0.00 X $0.00 = -$               

Subtotal 10,571.50$    

Reimbursables

Mileage (## Miles x $0.545/mile) -$               

Airfare (Allowance) -$               

Per Diem (Hotel + Meals @ $#.## x # trips) -$               

Subcontract (Sub Name & Task) -$               

(Blank) (Allowance) -$               
Subtotal -$               

GRAND TOTAL: $10,571.50

Exhibit E-1

Trindera Engineering

Consultant Fee Summary

Negotiated Hourly Rate Consultant Agreement

Riverfront Park Bridge Renovation - Construction Support Services
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Item SCOPE OF WORK

1 PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

1.01 Invoices and Progress Reports

Labor Subtotal: 

Reimbursables: 

2 BID DOCUMENT UPDATES & BID SUPPORT

2.1 Coordination with City

2.2 Update Bid Plans

2.3 Update Bid Specifications

2.4 Update Cost Estimate and Bid List

2.5 Pre-Bid Meeting & Bidder Questions

2.6 Addenda

Labor Subtotal: 

Reimbursables: 

3 CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT SERVICES

3.1 Coordination with City

3.2 Submittal Review & Response

3.3 RFI Review & Response

3.4 Meetings, Site Visits & Punchlist

3.5 Special Structural Inspection

3.6 Record Drawings

Labor Subtotal: 

Reimbursables: 

4 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 

Reimbursables: 

5 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 

Reimbursables: 

6 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 

Reimbursables: 

7 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 

Reimbursables: 

8 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 

Reimbursables: 

9 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 

Reimbursables: 

10 [TASK NAME]

Labor Subtotal: 

Reimbursables: 

TOTAL:

Reimbursable Sum: 

Labor Sum: 

Riverfront Park Bridge Renovation - 
Construction Support Services

December 14, 2020 Trindera

Project  

Manager

Professional 

Engineer

Senior 

Drafter
Admin $0.00

$162.70 $114.54 $104.14 $84.60 $0.00

5 5 $1,236

$0

$0

5 0 0 5 0 $1,236

$0

2 4 3 1 $1,181

3 $344

4 $458

6 $687

6 6 $1,312

$0

2 23 9 1 0 $3,982

$0

4 10 $1,796

10 $1,145

14 $1,604

$0

1 2 4 $808

$0

$0

5 36 4 0 0 $5,353

0 0 0 0 0 $0

0 0 0 0 0 $0

0 0 0 0 0 $0

0 0 0 0 0 $0

0 0 0 0 0 $0

0 0 0 0 0 $0

0 0 0 0 0 $0

12 59 13 6 0 $10,571

$0

$10,571

Trindera Engineering

Page 2 of 2
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RFP Suspension Bridge Renovation MRSC Roster

Consultant Evaluation Short List

Location of 

firm in 

relation to 

size and 

scope of 

Team member 

tailored to 

project

Production 

capabilities

Similar 

project

Current 

workload

Reference

s

Ability, 

experienc

e

Able to 

meet 

deadline

Staff 

readily 

available 

to meet 

deadline

Contract 

complianc

e Total

Coffman 

Engineers 5 3 3 1 3 1 2 3 3 5 29

HDR 

Engineering 5 4 5 4 3 4 4 4 4 5 42

KPFF 

Consulting 

Engineers 5 5 3 5 3 5 5 4 4 5 44

Parametrix 5 4 3 3 3 4 3 3 3 5 36

3

Notes:

Recommendation:

Recommend contract award to highest qualified company - KPFF Consulting Engineers for ability, experience, and similar projects to 

the Riverfront Park Pedestrian suspension bridge.

Ranked from 1-5, with 5 being the highest, best score.

HDR Engineering:  Bridge experience listed as service. transportation/highway bridge experience provided.  Limited Pedestrian bridge 

experience listed.  No suspension bridge experience listed.
KPFF Engineers:  Bridge experience listed as service. transportation/highway bridge experience provided.  Extensive pedestrian bridge 

experience listed. Suspension Bridge experience provided.

Coffman Engineering:   Bridge design listed as service. but no project examples or experience provided

Parametrix:  Bridge experience listed as service. Transportation/highway bridge experience provided.  Box culvert pedestrian bridge 

experience provided. No suspension bridge experience listed.
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Public Agency Name: City of Spokane
Roster Type: Consultant Roster
Date: 12/07/2020
Time: 11:26 am
Main-Category: Engineering Services
Sub-Category: Bridge Consulting, Civil Engineering

