
Committee Members: 
Greta Gilman – Chair  
Sally Lodato 
Hannah Kitz 
Kevin Brownlee 
Doug Kelley 

The Land Committee meeting will be held in-person in the Spokane Public Library, The Hive, 
Conference Room "A", 2904 E. Sprague Ave. Spokane WA 99202 and virtually via WebEx at 
3:30 p.m. Wednesday, Jul. 31, 2024. Committee members, staff, and presenters still have the 
option to participate virtually via WebEx during all meetings. 

The public may listen to the meeting by calling 408-418-9388 and entering access code 2487 244 
1836, when prompted.  

Written public comment may be submitted via email or mail. Comments must be received no later 
than 11:30 a.m. Jul. 31 by email to: spokaneparks@spokanecity.org or mail to: Spokane Park 
Board, 5th floor City Hall, 808 West Spokane Falls Blvd., Spokane, Washington 99201. Submitted 
public comments will be presented to committee members prior to the meeting. 

AGENDA 
Call to order – Greta Gilman  

Public comment – Greta Gilman 

Action Items - None 

Discussion Items:  

1. Avista Utilities / natural gas regulator station enhancements / High Bridge Park (no cost).– 
Todd McLuaghlin / Bryan Phillips 

2. Avista Utilities / Indian Trail to Waikiki Transmission Line upgrades (no cost) – Nick Hamad 

Unfinished Business Items: 

Standing Report Items: 

1. Green Area Maintenance Update: Al Vorderbrueggen/Carl Strong 

 

Adjournment 

Spokane Park Board Land Committee 
3:30 p.m. Wed., Jul. 31, 2024 
In-person: Conference Room "A" 

The Hive, 2904 E. Sprague Ave. Spokane WA 99202 
WebEx virtual meeting:  

Call-in: 408-418-9388; Access code: 2487 244 1836 
Al Vorderbrueggen – Operations Director 



Agenda 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 Risk Management at 509.625.6221, 808 W. 
Spokane Falls Blvd, Spokane, WA, 99201; or mlowmaster@spokanecity.org. Persons who are deaf or hard of 
hearing may contact Risk Management through the Washington Relay Service at 7-1-1. Please contact us forty-
eight (48) hours before the meeting date.    
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DRAFT Application Form – Alternative Use on Park land 

The purpose of this form is to gather the relevant information regarding applications proposing 

‘Alternative Use’ on city owned park property.  Completed applications will be reviewed by the City Park 

Board for a determination regarding whether the requested proposal should be accepted or rejected.  

All requested materials are to be submitted electronically. 

1. Applicant Information 

a. Applicant Name 

Todd McLaughlin 

b. Applicant Organization (if applicable) 

Avista Utilities 

c. Contact Email address 

Todd.mclaughlin@avistacorp.com  

d. Contact Mailing address 

P.O. Box 3727 MSC-21, Spokane, WA 99220-3727 

e. Contact Phone 

(509) 495-2559 

 

2. Park Property Affected by Proposal 

a. Site Address: 

498 S Coeur d’Alene St., Spokane, WA 99201 

b. Parcel number(s): 

25242.1410 

c. Approximate area of park property impacted by proposal: 

Approx 2,600 sq. ft. (20’ x 130’) 

d. Park Name (if applicable): 

High Bridge Park 

e. Park Classification (city staff): 

Regional Park 

 

 

mailto:Todd.mclaughlin@avistacorp.com


f. Applicant to Attach a map of the approximate area of park property impacted by the 

proposal  

See exhibit attached 

3. Proposal Classification / Proposed Type of Alternative Use (select all that apply) 

a. Access across park land – vehicular 

b. Access across park land – pedestrian or bicycle 

c. Utility installation – At or above ground level 

d. Utility installation – Underground 

e. New construction – Permanent Structure 

f. New construction – Temporary Structure 

g. Other, describe below: 

 

4. What is the proposed time duration for the alternative use 

• Temporary, <1 year 

• Temporary, >1 year, <10 years  

• Temporary, >10 years (enter length) 

• Perpetual 

 

5. Applicant Proposal for Alternative Use  

a. Briefly describe the proposed alternate use on park land, taking care to explain why the 

usage of park property is required, and the intended benefits to the applicant. 

Avista’s existing Natural Gas Regulator Station is located on a steep, sandy slope in City 

ROW and shows active erosion. The proposed new location is on City Park property, 

adjacent to the existing station location. The new location is ideal for the replacement 

due to the proximity to the existing 12” pipeline tie in and easy access for 

maintenance.  

Avista is proposing the following items on City Park property: 

• A 130’ x 20’ fully fenced footprint (2,600 sq. ft.) 

