
Park Board Meeting 
May 6, 2021 
Meeting called to order 5:32 PM 
 
I. ATTENDANCE:  

A. Park Board Members Present: 
Board Member, Davin Perry 
Board Member, Steven Titus  
Board Member, Shannon LaCambra 
Board President, Jacob Powers 
 

 B. Park Board Members Absent:  Board Member, Mary Ochoa 
               
 C. Staff Present:  J.C. Kennedy, Parks & Recreation Director 
                      
II. Review Agenda: Mr. Kennedy request an addition to the Agenda adding a 

discussion on the sale of Spokane Raceway Park.  A motion to approve agenda 
with the addition was made by Mrs. LaCambra. Second by Mr. Titus.   Agenda 
approved. 
 

III. March 4, 2021 Minutes: Motion to approve the minutes by Mr. Titus.  Second 
by Mr. Powers.  Minutes approved. 
 

IV. Highland Village Park Mitigation Update: Mr. Kennedy shared correspondence 
that has taken place since the March meeting with Mr. Chatburn and the 
development team.  The Community Frameworks team has been working with 
the adjacent property developer, Airway Heights LLC on expanding the park 
property adding an additional ¾ of an acre making the parcel approximately 1 ½ 
acres in total.  Mr. Kennedy shared his comments that are attached below.   
 
*Correspondence Sunday, April 11, 2021 
 
I am following up with you regarding the park development at Highland Village.  Last 
week we had a productive meeting with the adjacent land owner.  Storhaug 
Engineering is providing civil engineering services for both developments.  I have 
attached the map provided to me by the adjacent landowner via Storhaug 
Engineering.   
The adjacent landowner is planning on adding land to the Highland Village Land 
designated for a park.  The combined park site will be just under 1.5 acres.  We are 
poised to engage a landscape architect to begin park design, but wanted to confirm 
with you that this approach (obviously contingent on other items such as approval of 
the park plan) is workable. 
Please let me know if you have questions or comments I can help address.  Take care 
and hope your week gets off to a good start.   
(Attachment) 



 
 
*Correspondence Reply from Mr. Kennedy April 13, 2021 
 
John, 
I’ve done some preliminary estimates on how the addition of these two developments 
impacts the Level Of Service (LOS) for Parks adopted by the City of Airway Heights. 
Our LOS is 10 acres per 1,000 residents.  I applied what I know about these two 
developments to the current average household size for the City from the Census data 
that is available which places our average household size at 2.43 residents per 
household.   

 
US Census Data Average Household Size in Airway Heights 2.43 

https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/airwayheightscitywashington 

      
Community Frameworks Highland Village   
Mix of Multifamily & Single Family Units    
Multifamily Total 66 Residents 160.38  
Single Family Total 76 Residents 184.68  

      
Hunters Crossing North 2nd Addition    
Mix of Single Family and Town Homes Units   

 Total 312 Residents 758.16  

      

  Total Residents 1103.22  
 
I understand that one of the primary goals of the Highland Village Development is to 
relocate residents currently living in the APZ, so stating that the impact is all new 
residents wouldn’t be accurate.  For the sake of performing an analysis of the potential 

https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/airwayheightscitywashington


impact to our LOS would it be fair to estimate that 50% of Highland Village will be 
occupied by APZ relocated residents? (172.53 Residents) 
Applying that methodology the impact resident-wise for these two developments 
drops to 930 residents.  The need for park land to serve this development is 
considerably above the 1.5 acres being suggested and a portion of what is suggested is 
dedicated to a drainage swale that is unusable, yet will still need to be maintained.   
The option that I have suggested before and will suggest again here is that the 
developers reconsider allocating the approximately 3 acre parcel that I identified.  This 
would add the section outlined in pink to the map you provided.  It would also mitigate 
a larger portion of the approximately $865,800 that would be owed in Park Impact Fees 
for the Hunters Crossing Development.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
As stated previously this is a preferred option because it creates a park site that 
provides much greater access to the adjacent neighborhood.  This layout also increases 
the property values of the homes identified in sections highlighted in green 1 through 4 
making these lots prime real estate that will demand higher sale prices.  This proximity 
principal has been shown to spread to the surrounding blocks of a neighborhood when 
a park with this type of access is developed.  It also eliminates the sharing of a fence 
line with the park site which we have had issues with in previous park 
developments.  The increase in property values will generate more funds in property 
taxes that the City can utilize for the maintenance of the property, a long term cost to 
the City that can’t  be overlooked.   
I believe that it is premature at this time to engage with a Landscape Architect.  I 
believe that the City would need a written agreement with the developers of the 
Hunters Crossing development.  To date it is my understanding that they have not 
submitted anything.    



I will present the information to the Park Advisory Board at their May meeting.   
 

Thanks 

 

 *Correspondence April 13, 2021 from Mr. Chatburn  
  
 Hi J.C., 
 

Thank you for the follow up.  I will touch base with the different parties and see what 
we are able to do.  We may well need a meeting to talk things through, but I will follow 
up if and when that is needed.  The amount of people to coordinate is getting rather 
large with the addition of Airway Heights, LLC.  Take care and I will be in touch. 