Consultant Roster Businesses:
3J Consulting, Inc.
Adams & Clark, Inc.
AGR Management Group, Inc.
akana.us
All Traffic Data Services, LLC
ALLWEST
Alta Planning + Design
Alta Science and Engineering, Inc.
Anchor QEA, LLC
Apex Engineering
Applied Pavement Technology, Inc.
Art Anderson Associates
Arup
Ashton Engineering Inc.
Aspect Consulting, LLC
Baer Testing Inc
BCRA, Inc
Bear Inspection & Consulting, LLC
Belsby Engineering-Horrocks Engineers
BHC Consultants, LLC
Black & Veatch
BLUEFIN LLC
Blueline
Brown and Caldwell
Budinger & Associates, Inc.
Burgess & Niple, Inc.
Burns & McDonnell
Cardno
Carollo Engineers. Inc.
Cascade Earth Sciences, LTD
CDM Smith
Century West Engineering
CG Engineering PLLC
CivilTech Engineering, Inc.
Clear Creek Solutions, Inc
Clearway Environmental LLC
CM Design Group, LLC
Coast & Harbor Engineering, A Division of Mott MacDonald
Cobb, Fendley & Associates, Inc.
Coffman Engineers
Coffman Engineers
Collins Engineers, Inc.
Complete Design, Inc.
Confluence Environmental Company
CONSOR Engineers, LLC
COWI North America Inc.
CPH Consultants
CRW Engineering Group, LLC
Cultural Reconnaissance
Dahle Engineering, LLC
D A Hogan & Associates, Inc.
Daramola, Inc.
Datum Tech Solutions
David Evans and Associates, Inc.
DCI Engineers
DN Traffic Consultants
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DOWL LLC, D.B.A. DOWL
Dragon Analytical Laboratory
Duncanson Company, Inc.
E&H Engineering, Inc.
EA Engineering, Science, and Technology, Inc., PBC
Echelon Engineering, Inc.
EHS-International, Inc.
Electric Power Systems, Inc.
Element Solutions
Emerson Surveying
Encompass Engineering & Surveying
Epic Land Solutions, Inc.
Erlandsen & Associates
ESA
Evergreen Coating Engineers, LLC
Exeltech Consulting, Inc.
Fain Environmental LLC
Fehr & Peers
Fickett Structural Solutions, Inc.
Fisheries Engineers, Inc.
Floyd|Snider
GeoDesign, Inc., An NV5 Company
GeoEngineers Inc.
GEO Group Northwest, Inc.
GeoTek, Inc.
GHD Inc.
Golder Associates Inc.
Granite Civil Services, LLC
Gray and Osborne, Inc.
Hanson Professional Services Inc.
Harper Houf Peterson Righellis Inc.
Hatch Associates Consultants, Inc.
HDR Engineering, Inc.
Herrera Environmental Consultants, Inc.
Huitt-Zollars, Inc.
HukariAscendent, Inc.
HWA GeoSciences Inc.
ICF Jones & Stokes, Inc.
IDAX
Impact Design
Industrial Inspection & Services, LLC
Integral Consulting Inc.
Inter-Fluve, Inc.
J-U-B ENGINEERS, Inc.
Jackola Engineering & Architecture, PC
Jacobs Engineering Group Inc.
James A. Sewell & Associates, LLC
Jerome W. Morrissette & Associates Inc., P.S.
KBA, Inc.
Keller Associates, Inc.
Kennedy Jenks
Key Environmental Solutions, LLC.
Kimley-Horn
Kindred Hydro, Inc.
Kleinfelder
KPFF Consulting Engineers
KPG
Landau Associates
Land Development Consultants, Inc.
Larson & Associates, Inc.
Leslie Engineering, LLC
LMN Architects
Lochner (H.W. Lochner)
MacKay Sposito
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Mackenzie
Maul Foster & Alongi, Inc.
Mead & Hunt, Inc.
Meier Architecture • Engineering
MICHAEL F. WNEK, PE., PS
MIG, Inc.
Moffatt & Nichol
Morrison-Maierle
Murraysmith
Natural Systems Design, Inc.
Nicholls Kovich Engineering, PLLC
Nichols Consulting Engineers, Chtd
Northwest Hydraulic Consultants
NV5, Inc.
OAC Services, Inc.
Osborn Consulting Inc
Otak, Inc.
PACE Engineers, Inc.
Pacific Engineering & Design, PLLC
Pacific Surveying and Engineering Services
PACLAND - Seattle, P.C.
Parametrix
PBS Engineering and Environmental Inc.
Perteet Inc.
Peterson Structural Engineers
PH Consulting LLC
PLACE LA
PND Engineers, Inc.
Quanta Utility Engineering Services
Raedeke Associates, Inc.
Ramboll
Red Barn Engineering, Inc.
Reid Middleton, Inc.
RH2 Engineering, Inc
RKI
Rock Project Management Services, L.L.C.
Salaga Design, LLC
Sargent Engineers, Inc.
Satterlund Testing & Inspection
Schnabel Engineering, LLC
SCJ Alliance
Sealaska Technical Services
Shannon & Wilson, Inc.
Siemens & Associates
Simpson Engineers, Inc.
Sitts & Hill Engineers, Inc.
Skillings, Inc.
SPF Water Engineering, LLC
Staheli Trenchless Consultants, Inc.
Stantec
STRATA
STRATA
SubTerra, Inc
SynTier Engineering, Inc
T-O Engineers
TD&H Engineering, Inc.
Tetra Tech, Inc.
Toole Design Group LLC
Tower Engineering Company
Transpo Group
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING NORTHWES
TranTech Engineering, LLC
V+M Structural Design, Inc.
Varela & Associates, Inc.

nhamad
Highlight

nhamad
Rectangle

nhamad
Callout
firm selected for evaluation

nhamad
Text Box
roster list of consultants



Varius Inc.
Vikek Environmental Engineers, LLC
W.E.S. Landscape Architecture
Waterfall Engineering, LLC
Watershed Science and Engineering Inc
Wave Design Group
Welch Comer Engineers
WEST Consultants, Inc.
Western Groundwater Services, LLC
White Shield, Inc.
WHPacific, Inc.
Wilson Engineering, LLC
Windsor Engineers
Wiss, Janney, Elstner Associates, Inc.
Wood
WSP USA Inc.
YOY INC DBA Verdis
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December 16, 2020


Dear Members of the Park Board,


Thank you for receiving comment on the proposal by the City of Spokane to build a 
water tower in Hamblen Park.


Even though we understand that the City Engineer has selected Hamblen Park as the 
site that reportedly meets all the criteria for water operations for the South Hill area, we 
strongly object to this location. The 2 million gallon water tank would be 100 feet high 
and 100 feet in diameter located in what now is a “one of a kind” park. The Spokane 
Parks and Recreation website describes Hamblen Park  as “a slice of nature right in the 
middle of a residential area.”  A water tower would be an eyesore in the midst of a 
forest park designed for hikers, cross country skiers, picnickers, and all lovers of 
nature.  