• Installation of a Natural Gas Regulator Station 

• Installation of a gas valve  

• Install a section of 8” Natural Gas pipe to tie in to existing 8” pipe 

• Install a section of 12” Natural Gas pipe to tie in to adjacent 12” pipe in the 

road 

• Install a 10’ x 35’ building to house the Natural Gas Regulator Station. Building 

is proposed for security measures.  

• Minimal cut and fill for placement of building 

 

b. Is the proposed action primarily intended to benefit a private use on or near park land, 

or is it intended to benefit a public use on or near park land, or both?  (select one) 

• Private use 

• Public use 

• Both  



• If selected ‘private’ or ‘both’, describe the private use proposed and describe 

how the proposed alternative use will improve or enhance public park 

function. 

The proposed relocation of Avista’s Natural Gas Regulator Station will neither 

improve nor enhance public park functions. Currently this piece of Park property 

is a small strip of land at the top of a bluff.  

• If selected ‘public’ or ‘both’, describe the public use proposed and describe 

how the proposed alternative use will improve or enhance public park 

function. 

 

c. Please summarize how this proposal will result in a ‘quantifiable net improvement’ to 

the city’s park system (note – improvement of private land adjacent to public park land 

is not considered net improvement to park) – provide example... 

The proposed Natural Gas Regulator Station will not result in a net improvement to 

the city’s park system. The location for the station is currently a small section of grass 

at the top of a bluff and is not utilized or improved as part of the city’s park system.  

 

d. What is the appraised value of the subject park land. 

Unknown 

e. Will this proposal displace an existing developed park use? 

• No 

• If yes, please describe the specific use(s) or facility displaced and detail the 

specific relocation, improvement or compensation proposed to ensure public 

park functionality or access is restored and improved by this action. 

 

f. Will this proposal disturb or develop existing undeveloped or natural park land? 

• Yes 

• If yes, please describe the specific park property disturbed or developed and 

the restoration or compensation proposed by the applicant to ensure public 

park natural area is restored or enhanced by this action. 

The part of the park property to be developed is a small upper section of the 

High Bridge Park property along S Coeur d’Alene St. in Browns Addition. The only 

restoration Avista is proposing to this small section is applying a native grass 

seed mix to any disturbed areas outside the station fence created by 

construction equipment.  

 

g. Will this proposal restrict free access to park land by park users? 

• No 

• If yes, please describe the restoration or compensation proposed by the 

applicant to ensure offset the loss of free access. 



 

h. Will this proposal remedy an existing problem within the park, repair a damaged or 

neglected portion of the park, or enhance the subject park? 

i. No 

ii. If yes, please describe the specific improvement and how it will enhance public 

park function. 

 

i. Is the use of public park land required to meet the applicant’s desired goal, or can a 

similar outcome be achieved without the use of public park land? 

• Yes, there are alternatives to the use of park land. 

• No, use of park land is required. 

 

 

           APPLICANT SIGNATURE:                                                                     07/26/2024                             .                                                                                                      

 

NOTE – additional information specific to a proposal may be required by if deemed necessary by the Park 

Board to fully evaluate the proposal. 

 

 

6. Staff Provided Information 

a. Is this park property subject to any deed restrictions?  If so, please list. 

• No deed restrictions associated with this parcel. 

 

b. Was this park property acquired or improved using any State or Federal grant funding?  

If so, please list. 

• No. 

 

c. Does the proposed action align with the goals, objectives and strategies of the current 

adopted park system master plan? 

• N/A – no reference to utility installation in master plan. 

 

d. Is the proposal consistent with the Park Board Mission? 

• Park Board mission statement does not mention installation or maintenance 

of public utility infrastructure. 

 

e. Does the proposed action negatively impact existing park lands or affect future park 

development? 

• Proposal removes +/- 2,600 sf of existing park land from potential park 

service, though no improvements are planned in the foreseeable future at 

this project location.   



• There are (2) existing soft surface foot paths immediately west of this 

location, which should be maintained for public trail walking & running.  

These trails should be maintained, and are not currently included in the 

proposed easement area.   

• If project can provide pedestrian access from Coeur d’Alene Street to existing 

footpaths, that would provide an increase in pedestrian access to park 

natural land. 

• Proposal does not foreseeably impact future park development 

 

f. Does the proposal result in loss of access to park lands by park users? 

• This location is not currently an ‘access point’ to park land due to steep 

topography and another nearby park access point (overlook park).  Proposal 

does not disrupt or remove existing access points to park land. 

• Proposal removes +/- 2,600 sf of existing park land from potential park 

service, though no improvements are planned in the foreseeable future at 

this project location.   

 

g. How does the proposal result in a ‘net improvement’ to city park lands and recreation 

offerings for typical park users? 

• Current proposal does not propose either net improvement or net decrease 

in park service. 
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