 
-John 
 

Mr. Kennedy informed the board that this last correspondence was followed up 
by a Zoom Meeting with representatives from both of the development groups 
to discuss the project in more detail.  The group was not in favor of expanding 
the park property to the perimeters suggested by Mr. Kennedy due to economic 
considerations expressed by the Airway Heights LLC group representatives.  Mr. 
Kennedy informed the group that the portion of the property designated as a 
storm water retainage swale would not be considered as a portion of the 
mitigation for donated park property as it does not meet criteria for 
consideration due to the fact that it has does not have the physical capability of 
supporting active recreational opportunities.  The group stated that they have 
other projects that this has not been an issue with and that a rendering would 
assist with showing this more clearly. 

  
*Correspondence April 30, 2021 
It was good to meet with the group yesterday and hear more about the proposed 
project and your views on how it can proceed.  As I expressed to the group on the 
meeting yesterday I am prepared to inform the board that you were moving forward 
with the proposal and present the map that I was provided that outlines the new 
potential park with the additional ¾ acre added.  
I have stressed twice that in my opinion the engagement of a Landscape Architect is 
premature.  You have chosen to move forward.  
Before a proposed park design is presented to the board it will be presented to me so 
that I am familiar with what is being proposed.  If needed I can request the board 
schedule a special meeting to consider this project. 
If you need something on the May agenda I will need it by Monday afternoon for 
inclusion in the agenda packet.  I look forward to seeing your concept.  
Your partner still has some due diligence to do on their proposed project.  It is my 
understanding that they are still working through the platting process and that it has 
not received approval and we have nothing in writing by way of an agreement 
regarding this proposal that includes them.   
The board meets in person in the Banquet Room at the Airway Heights Recreation 
Center.  11405 W. Deno Road Airway Heights at 5:30pm.  

  



Hope you have a good weekend. 

On Thursday afternoon May 6, 2021 Mr. Chatburn sent a Preliminary Park 
Concept. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Kennedy presented the concept to the Board.  This concept shows the 
Storm Water Swale area in a darker shade of green and illustrates how much of 
the site this takes up.  It also includes a picture in the lower right corner of a 
park site with the caption “Park storm water infiltration area used for park 
activities”.  Mr. Kennedy pointed out that the picture does not illustrate the 
same type of area that it is flat and not a swale and not a comparable 
illustration.  Mr. Kennedy suggested modifications to several aspects of this 
preliminary concept.  The board agreed.  Mr. Kennedy will respond to the group 
with the suggested modifications and report back to the board if a special 
meeting is required.   
 

V. Department Status Update: Mr. Kennedy shared the most recent weekly report 
submitted to the City Manager and City Council with the board and highlighted 
the point that this summer Sunset Park celebrates 50 years of serving the 
community.  Also stated that this fits in great with the plans for this year’s Parks 
and Recreation Month.   

 



VI. Park & Recreation Master Plan: Mr. Kennedy presented the sections of the Plan 
that have been updated highlighting the modification that have been made 
from the previous version of the plan.  Mr. Kennedy also informed the board 
that the Needs Assessment Survey will be active until June 25th and that Public 
Workshops are planned for the regular July and August meetings. 
 

VII. Resolution PB21-01 Support of Palisades City Park connections to Riverside 
State Park to Spokane County Parks, Recreation & Golf Department: Mr. 
Kennedy informed the board that he was contacted by Mr. Dave Schaub the 
Executive Director of the Inland Northwest Land Conservancy requesting 
support for the Rimrock to Riverside nomination in the County Conservation 
Futures selection process.  This piece of land, and the connectivity it provides 
between two existing protected natural spaces, one of them being the second 
largest State Park in Washington, is crucial to native species migration in this 
area.  The ability to access this area easily from downtown Spokane and its 
adjacency to the West Plains community means that it will provide much-
needed access to natural space for the residents of Spokane County in the 
future.  The map below illustrates the parcels they are seeking to add that 
create a connection between Palisades and Riverside State Park.  A motion to 
approve was made by Mr. Titus.  Second by Mrs. Lacambra.  Resolution 
approved.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Spokane Raceway Property Purchase: Mr. Kennedy informed the board that he 
attended a zoom meeting of the County Commissioners where they announced that 
they had received an offer for the purchase of properties associated with the Raceway 
from the Kalispel Tribe.  The Kalispel Tribe of Indians has offered to Purchase Spokane 
Raceway Park for $4,750,000.  The property has been broken up into 3 parcels 
identified on the map below as A, B & C.  The Kalispel Tribe’s offer for Parcel’s B & C is 
$4,000,000, the offer for Parcel A is $750,000.  This initiates the 30 day first right of 
refusal associated with parcel A that the City of Airway Heights has in accordance with 
the property sale agreement we have with the County from when we acquired the 
Recreation Complex property 70 acres.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

VIII. Adjourn:  A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Titus, second by Mrs. 
LaCambra.  
Meeting adjourned at 7:12 PM 