However, an even greater concern is the apparent disregard for the legacy of the 
person for whom this 6.7 acre woodland is named: Laurence Hamblen. Hamblen Park 
is named in honor of Laurence Hamblen and the Hamblen family., Laurence Hamblen 
was a leader and advocate for parks in Spokane. Mr. Hamblen served on the Park 
Board from 1912 until his death in 1956 and was President of the Board for 16 years. 
During his tenure on the Park Board “he appointed a committee to work on a 
foundation to support parks and recreation in Spokane.”  After Mr. Hamblen’s death, 
his son Herb, was elected to the Board and served as the Foundation President for 
almost three decades.


The Hamblen Society was founded in memory of the Hamblen family. Members of the 
Board were leaders in Spokane. Among them were such dignitaries as Louis 
Davenport, Jr., Joel E Ferris, Helen Hamblen, Phyllis Dolvin Schoedel, and twenty 
others. Members believe that ‘parks are a vital and much needed part of life, and that 
Spokane’s parks must be protected, nurtured, and strengthened. 

Given this legacy of advocacy, leadership, and stewardship, and the mission to protect, 
nurture and strengthen the parks, it is a travesty that Hamblen Park, named in honor of 
the dedication of Laurence Hamblen and family, would be desecrated by the presence 
of a huge water tank. It  negates all that he worked so hard to achieve for Spokane 
Parks and it defies the mission of the Hamblen Society: to protect, nurture, and 
strengthen Spokane parks.


Sincerely,


Tom and Mary Brown

4115 S Martin

Spokane, WA 99203


Return to Agenda



From: John Schram
To: Ogden, Jennifer M.
Cc: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: Hamblen Water Tower
Date: Monday, December 28, 2020 1:37:42 PM
Attachments: 2020-12 Parks Department Ad.pdf

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

Madam President, I saw the attached in a recent Inlander publication and was pleased to see 
that the Spokane Parks Foundation publicly declares their desire to "Preserve Our Parks". I too 
personally share this important precept and will respectfully ask that any non-park 
infrastructure proposals, now or in the future, be wholeheartedly rejected by the Park Board. 
This hopefully will send a firm message to the City of Spokane engineers and its associated 
political structure that our sacred parks are off limits for inappropriate development. Former 
Spokane City Park Board President Laurence Hamblen is most assuredly rolling over in his 
grave with the proposal and consideration of the water tank in Hamlen Park.  It is not the Park 
Board's job to help save the City of Spokane money or hassle, it is to protect and preserve our 
parks.  I ask you and the board fulfill this duty.

John Schram

Attachment:

mailto:John@johnschram.com
mailto:jmogden@spokanecity.org
mailto:pclarke@spokanecity.org







To Members of the Spokane Park Board and Spokane City Council 

Please see the attached document regarding the High System Water Tank Project possibly at 

Hamblen Park.  

Thank you for your careful consideration of this important issue. 

Happy New Year! 

Mary M Winkes 

Manito/Cannon Hill Neighborhood Council 

 

Attachment: 

To: Spokane Park Board and Spokane City Council 

Date: December 29, 2020 

RE: Proposed High System Water Tank Project in Hamblen Park 

  

Background: At its December 10, 2020 meeting, the Manito/Cannon Hill Neighborhood Council 
(MCHNC) was asked by the Comstock Neighborhood Council to consider and respond to the 
proposed construction of a water tank, associated with the High System Water Tank project, 
within the boundaries of the Hamblen Park. It was the first that the Council had heard about the 
project and therefore the members requested additional information, recognizing that the 
project’s details were new to everyone in attendance. The process might have been easier had 
the project been brought to the Council’s attention at an earlier date. As a result of that 
discussion, the Council wishes to express the following comments and concerns: 

1) The MCHNC is concerned that non-developed park land is being used for infrastructure 
development.  We feel that there is precious little undeveloped land remaining on the South Hill, 
and developing that land forgoes an opportunity to educate current and future residents about 
the area’s native landscape.  Hamblen Park, as a non-developed park, is dedicated to that 
purpose. 

2) Concern was also expressed that approving the water tower at Hamblen Park could create a 
“slippery-slope” precedent, impacting other parks in the future. Park land is finite and belongs to 
all the city’s residents.  

3) The neighborhood acknowledges that the City needs to engage in long-range infrastructure 
planning, and that planning often results in the need to construct additional capacity to 
accommodate projected future growth. We acknowledge the diligent work performed by City 
staff in analyzing potential sites to-date, and for making that analysis available to the public. We 
will endeavor, as a neighborhood council, to study the available planning/design information.  

4) The MCHNC seeks to participate in any further public engagement opportunities, and 
requests that the Council be kept up to date on the site selection process. 

5) Should infrastructure be constructed at Hamblen Park, the MCHNC encourages the City to 
perform additional improvements to the park to mitigate the tower’s potential negative impacts.   



Thank you. 

 

 Sincerely 

Mary M Winkes 

Manito/Cannon Hill Neighborhood Council 



Jan. 5, 2021 

Dear Land Committee and Spokane Park Board, 

 

If it looks like an exchange, and it sounds like an exchange, and it smells like an exchange, then by 

charter the people of Spokane can vote on the exchange of park land in Hamblen Park to site a 100’ 

water tower for a “park” in the developing Lincoln Heights Garden District.  You may name this 

exchange a ‘partnership’: it’s a partnership created by the deficit of planning on the part of Public 

Works, who admit that for ten years they’ve known another water tower was needed. And a deficit 

perched on the error of Public Works by purchasing a rocky point on the Sonneland property at 31st and 

Napa over two years ago. Not having done their homework, again, Public Works did not foresee the 

expense of building a 100’ water tower on rock. 

1) A public park on land donated by the Hamblen family does not need to pay the price for multiple 

errors on the part of Public Works. The Land Committee’s paramount responsibility is to protect 

Hamblen Park, delay a decision, and ask questions of Public Works and the City Attorney. 

2) Has Public Works planned going forward to the south for the future? How soon until they call out the 

need for another tower south of 37th due to population growth, which was the original reason they cited 

for needing a tower (not, as lately implied, for ‘emergency use and fire suppression’). 

3) When and where will the next park become the target of a ‘partnership’ to avoid a vote by the people 

as required by the City Charter? Please read the City Charter Amendment on the exchange of park land. 

4) The site for the proposed new public-private partnership park is already near if not majorly included 

in a natural site pledged by Greenstone to remain natural as part of the bonus densities allowed by City 

Planning and the Hearing Examiner. Natural is what The Friends of Hamblen Park seek to preserve in 

Hamblen Park as it exists now.  The Land Committee can do their homework onsite at Hamblen Park and 

onsite at the proposed ‘partnership park.’ Other solutions are possible. One: 

5) If Touchmark owns the property at 32nd and SE Boulevard (one of the sites considered late summer in 

2020 after the 31st & Napa site was rejected as too costly), let the Land Committee and Parks send the 

partnership proposal back to Public Works to incorporate the booster water tower into that site and 

create a parklike area such as exists currently around the Garden District Tower at 32nd and Cook.  

Therefore I ask the Land Committee to protect not only Hamblen Park but the Park System, the people 

and planning process that created it, and the legal requirement for a public vote before 1/3 of a natural 

City Park is built over and exchanged. I call for due diligence on the part of the Land Committee and 

Parks. Thank-you! 

 

Yours truly,  

Carol Ellis 

  

 



Diane Birginal 
2025 E 36th Avenue 
Spokane, Washington 99203 
January 6, 2021 
 
Land Committee 
Spokane Park Board 
 
Dear Land Committee: 
 
You will hear a presentation at your meeting on January 6 from Public Works regarding the 
construction of a High System water reservoir in Hamblen Park. 
 
I oppose encroachment on park land by Public Works or any other entity.  Park land so 
designated is already at its highest and best use.  Construction of a 100-foot tall water reservoir 
in Hamblen Park will detract from this use and cannot be mitigated by additions to the park 
system in other locations. 
 
I urge you to ask the following questions of Public Works: 
 
How much of the green space shown in the public-private partnership will be green space 
without the public-private partnership?  (Public Works indicates the site they own is about 2 
acres; Greenstone plans to include public green space in their development without this 
partnership; Touchmark is required to build trails / allow public access as part of the agreement 
by the City of Spokane to vacate 32nd Ave east of Pittsburg). The presentation inflates the actual 
impact: why? 
 
Where will the fencing be around the memory care facility that Touchmark will construct near 
31st and Napa?  The conceptual drawings do not show the fencing, which will impact access.  
Touchmark stated clearly in their supporting documents for this facility that it must be enclosed 
by a fence for the safety of the residents there. 
 
Why does the conceptual drawing show a trail going north from 34th and Napa.  I don’t know 
for certain that this is city ROW, I do know there is driveway access for 2 homes there and I do 
know that part of this ROW has previously been vacated by the city.  The drawing does not 
show this.  Please ask Public Works to clarify. 
 
Who will “own” the land that Public Works will surplus in this proposal?  Will it be transferred 
to Parks or to Greenstone? Public Works has demonstrated that they don’t consider park land 
to be off-limits to development, so there is a considerable lack of trust that this proposed green 
space would remain public green space. 
 
 



An amendment to the Spokane City Charter requires a public vote on any proposed sale or 
exchange of park land.  This is clearly an exchange (land in Hamblen Park for green space 
elsewhere) that requires a public vote.  The amendment to the Charter was approved by the 
citizens of Spokane in response to the threat of encroachment and development at Thorton 
Murphy Park.  Please review this history carefully.  Parks are protected and supported through 
multiple mechanisms in the Charter and the structure of Spokane’s government, because 
Spokane leaders valued parks.  Though the current leadership within City departments may 
have lost sight of that vision, the Park Board, I hope, has not. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Diane Birginal 
  



From: Mimi Ross
To: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: hamblen park
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2021 12:25:06 PM

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

Hello,

 I am writing again to voice my concern regarding the proposed water tower in Hamblen Park.

The highlight of the neighborhood, this wonderful, small natural area was designated a park in
the early 1900's when areas were chosen and set aside specifically  to serve as parks
throughout Spokane. 

The city has no business wrecking this beautiful, teeny park with a water tower. It should not
even be on the table. And it should be of no concern that it will cost more $ to purchase land
for the tower! The $ amount will be what it will be. And what kind of a precedent would this
set for other parks? Spokane's founding fathers will be rolling in their graves if the city starts
using them for water towers and the like.

Respectfully,

Mimi Ross
2305 E 39th Ave, Spokane, WA 99223

mailto:meem@tilesbymimi.com
mailto:pclarke@spokanecity.org


From: Marcia Milani
To: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: Hamblen Park Water Tower
Date: Friday, January 08, 2021 1:40:39 PM

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

I am in FAVOR of the construction of a High System Reservoir in Hamblen Park 

In Support of the Hamblen Water Tower

The City of Spokane is proposing the construction of a High System Reservoir in
Hamblen Park. This is a 100-foot, 2-million gallon water tower that will serve the
South Hill High Pressure System (thus the name "High System"). 
It is the most cost effective location.
Being city owned property it can be installed most efficiently.
And the park will still be a park.

Marcia Milani
2204 E 34th
Spokane, WA 99203
Lincoln Heights

mailto:mcmila@icloud.com
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From: Matthew West
To: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: Hamblen Water Tower
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2021 3:54:29 PM

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

Good Afternoon,

I am writing you today to state my opposition to the proposed water tower project planned for
Hamblen Park. I oppose this because I don't believe this is the best use of our parks, especially
those that are not landscaped and meant to be kept ecologically natural. The urban fill that has
taken place on 34th has taken away our only other natural space in the neighborhood. That
was not public land. This is and the plan for the tower does not consider the public good, it is
making up for poor urban infrastructure development where private individuals are
bennifiting. I grew up (1980s) learning about natural wild flowers and natural habitat in this
park, something that I could not do in the same way at Comstock, Cannon Hill and Manito. It
drove me to care about my community, take pride in our ecosystem and eventually persue
higher education. After graduating I served in the Peace Corps as an Community Based
Envrionmental Volunteer so I could help others have the same experienece and respect for
nature I was able to have as a child. I now teach our students about nature as A science teacher
at Garry Middle school and use our parks and natural areas to encourage environmental
stewardship.
 A 2 million gallon water tower will permenatley alter the ability to enjoy our native plants in
a setting that ecologically representative of our endemic temperate forest. Our city's motto is
"Near Nature, Near Perfect" this water tower will take away our nature and would be no where
near perfect. I strongly encourage you and the other powers at be to consider the damage this
water tower will do to the pride we have in our community. Please find an alternative site to
put the infrastructure.

Matthew West

mailto:wesmat01@gmail.com
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From: Clarke, Pamela
To: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: FW: NO WATER TOWER IN HAMBLEN PARK PLEASE!
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2021 12:11:53 PM

From: JUDY <JUDYHUNT_6@msn.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 22, 2020 5:59 PM
To: Clarke, Pamela <pclarke@spokanecity.org>; Kinnear, Lori <lkinnear@spokanecity.org>;
Wilkerson, Betsy <bwilkerson@spokanecity.org>; Beggs, Breean <bbeggs@spokanecity.org>;
Engineering Services High System Tank <eraeshst@spokanecity.org>
Subject: NO WATER TOWER IN HAMBLEN PARK PLEASE!
 
[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]
To Any and All it May Concern,
We live in the Hamblen neighborhood.  Both of us have kids and grandkids who spent many hours
playing at the playground of Hamblen Elementary.  We have all spent lots of time almost every
week for 20 years enjoying the peace and natural environment of Hamblen Park.  
We strongly object in every possible way to a water tower being erected in Hamblen Park.  This area
has precious few parks to enjoy.  Hamblen Park is a valuable jewel in our neighborhood.  On top of
the proposed water tower being an eyesore and the ambiance of Hamblen Park being forever
changed it is a poor choice of location for a variety of reasons in our view.  There are so many other
locations within a mile or two of this location where this water tower could be located that do not
disturb and change an environment that adds considerable value and enjoyment to the area.  
One perspective that we are very concerned about is (hopefully) an unlikely scenario - but should it
ever happen it would be potentially disastrous and a very bad look for the City of Spokane.  While
this area is not normally prone to earthquakes Spokane is over some serious faults that if they
become active could damage or destroy this water tower.  If it was located in a neighborhood or a
commercial area it would have serious consequences.  Should this water tower fail due to earthquake
or any other cause the impact it could have on an ELEMENTARY SCHOOL particularly if it was
during a time when small children were in the school would be unforgivable.  The City of Spokane
would be first in line in responsibility for the destruction, possible loss of life, injury and trauma a
failure of this water tower could cause.
PLEASE DO NOT PUT A WATER TOWER IN HAMBLEN PARK.  Why not in the larger
wilderness area off 29th by Touchmark?  It would be less visible and impinge on the wild space
much less. If that area is to be developed and take away yet another gem in our neighborhood and
therefore that is why it is not a consideration it is an even more sad choice on the City’s part.
John Houston and Judy Hunt
Southgate residents

mailto:pclarke@spokanecity.org
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mailto:eraeshst@spokanecity.org


From: Mallory Thomas
To: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: Hamblen Park Water Tower
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 9:24:32 AM

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

Good Morning Ms. Clarke,
I live at the corner of 38th Avenue and Pittsburg, one block away from Hamblen
Park.  My children went to Hamblen Elementary and enjoyed not only playing on
school property but riding their bikes through the trails in Hamblen Park as well.
I strongly disapprove of a water tower being constructed on park property.  Spokane
has a history of park property being carefully managed including the hiring of the
Olmsted brothers to generate designs and plans.
I am opposing the water tower because it is being proposed on park property, a
prized commodity for the city.  After 10 months of being trapped inside during COVID,
public park space has been one of the few things citizens can safely access and
utilize. 
The Park Board should utilize their authority to protect and preserve park property for
the citizens of Spokane.  They should forcefully deny construction of the water
tower on Hamblen Park property.
Sincerely,
Mallory Thomas
1807 E 38th Ave
Spokane, Washington 99203

mailto:mlsthomas1@comcast.net
mailto:pclarke@spokanecity.org


From: D M
To: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: Hamblen PARK water tower
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 12:32:32 PM

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

To all concerned:

Re; Hamblen Park water tower

I would like to voice my opinion regarding the proposed water tower placement in a park, a public park,
Hamblen Park. 

Just to be clear, I am adamantly opposed to such an idea, in a Park.

Its my understanding that a piece of property was purchased in 2018 around 31st and Napa for the
construction of this tower. Why is that now being changed?

It is also my understanding that the City would be forming a partnership with at least two large corporations
(Touchmark and Greenstone) and would profit from it. Follow the Money?

I would like to back up for a minute and go back to the very beginning…Who, while out scouting for a
location, stopped at a public park and said heres a place? Why didn’t they pic a residence location? Why
didn’t they pick an occupied business location?
Instead they pick a publicly funded Park. Are parks zoned for commercial use? Are Parks zoned to be used
for profit? Will my property taxes be reduced by such commercial use? Some of these questions may be
dumb but i would suggest destroying  a public community park takes the cake.

Most of my neighbors along with myself frequent Hamblen Park on a daily basis…Walking, jogging, dog
walking or simply enjoying the natural beauty and relaxing. Some visit the park multiple times per day.
Such a project will destroy this park and it will never return. The collateral damage from this construction
will devastate the entire park, not just the footprint of the tower. Tress will be killed/removed, Plants
trampled and destroyed, animal life will be displaced…and who knows what else will be permanently
damaged. Is the EPA aware and ok with this?

I have an Idea…how ‘bout building the water Tower in a commercial/industrial area away from a
community housing area. If 31st was purchased for this project how about using it. If 31st was suitable, (and
it is at a lower altitude/height), then that tells me that there are plenty of commercial areas that would be
suitable, both north and south of  37th Ave. If Hamblen Park was ruled out at the start of this venture why is
it a good place now? 
Follow the Money?

Please put an end to this nonsense and rule out this or any Park.

Thanking you in Advance.

Dave M.

mailto:95556ca@gmail.com
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From: Richard Sola
To: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: Comments re: Hamblen Park Water Tower
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 11:06:35 AM

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

The proposed South Hill water tower should not be located in Hamblen Park for the following
reasons:
 

1. The tower is inconsistent with Hamblen Park’s designation as a Conservation Area which
are “generally maintained in their natural state and help preserve significant views,
provide wildlife sanctuaries, and preserve lands in a natural state.” [emphasis added]. 

 
2. The tower is inconsistent with the Stewardship Guidelines for Spokane Park’s

Conservation Lands such as 1) conserve the natural resources, 2) restore native plants, 3)
provide passive recreation and educational opportunities and 4) enhance and maintain
wildlife habitat.

 
3. Notably absent from the proposal is any discussion of the number of mature trees that

will be removed for not only for the tower site itself, but also for heavy equipment access
during construction.  Any replacement trees would take decades to mature, further
diminishing Hamblen Park’s natural environment.

 
4. The proposal minimizes the experiential impact of the tower on Hamblen Park, including

no discussion of the visual impact of a 100’ high monolith that will dominate the southern
end of the park and will be easily seen within the park above the 50’-60’ high trees.  The
aerial photograph of the proposed tower site clearly shows that Hamblen Park has areas
that are relatively open, especially near the tower.   The proposal also contains a photo of
a Post Falls water tower that roughly depicts what the Hamblen Park tower would look
like from much of that park.

 
5. The proposal does not include any mention of the tower being fenced as are other water

towers on the South Hill.  If the tower is fenced, the proportional loss of usable park land
is much greater than described in the proposal.

 
6. The proposal states that the park area is 9 acres.  This is in contrast with the February

2011 Managing Your Woodlands report that lists the acres as 6.71.
 

The basic fact that a 100 foot high, 50 foot wide water tower in Hamblen Park is the proverbial pig in
a parlor.  It simply does not belong there.
 
This proposed water tower is not in keeping with the spirit of the Olmstead Brothers, Aubrey White
and Laurence Hamblen who envisioned and created the Spokane park system.  Parks are parks and
should be protected as such.
 
Richard Sola
3605 S. Crestline St.
Spokane, WA 99203
               
 
 

mailto:richardmsola@gmail.com
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From: Merri Hartse
To: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: Written Comments for January 14 Park Board Meeting
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 2:53:16 PM

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

Hi Pamela,

Your facilitation of Park Board meeting access is especially appreciated during these "virtual
only" times. Please include my written comments (below) for the January 14 meeting.

Dear Park Board Members, 

City Utilities is pushing hard to convince you to abandon your duty to protect and preserve
parks, and to remedy their need for a quick fix (due to a lack of planning) and construct a 100-
foot, 2-million-gallon water reservoir in Hamblen Park.  

I attended the Land Committee meeting of January 6 in which Kevin Twohig and Nick Hamid
dangled a new shiny “partnership” in exchange for allowing Hamblen Park to be handed over
for their needs. Please note this idea offers little that is new: 

1. Jim Frank of Greenstone Development already planned to offer trails, maintain
greenspaces, and install a dog park in his Garden District development final plans.  

2. The trails on the Touchmark property are required in the approval of the Touchmark

expansion plans. This is in conjunction with vacating 32nd Avenue east of Pittsburgh,
approved by City Council with these conditions.  

3. This private-public partnership does NOT guarantee a city park in perpetuity. Mr.
Twohig stated “no land transfers”. This will not be a city park governed by City Charter.
Over time, agreements can be changed or re-negotiated to serve the needs of the
parties involved. In addition, as corporations those entities have no moral or legal
obligation to the public good. Why should they? They are profit-driven. 

4. City Utilities is not transferring ownership of their 2.03 rocky acres (secured for a water
tank, then abandoned) to City Parks. This means, they can sell or use the land for some
other purpose in the future. Dan Buller stated numerous times how easy it would be to
sell this piece of land. What’s to stop City Utilities from exercising that option in the
future?  

This “offer” of an exchange is vague at best, and allows City Utilities to gain a 100-foot
concrete stronghold in a city park, which they can later point to as precedent when
needing to make a land grab in other parks for a pressing need. The ONLY party benefitting
from this request is City Utilities. This project is way beyond the scale of other utility projects
such as underground CSOs. The water tower in Shadle Park was constructed before the 1987
amendments to the City Charter, which now requires the Park Board to put to a vote of the

mailto:hartsem@hotmail.com
mailto:pclarke@spokanecity.org


general electorate any exchange or sale of park land. The semantics of the more recently
coined “partnership” does NOT change the fact that what City Utilities is proposing is an
exchange of park land for permission to build a water tower. 

This is not about opposing a water tower; it is about opposing a water tower in a park. The
majority of citizens oppose construction of this water tower on PARK LAND. Four
neighborhood councils (Comstock, Rockwood, Cliff/Cannon, Grandview/Thorpe) endorsed a
resolution to oppose this encroachment, driven to protect their neighborhood parks, not to
oppose “partnerships.” It is more than a “small, vocal” group of neighbors seeking to protect
Hamblen Park. The impact of allowing this tower in a city park impacts more than “just a few
neighbors”.  It impacts all Spokane residents who count on their Park Board to ensure parks
are kept as park land for citizen use and enjoyment. If you are unable to vote down this
proposal from City Utilities, then you must follow the Charter and put it to a vote of the
people. 

Thank you, 

Merri Hartse 

2020 E. 36th Ave



From: RICHARD VAN ORDEN Owner
To: Spokane Parks and Recreation; Clarke, Pamela
Cc: Engineering Services High System Tank; Kinnear, Lori; Beggs, Breean
Subject: Hamblen Park Water Tower
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 12:23:52 PM

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

To:  Spokane Park Board                                                           

Given the real estate news in Spokane, we are renewing our support for siting a new
water tower in Hamblen Park.  As recently reported in the Spokesman-Review, real
estate prices increased at close to 20 percent during 2020.  This increase is
comparable to the price increase in 2019.  The rising real estate costs in Spokane
reinforce the cost effectiveness of the Hamblen Park location for a water tower.  The
alternate sites for the water tower are on private property and the cost to the city
would be significantly higher than Hamblen.  In fact, the cost of locating a water tower
on a site other than Hamblen Park goes up every day.  From our perspective, it would
be fiscally irresponsible to not use the Hamblen Park location for the water tower. 

In addition to the cost effectiveness of the Hamblen location, there is an efficiency
issue associated with Hamblen Park.  Because the park is owned by the city, it is
"shovel ready" for a water tower.  Using an alternate location would require
negotiations with private property owners that could significantly extend the water
tower project timeline.  Given the pace of new development on the south hill, the
benefit of efficient completion of the water tower project is compelling for south hill
water users and the city's taxpayers. 

Lastly, it is important to remember that a water tower located in Hamblen Park does
not destroy the nature or value of the park.  The park will continue to have paths,
trees, wildlife and be a place that we will continue to visit and enjoy.  The ability to
bring the property located at 31st and Napa into the park system is an additional
benefit to the neighborhood. 

We encourage the city to move forward to enhance the water system on the south hill
with a Hamblen Park water tower.

Richard and Diane Van Orden
2211 E. 34th Ave.
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From: Dean M Gable
To: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: Opposed to Hamblen Park Site for High System Water Tower
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 10:20:21 PM

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

Dear Park Board:
I am writing to express opposition to the Hamblen Park site for the proposed High System
water tower. I've read the letters and emails posted with your meeting agenda; which have, for
the most part, solidly opposed the Hamblen Park site. So, I won't repeat those same arguments.
I do want to clarify that I am in favor of the water tower, just not the Hamblen Park location.
Of the alternative sites presented by the City, in my opinion, the Garden Park site of the
existing water tower appears to be the best location to add another tower (I understand there
are challenges to the site, but they don't seem insurmountable, and I think there are benefits to
consolidation of towers at the same location, and the City already owns the land).

I would like to take this opportunity to share some additional thoughts pertaining to Hamblen
Park.

I absolutely love our neighborhood park, I love that it is an unimproved natural area, and I want to
keep it as a natural area. Regarding the proposed park improvements that have been suggested by
the City as mitigation, I have the following feedback:

·        Improvements to trail network – I'm not sure what this means or entails, aside from a
few places that puddle, I’m happy with the trail network. Maybe adding a little gravel at the
puddle spots.
·        Signage for trail network – personally I don’t see a need for this; you can see through the
entire park, so signage seems unnecessary to me (just another thing to maintain).
·        Park signage – I do agree the entrance sign has seen better days, I would be in favor of a
new entrance sign
·        Entrance landscaping – keep maintenance in mind. I do think some improvements would
be nice at entrance; natural landscape, or pavers. Just bear in mind that it will need to be
maintained, so stick with things that require little or no maintenance. Also consider some
desirable natural groundcover growing around the perimeter; to get rid of weeds
·        Bike racks – there are a ton of bike racks just around the corner at Hamblen elementary.
People ride their bikes through the park; it’s a great park for riding bikes, but I don’t see any
need or reason to add bike racks to the park.
·        Restroom – I am absolutely opposed to having a restroom. It’s much more maintenance,
and will attract undesirable activity. Much of the park usage is within the neighborhood
community, where a quick walk back home can take care of restroom needs. No restroom at
the park please. 

Something else that could be improved

o   Sidewalk along 37th is in bad shape in some places; replacement of the sidewalk
could be a nice upgrade.

My primary requests regarding the park pertain to things that are more operational/maintenance
items:

·        Cut down dead trees
·        Get rid of the weeds. There were a lot of noxious weeds in the park in 2020, particularly
around the perimeter. This creates nuisance for the neighborhood, because that seed
spreads to our properties. I think it will require aggressively pulling and spraying to get rid of
these weeds. Filling in with some type of groundcover might help deter such future weed

mailto:deanmgable@alumni.purdue.edu
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growth. But a commitment to routine maintenance is probably of greatest significance in
this battle. (some neighbors did help in this effort this past year, I saw weeds pulled on
several occasions when I visited the park, and made a point of pulling weeds myself as I
walked through.)
·        Mowing and spraying along 37th is important; the strip of vegetation between
sidewalk and street can cause sight distance problems for vehicles northbound on Crestline
and Napa. Parks maintenance did a good job in 2020 mowing and spraying early in the
season, which kept the vegetation down throughout  the summer of 2020. 

Thank you for the opportunity to share my opinions. I'm in favor of the water tower, just not
in Hamblen Park.

-- 
Dean Gable
3705 S Crestline St, Spokane, WA 99203



From: Duane Swinton
To: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: Hamblen Park water tower
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 6:09:00 PM

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

My wife and I live in the Hamblen Park area.  We are writing in support of location of the proposed water tower at
the park.  Location there makes sense because the city already owns this property so no land acquisition is required. 
The plans suggest impact of the tower on the park will be minimal and visibility of the tower to the surrounding area
will be limited because of the forested nature of the park.  We support location of the tower at Hamblen Park.

           Duane and Jan Swinton
            2319 E. 34th Ave.
             509-534-8121 (H)

Sent from my iPad

mailto:duane_swinton@yahoo.com
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From: Clarke, Pamela
To: Clarke, Pamela
Subject: RE: PLEASE DO NOT APPROVE WATER TOWER/HAMBLEN PARK
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 8:40:16 AM

January 13, 2021

Parks Department Board
Parks Department Land Committee
Spokane, Washington

To All of the Members involved in the above,

I have listened to the Parks Department meetings as well as the last Land Committee meeting re: the
proposed Water Tower in Hamblen Park.  I am very appreciative of the members’ taking so seriously their
commitment of responsibility to the land/parks and to the residents that benefit from them.  

I am asking you all again - please do not approve the land use change/transfer for the proposed Water
Tower in Hamblen Park.  It is NOT a proper use of this natural land in Hamblen Park.  The lawyers for the
City may have determined that it would be a legal use but I do not agree - nor have I seen the documents
from the city’s legal department stating this.  It is not a fair trade for the developer/s to offer to designate a 9
acre “conservation area” that would supposedly be compensation to the public for the taking of a portion of
this unique PUBLIC PARK - NOT ACCEPTABLE.  A privately owned area that a developer says they will
set aside for public use is NOT the same as a publicly owned city park- it doesn’t welcome us or make us
feel like it is “ours”.  Also this type of developer designated area would be a totally different type of “park”
(not a park at all actually) than the natural conservation area that is Hamblen Park.

Please do not agree to the pressure that it is clearly being exerted over the Parks Department to allow this to
happen.  We the public rely on your strength and willingness to stand up for our right to keep Hamblen Park
as it is.

Thank you for your time and for all you do,

Judy Hunt
1723 E 40th Ave
Spokane, WA 99203
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To: Spokane Park Board•

H�rD.�!e.n Park is our neighborhood park. It means as much to me as Manito Park does to City and 
neighbors that live around Manito. Hamblen is a Natural Park which in its self is special to the City. 

When I moved here 13 years ago it was because of Hamblen Park. Having this natural space was a

wonderful morning walk in nature . I never imagined having to speak up to save the Park from 
encroachment by City. It was donated to Parks to stay a natural piece of land. 
During the pandemic Hamblen has been used more than ever, the last snowfall families walked in a 
steady stream to play and walk in the park pulling sleds, with dogs, cross country skiers, kids it was th 
gift of the Park! Hamblen is spectacular in the spring when the wild flowers start their show. 

Attending the Lands meeting January 6 2021 meeting I was surprised to hear City proposal of 
partnership with Jim Frank, Greenstone and TouchMark. When the Friends of Hamblen negotiated with 
Greenstone , Mr Frank told us about the dog park walking area , that was part of his 
development . TouchMark had agreed to leave the walking trails connecting neighborhood through to 
Pittsburgh. Unclear how useable that space east of Napa is for handicap? It was considered because 
adding 450 new residents, double that number for a low ball count of people involved, in the area 
something was needed to give residents some walking space. That was never we are giving you this 
space cause we are removing 2 acres of Hamblen Park. All this is needed to have a livable 
neighborhood. 

I have the expectation that Parks Department was and is the entity that is All About saving our Parks

from land grabs , exchanges, bartering for water tanks This is OUR PARK! Please vote No on the 
exchange of land in our Park. At least put it up for a vote to the People 

Heather Stewner 

z X C V n m @ •



From: Janet Vaughn
To: Spokane Parks and Recreation
Subject: Butterfly damage
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 10:40:34 AM

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL - Verify Sender]

I was sad to see Spokane’s iconic Butterfly on the ground this morning, but I also see it as an opportunity to replace
the existing color panels with something more vibrant. The bright color mural on the side of the Papillon Building
and the vivid primary colors of the new playground, only emphasize the sadly drab wings of the Butterfly. The pale
purple also does nothing to complement the colors of the Podium. I am a big fan of the Butterfly and would love to
see it stand out as an entrance marker for the park while also blending nicely with the surrounding structures.
Sincerely,
Janet Vaughn

Return to Agenda

mailto:janetvaughn1@gmail.com
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